
 
 
Note:   The reports contained within this document are for consideration and should not be construed as a 

decision of Council.  Should panel members require further information relating to any reports, please 
contact the hearings advisor. 

 
 
I hereby give notice that the public deliberation for a Special Consultative Procedure will be 
held on: 
 
Date:  Monday 7 and Tuesday 8 November 2022  
Time: 9.30am  
Meeting Room: Council Chamber 
Venue: Level 1, Auckland Council Orewa Service Centre 
 50 Centreway Road, Orewa, Auckland 
 
 

DRAFT RODNEY LOCAL PARKS MANAGEMENT 
PLAN HEARING 

SUBMISSIONS – VOLUME TWO 
FURTHER SUBMISSIONS - PART 1  

FS1 – FS100 
 
PANEL MEMBERS 
 
Chairperson David Hill  
Deputy Chair Rebecca Skidmore  
   
   
   

 
Bevan Donovan 
KAITOHUTOHU WHAKAWĀTANGA  
HEARINGS ADVISOR  

 
 

Telephone: 890 8056 or 021 325 837 
Email:   bevan.donovan@aucklandcouncil.govt.nz 
Website:  www.aucklandcouncil.govt.nz 



WHAT HAPPENS AT A SPECIAL CONSULTATIVE PROCEDURE PUBLIC 
DELIBERATION 
 
At the start of the meeting, the Chairperson will introduce the panel members and council 
staff and will briefly outline the procedure.   
 
The hearing panel have attended a series of Have Your Say events to hear from the public 
and have read the officers report and written submissions. 
 
The hearing panel will now deliberate on what they have heard and read and will make a 
recommendation to the Rodney Local Board. 
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SPECIAL CONSULTATIVE PROCEDURE - DRAFT RODNEY LOCAL PARKS 

MANAGEMENT PLAN HEARING 

VOLUME ONE 
SUBMISSIONS 

 Submitter Name Organisation 
Page 13 Elizabeth Foster Whangateau Harbour Care Group 
Page 18 Phil Heron  
Page 19 Nicola and Jay Whistler  
Page 20 Simon Austen-Smith North Shore Model Aero Club 
Page 21 Theresa Smith  
Page 24 Richard Gerard Whangateau Hall and Reserve Advisory 

Committee 
Page 25 Geoff Spong  
Page 26 Rohan Meuli  
Page 27 Mary Lin Pardey Kawau Island Advisory Committee 
Page 34 Julie Chamberlain  
Page 35 Monique Coman  
Page 36 Chip Johnson  
Page 37 Michelle Boler  
Page 38 Sarah Solaris  
Page 39 Michael and Lynette Harris  
Page 40 John Burrill  
Page 41 Karyn Robinson  
Page 42 Abby Matley  
Page 43 Vanessa & Cenk Atadeniz  
Page 44 Suzanne Kellett  
Page 45 Harley Hern  
Page 47 Julie Chamberlain Cowboy Challenge North Auckland 
Page 48 Kim Webb  
Page 49 Sue Cook  
Page 50 Sharon Stewart  
Page 51 Krista Fletcher  
Page 52 Christine Andrews  
Page 53 Birgit and Peter Guild  
Page 54 Brett Howlett  
Page 55 Matt Gossett  
Page 56 Mark Illingworth  
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Page 58 Lucy Hubble  
Page 59 Simone Barr  
Page 60 P J Buttress  
Page 61 Megan Greggains  
Page 62 Ady Bone  
Page 63 Nicola Brown  
Page 64 Caro Jensen  
Page 65 Alice van Oosterom  
Page 66 Trevor Ready  
Page 78 Olwyn Hickmer  
Page 79 Paul Manton Mahurangi Sports and Recreational Collective 

(Warkworth) 
Page 82 Ongley Family  
Page 83 Angela Lewis  
Page 84 Grant Brown  
Page 85 Amanda Perry  
Page 86 Jenny Thompson  
Page 87 Lisa Ritchie  
Page 88 Dean and Amanda Stuart  
Page 100 Lauren Pavlovich  
Page 101 Antoinette Tuffnell  
Page 102 Frances Pavlovich  
Page 103 Jo Haswell Warkworth & District Museum Society Inc. 
Page 109 Paul Manton Warkworth Rodeo Club Inc 
Page 111 Nic Burnett  
Page 112 Alexandra Skelley  
Page 113 The Puhoi Community Forum 

Inc 
 

Page 115 Jessica Kern  
Page 116 Omaha Beach Community 

(Inc) 
 

Page 139 Geoff Smith Omaha Beach Golf Club 
Page 148 Chloe Lanigan  
Page 149 Trish O’Callaghan  
Page 150 Martyn Pitcher  
Page 151 Huia Minogue  
Page 152 Brett Illingworth Warkworth Hockey Turf Charitable Trust 
Page 154 Nadia Sakey  
Page 155 Louise Munro  



Draft Rodney Local Parks Management Plan  
Monday 7 and Tuesday 8 November 2022 

 

 Page 5 

Page 156 Louise and Emma Munro  
Page 157 Lisa Messenger  
Page 158 Felicity Wyatt  
Page 159 Wendy Simpson  
Page 161 Joan Furbish  
Page 162 Richelle Marsh  
Page 163 Catherine Askew  
Page 164 Robyn Drake  
Page 165 Robenanne and Savannah 

Lucas 
 

Page 166 Tracey Keyston  
Page 167 Denise Sills Glasgow Park Advisory Committee 
Page 170 Karen Tan  
Page 172 Rae O’Hara  
Page 175 Melanie van Ansem  
Page 176 Rosemary Williams  
Page 177 Michelle Amery  
Page 186 Lydia Harris  
Page 187 The Duo  
Page 188 Lydia Harris  
Page 189 Julie Smith  
Page 190 Jasmijn de Graaf  
Page 191 Siri Fox  
Page 192 Doreen and Graeme Phipps  
Page 193 Hannah Hyslop  
Page 194 Tracey Roff  
Page 195 Nicole Redman  
Page 196 Snells Shoreline 

Conservation Community 
 

Page 198 Tracie Stone  
Page 199 Felicity Wyatt and Steve 

Paddison 
 

Page 200 Whangateau Resident and 
Ratepayers Association 

 

Page 203 Jo Haswell Rainbows End and Rivers Environmental 
Group Inc 

Page 215 Dominica  
Page 216 Emma McMurray  
Page 217 Redhills Pony Club 

Committee 
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Page 220 Kim Beazley  
Page 221 Nola Smart Fire and Emergency NZ 
Page 223 Ian and Mary Midgley  
Page 224 Paul L’Amie  
Page 226 Shona Addison Helensville Agricultural & Pastoral Association 

Page 228 Bill Foster  
Page 230 Colin Bright Johnston Prichard Fee Limited 
Page 240 Chris Hawkes Silverdale Pony Club 
Page 243 Baddeley’s and Campbells 

Ratepayers Association 
(BCRA) 

 

Page 245 Rosmarie Krieg  
Page 248 Michelle and Adam Sarkar  
Page 249 Tony Marinovich  
Page 250 New Zealand Motor Caravan 

Association Inc. (NZMCA) 
 

Page 270 Aana Marinovich  
Page 271 Matakana Branch Pony Club  
Page 272 Eddie Charlett-Green  

LATE SUBMISSIONS 
Page 274 Nicola Ward  
Page 275 Candice Perry Warkworth Branch Pony Club 
Page 282 Tania Bishop  
Page 287 Dean Hamilton  
Page 292 Emily Maberly  
Page 293 Desiree Russell  
Page 294 Emma Coory  
Page 295 Lauren Jackson Massey Pony Club 
Page 296 Nina Cryns  
Page 297 Sophie Dungate  
Page 298 Belinda Rodriguez  
Page 299 Cluny Macpherson  
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VOLUME TWO 
FURTHER SUBMISSIONS - PART ONE 

Page 13 Jay Farnworth  
Page 17 Ewen Hutchinson  
Page 21 Sharmielah Sain  
Page 26 Paul Manton  
Page 31 Ben Dagnin  
Page 35 Kevin Pearson  
Page 40 Alison Wech  
Page 45 Terri Schutt  
Page 49 Sue Brodziak Summerset Falls Residents Committee 
Page 53 Susan Liddell  
Page 58 Sorrel O'Leary  
Page 63 Ngaire Wallen  
Page 73 Kirsty Bruce  
Page 77 Martin Evans  
Page 82 Kit Wilson  
Page 86 Peter Beekman  
Page 91 Harrison Mitchell  
Page 95 Arlene Ross  
Page 99 Diane Taylor  
Page 104 James Nicholson  
Page 108 Sue-Ellen Craig  
Page 114 Sandspit Resident and 

Ratepayers Association 
 

Page 122 Christina Earl Cement Works Warkworth Conservation Trust 
Page 127 Roger Turner  
Page 131 Romina Marinkovich  
Page 135 Shelly Knight Direct Animal Action  
Page 140 Angela Lewis  
Page 145 Carol Rockelrath  
Page 149 Helene Taito-Jensen  
Page 154 Lois McPherson  
Page 158 Sascha Mortimer Matakana Branch Pony Club  
Page 162 Grant Brown  
Page 166 Carl Marinkovich  
Page 171 Penny Gifford  
Page 175 Brett Howlett  
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Page 179 Nikki Porteous Kawau Island Residents and Ratepayers 
Association 

Page 190 Yvette Davis Matakana Pony Club  
Page 195 Howard Smith South Kaipara Rotary Club   
Page 204 Nikki Porteous  
Page 209 Kevin McPherson  
Page 213 Martin Louw  
Page 223 Ngaire Wallen Omaha Shorebird Protection Trust  
Page 230 Alice van Oosterom  
Page 235 Matthew Southerden  
Page 239 Lucy Hubble  
Page 243 David Perry  
Page 247 Ian Munro  
Page 258 Doug Galbraith  
Page 268 John Hagen  
Page 272 Peter Radley  
Page 276 Don Galbraith  
Page 286 Blu Steven  
Page 291 Stefanie Robinson  
Page 296 Kristina Naden  
Page 300 Nadia Sakey  
Page 306 Emma Grayson  
Page 310 Chris Allan  
Page 328 Samantha Allan  
Page 346 Janet Hughes  
Page 351 Russell Hughes  
Page 356 Pam Browne  
Page 360 Rebecca Housby  
Page 365 Annie Cass  
Page 369 Rowena Mortimer  
Page 373 Candice Parry  
Page 377 Steven Parry  
Page 381 Naomi Marshall  
Page 385 Jasmijn De Graaf  
Page 389 Sorella Demeulemeester  
Page 393 Andy Edmunds  
Page 398 Francesca Wilkin  
Page 402 Todd Wilkin  
Page 406 Becky Johnston Warkworth Pony Club  
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Page 410 Melissa Sherlock Warkworth Pony Club  
Page 414 Justin Marshall  
Page 417 Julie Barclay Warkworth Dressage Group  
Page 422 Tracy Murphy  
Page 426 Stacey Hoggard  
Page 430 Keri Tilsley  
Page 434 Rachelle Millar  
Page 438 Jessica Rawlings  
Page 442 John Collins Friends of Awa Matakanakana  
Page 447 Snells Shoreline 

Conservation Community 
 

Page 451 Alison Clifford  
Page 455 Mark Coleman  
Page 459 Stephanie Koks  
Page 463 Megan Lithgow  
Page 468 Gary Heaven Matakana Coast Trail Trust and Mahurangi Trail 

Society Incorporated 
Page 472 Cecilia Howatson  
Page 476 Ken Harcombe  
Page 481 Rachel Constantine  
Page 486 Lucille Coward  
Page 491 Emma Pearson  
Page 495 Robert Mclean  
Page 499 Charlotte Owens-Pring  
Page 504 Emma Turnball Warkworth Pony Club 
Page 508 Zena Morrison Warkworth Pony Club 
Page 512 Jared Morrison Warkworth Pony Club 
Page 516 Moreen Taylor  
Page 521 Peter Sergent  
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VOLUME THREE 
FURTHER SUBMISSIONS – PART TWO 

Page 13 Eric van Essen  
Page 17 Michelle Stanners Warkworth Pony Club 
Page 21 Shona Oliver  
Page 25 David Thatcher Warkworth Pony Club 
Page 29 Rebecca Housby Waimauku Pony Club 
Page 52 Sarah Weatherall  
Page 57 Sean Mitchell  
Page 62 Debbie Mason  
Page 66 Ross Mclean  
Page 70 Lydia Harris Matakana Branch Pony Club 
Page 74 Claire Booth Sandspit Holiday Park 
Page 78 Jan Samuels  
Page 83 Paul Jones  
Page 87 Mark Dennis  
Page 91 Dacia Davison  
Page 95 Christine Ward  
Page 99 Amanda Dickson  
Page 103 Rebecca Englefield  
Page 107 Roger Williams  
Page 117 Jessica Charnley  
Page 121 Megan Somerville-Ryan  
Page 125 Tim Armitage Forest and Bird (Warkworth Area Branch)  
Page 136 Anthony Quirk  
Page 141 Tracey Hodder  
Page 146 Caroline Milner  
Page 150 Beverley Davis  
Page 154 Helen Fisher Waimauku Tennis Club  
Page 158 Mahurangi East Community 

Centre/ Goodall & Te Whau 
Reserves Advisory 
Committee 

 

Page 169 Michelle Mearns  
Page 179 David Carroll  
Page 183 Loreen Ozolins  
Page 187 Simon Coe  
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Page 191 Aaron Smail Summerset Retirement Villages (Warkworth) 
Limited  

Page 195 Michelle Woods  
Page 200 Gary Martin Warkworth and Districts Dog Training Club 
Page 204 Victoria Thompson  
Page 208 Michelle Stodart  
Page 213 Lynette Gubb  
Page 219 Richard O’Flaherty Landowners and Contractors Association (LCA) 
Page 226 Ray Jensen The Kauri and Native Bushmens Association 
Page 232 Dave Serjeant  
Page 238 Lynette Serjeant  
Page 244 Craig Ewington  
Page 256 Gareth Wight  
Page 262 Matt Railey  
Page 268 Donna Railey  
Page 274 Edward Railey  
Page 280 Amber Railey  
Page 286 Wayne Radford  
Page 292 Kayde Cunningham  
Page 298 Stephanie Railey  
Page 304 Annette Hawkins  
Page 310 Gilbert Hawkins  
Page 316 Patricia Smith  
Page 322 Malcolm Smith  
Page 328 Laura Lirquhart  
Page 334 Ronald Lirquhart  
Page 340 Ged Crad  
Page 346 Melissa Wallace  
Page 352 Kevin Wallace  
Page 358 Natalie Wallace  
Page 364 Roger and June Turner  
Page 370 Trudi Burney Transpower New Zealand Ltd 
Page 380 Hans Van der Velden & 

Dale Hammond 
 

Page 392 Anna Jones  
Page 398 Rebecca Thomas  
Page 404 Joanne Lynch Coatesville Pony Club  
Page 413 Zoe Chamel  
Page 419 Nicola Webster  



Draft Rodney Local Parks Management Plan  
Monday 7 and Tuesday 8 November 2022 

 

 Page 12 

Page 425 Shona Anderson Coatesville Pony Club 
Page 431 Jennifer Farmer  
Page 437 Rebecca Verhoever Coatesville Pony Club 
Page 443 Tyler Lynch  
Page 449 Laura Glass  
Page 455 Kelly Harness  
Page 461 Andrew Kirby  
Page 467 Lynette Herbke  
Page 473 Christine Evans  
Page 479 Jo Emeney  
Page 485 James Webster  
Page 491 Sam van Houts  
Page 497 Jeroen van Houts  
Page 503 Rachel Ashton Coatesville Pony Club 
Page 509 Mary Dawkins  
Page 515 Dave Bensley  
Page 521 Stephanie Armstrong  
Page 527 Deborah Bensley  
Page 533 Val Gardner  
Page 539 Nanette Cadwallader  
Page 545 Matthew Verhoeven Coatesville Pony Club 
Page 551 Shirley Jensen  
Page 557 Karen Scott  
Page 563 Kylie Hall  
Page 569 Iain Graham  
Page 575 Alan Hume  
Page 587 Alan Morris  
Page 599 Bruce Stevenson  
Page 611 Fay Richardson  
Page 623 Jarrod Hume  
Page 635 Jenny Paine  
Page 647 Lyn Hume  
Page 659 Patria Hume  
Page 671 Stephen Hoyle  
Page 683 Sheralyn Hume  
Page 695 South Cove Residents  

   



Respondent No: F001 

Login: Jay Farnworth 

01 . Overall, what is your opinion of the draft Rodney Mostly support 

Local Parks Management Plan? 

02. Tell us why

not answered

03. Access and parking (11.1)

04. Tell us why

not answered

05. Buildings (11.2)

06. Tell us why

not answered

07. Climate change and natural hazards (11.3)

QB. Tell us why 

not answered 

09. Unmanned aerial vehicles (including drones)

(11.4)

01 0. Tell us why 

not answered 

011. Encroachments (11.5)

012. Tell us why

not answered

013. Geological and landscape features (11.6)

014. Tell us why

not answered

015. Historic and cultural heritage (11.7)

01 6. Tell us why 

not answered 

I don't know 

Mostly support 

Mostly support 

Mostly support 

not answered 

Mostly support 

Mostly support 

Responded At: Jun 15, 2022 14:26:44 pm 

Last Seen: Jun 15, 2022 02:13:23 am 
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Respondent No:F002 

Login: Ewen Hutchinson

 

01 . Overall, what is your opinion of the draft Rodney Mostly support 

Local Parks Management Plan? 

02. Tell us why

Covers most areas OK

03. Access and parking (11.1)

04. Tell us why

not answered

05. Buildings (11.2)

06. Tell us why

not answered

07. Climate change and natural hazards (11.3)

08. Tell us why

not answered

09. Unmanned aerial vehicles (including drones)

(11.4)

01 0. Tell us why 

Too restrictive 

011. Encroachments (11.5)

012. Tell us why

not answered

013. Geological and landscape features (11.6)

014. Tell us why

not answered

015. Historic and cultural heritage (11.7)

01 6. Tell us why 

not answered 

Mostly support 

Mostly support 

Mostly support 

Do not support 

Mostly support 

Mostly support 

Mostly support 

Responded At: Jun 17, 2022 17:38:57 pm 

Last Seen: Jun 17, 2022 05:25:17 am 

1717



1818



1919



2020



Respondent No: F003 

Login: Sharmielah Sain 

 

Responded At: Jun 23, 2022 16:59:31 pm 

Last Seen: Jun 23, 2022 04:55:31 am 

Q1 . Overall, what is your opinion of the draft Rodney Strongly support 

Local Parks Management Plan? 

Q2. Tell us why 

I take note of the new neighbourhood Park Development - 86 Harvest Ave, Orewa.- this suburb has had several upgrades 

over the past few years but REd Beach is a thriving and growing community that goes unnoticed, why is that? However it 

seems the rundown park of Red Beach,90-92 Bay Street, Red Beach has not been upgraded for years and is unusable to 

the community . Visibility at night is dark and dangerous, Equipment is bare minimal and outdated, grass is long. With the 

amount of houses going up and children making use of Red Beach School to socialise, ride scooters, play football and 

especially basketball. It would be great if we could have an upgrade for our Red Beach children and keep them out of trouble 

by enjoying the outdoors and not making Red Beach School after hours the place to socialise. Checking if this has been 

brought to your attention as yet and if so, is there a plan in place for our community, especially a basketball court in the park, 

would be fantastic for all ages in our community. REd Beach Park, 90-92 Bay Street, Red Beach 0932- definitely needs your 

help. 

Q3. Access and parking (11.1) Strongly support 

Q4. Tell us why 

I take note of the new neighbourhood Park Development - 86 Harvest Ave, Orewa.- this suburb has had several upgrades 

over the past few years but REd Beach is a thriving and growing community that goes unnoticed, why is that? However it 

seems the rundown park of Red Beach,90-92 Bay Street, Red Beach has not been upgraded for years and is unusable to 

the community . Visibility at night is dark and dangerous, Equipment is bare minimal and outdated, grass is long. With the 

amount of houses going up and children making use of Red Beach School to socialise, ride scooters, play football and 

especially basketball. It would be great if we could have an upgrade for our Red Beach children and keep them out of trouble 

by enjoying the outdoors and not making Red Beach School after hours the place to socialise. Checking if this has been 

brought to your attention as yet and if so, is there a plan in place for our community, especially a basketball court in the park, 

would be fantastic for all ages in our community. REd Beach Park, 90-92 Bay Street, Red Beach 0932- definitely needs your 

help. 

Q5. Buildings (11.2) Strongly support 

06. Tell us why

I take note of the new neighbourhood Park Development - 86 Harvest Ave, Orewa.- this suburb has had several upgrades

over the past few years but REd Beach is a thriving and growing community that goes unnoticed, why is that? However it

seems the rundown park of Red Beach,90-92 Bay Street, Red Beach has not been upgraded for years and is unusable to

the community . Visibility at night is dark and dangerous, Equipment is bare minimal and outdated, grass is long. With the

amount of houses going up and children making use of Red Beach School to socialise, ride scooters, play football and

especially basketball. It would be great if we could have an upgrade for our Red Beach children and keep them out of trouble

by enjoying the outdoors and not making Red Beach School after hours the place to socialise. Checking if this has been

brought to your attention as yet and if so, is there a plan in place for our community, especially a basketball court in the park,

would be fantastic for all ages in our community. REd Beach Park, 90-92 Bay Street, Red Beach 0932- definitely needs your

help.

Q7. Climate change and natural hazards (11.3) I don't know 
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  F004

 Paul Manton
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Respondent No: F005

Login:  Ben Dagnin

01 . Overall, what is your opinion of the draft Rodney Do not support 

Local Parks Management Plan? 

02. Tell us why

not answered

03. Access and parking (11.1)

04. Tell us why

Needs more parking

05. Buildings (11.2)

06. Tell us why

not answered

07. Climate change and natural hazards (11.3)

08. Tell us why

not answered

09. Unmanned aerial vehicles (including drones)

(11.4)

01 0. Tell us why 

not answered 

011. Encroachments (11.5)

012. Tell us why

not answered

013. Geological and landscape features (11.6)

014. Tell us why

not answered

015. Historic and cultural heritage (11.7)

01 6. Tell us why 

not answered 

I don't know 

Do not support 

Do not support 

Do not support 

Do not support 

Do not support 

Do not support 

Responded At: Jun 25, 2022 17:38:54 pm 

Last Seen: Jun 25, 2022 05:34:29 am 
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Respondent No: F006

Login: Kevin Pearson

01 . Overall, what is your opinion of the draft Rodney Mostly support 

Local Parks Management Plan? 

02. Tell us why

Responded At: Jul 05, 2022 12:10:08 pm 

Last Seen: Jul 04, 2022 23:06:37 pm 

There are two things that stand out that could enhance the management plan and allow the outcomes of the plan to be better

achieved. 1) Access is mentioned many times in the plan however the plan states that anything to do with the road corridor

is outside the scope of the plan and the responsibility of AT. The Council plan could provide stronger direction in what it

wants AT to deliver in terms of access to parks from the road network. For example our local park, Riverhead War Memorial

Park, has an approximately 400m boundary with Coatesville Riverhead Highway and no safe pedestrian crossings along

this entire length. The road is busy and had near continuous traffic, with 5 minute plus wait times to cross even outside peak

rush hour. This section of road is straight making speeding an issue and parking along the highway during sports events

makes visibility poor and crossing dangerous. There is effectively no safe access to the park from the northern side of the

road. The nearest crossing is over 300m away to the north which is not really a substitute as involves the crossing of many

side streets. It just needs a simple zebra crossing to fix the access issue. The plans seems to acknowledge some of these

types of issues but is there any good reason why Council cannot direct AT to provide safe pedestrian access at key park

locations? 2) Access is mentioned many times in the plan however the plan states that anything to do with the road corridor

is outside the scope of the plan and the responsibility of AT. For paper roads there is an obvious opportunity for some to be

managed as parks regardless of the road designation which could expand the parks network and provide better access

opportunities.

03. Access and parking (11.1)

04. Tell us why

not answered

05. Buildings (11.2)

06. Tell us why

not answered

07. Climate change and natural hazards (11.3)

08. Tell us why

not answered

09. Unmanned aerial vehicles (including drones)

(11.4)

01 0. Tell us why 

not answered 

011. Encroachments (11.5)

not answered 

not answered 

not answered 

not answered 

not answered 
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Respondent No: F007

Login: Alison Wech

01 . Overall, what is your opinion of the draft Rodney Mostly support 

Local Parks Management Plan? 

02. Tell us why

Responded At: Jul 05, 2022 15:25:56 pm 

Last Seen: Jul 05, 2022 00:59:51 am 

Our parks are for everyone and should be used to their full potential for a wide range of sports and activities. More local

parks should be used to keep locals in their area to be able to be active.

03. Access and parking (11.1)

04. Tell us why

not answered

05. Buildings (11.2)

06. Tell us why

not answered

07. Climate change and natural hazards (11.3)

08. Tell us why

not answered

09. Unmanned aerial vehicles (including drones)

(11.4)

01 0. Tell us why 

not answered 

011. Encroachments (11.5)

012. Tell us why

not answered

013. Geological and landscape features (11.6)

014. Tell us why

not answered

015. Historic and cultural heritage (11.7)

01 6. Tell us why 

not answered 

Mostly support 

I don't know 

I don't know 

I don't know 

I don't know 

I don't know 

I don't know 
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Respondent No: F010

 Login: Susan Liddell  

01 . Overall, what is your opinion of the draft Rodney Mostly support 

Local Parks Management Plan? 

02. Tell us why

Environment appears to be taken seriously

03. Access and parking (11.1) Mostly support 

04. Tell us why

not answered

Q5. Buildings (11.2) Mostly support 

Q6. Tell us why 

not answered 

Responded At: Jul 07, 2022 15:35:09 pm 

Last Seen: Jul 07, 2022 02:40:49 am 

07. Climate change and natural hazards (11.3) Strongly support 

QB. Tell us why 

not answered 

09. Unmanned aerial vehicles (including drones)

(11.4)

01 0. Tell us why 

Do not support 

Aerial drones should not be allowed to fly over private property unless they have permissin from the owner or for expressed 

needs. Using drones over other people's houses for recreation is disturbing and invasive and will only get worst if it is 

allowed. 

011. Encroachments (11.5) Mostly support 

012. Tell us why

Council land is council land

013. Geological and landscape features (11.6) Mostly support 

014. Tell us why

Geoglogical and culturally specific features need to be preserved

015. Historic and cultural heritage (11.7) Mostly support 
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Submission to Rodney Local Parks Management Plan 
 
Prepared by:  Ngaire Wallen, resident at Campbells Beach 
 
I have been a landowner at Campbells Beach for over 20 years, and a 
permanent resident for almost 4 years. 
 
I am  
- a current member and active volunteer, previous Treasurer and previous 

Chairperson of TOSSI; 
- a previous Committee Member and Secretary of the Baddeleys and 

Campbells Beach Residents and Ratepayers Association (BCRRA);  
- currently Takatu LandCare Community Pest Control Coordinator, and 
- Trustee of the Omaha Shorebirds Protection Society. 
 
I have a landscape design qualification, as well as a background as an 
Accountant, and have an MBA from Auckland University. 
 

My submission on the Rodney Local Parks Management Plan 
is: 
 
Kawau Bay 
 
Map ID:  01  Baddeleys Beach Reserve 
 
Recreation Values:   
Relevant to Strategic Action Plan focus - enjoy 
The playground was upgraded a number of years ago, without any 
consideration given to whether it was still in the right place after the 
installation of community-funded tennis courts.  I submit that the 
playground needs to be relocated to the shade of existing 
pohutukawa trees adjacent to the tennis court, eliminating the need 
for children to cross traffic access and parking between the existing 
playground location and the tennis courts.  The necessity of providing 
shade is obvious given skin cancer rates in NZ. 
 
Other Information 
Relevant to 
Principle 4:  Protect and respect local parks and their taonga 
 
Rodney Greenways I Paths and Trails Plan 2017 – this proposal is for a 
bridle and walking route connecting Baddeleys Beach to Matakana.  I 
submit that it is not appropriate for a bridle path because of the 
number of native species that inhabit the Baddeleys Beach and 
stream.  Specifically, there is a flock of some 20 pied stilts, several pairs 
of NZ dotterel, Caspian tern and variable oyster catcher that roost and 
have attempted to nest at Baddeleys Beach.  There are also bittern 
around the reserve and up the creek.  A Bridle path giving horse 
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access to the beach will impinge on the viability of these threatened 
species to nest successfully.  A small walking path extending the 
existing pathway created by the BCRRA Community is all that is 
required to provide walking access from the Matakana / Omaha 
Walkway to Baddeleys Beach.  The Reserve plan must also ensure that 
the off-leash dog area is enforced – that no dogs are allowed on the 
beachfront unless they are on a leash. 
 
Storm events 
Relevant to section 3.3.1 – treasure – enhance water quality, buffer 
erosion and flooding, and 
Principle 7:  Focus on environmentally sustainable practices in 
managing and improving parks 
 
In 2013 a submission was made to the Rodney Local Board seeking a 
review and upgrade of stormwater management.  Nothing has 
happened.  I submit that we need to redirect roadway and stormwater 
runoff into a sediment retention pond, which can be constructed on 
the site of the existing playground.  Together with daylighting the 
stream which was piped a number of years ago, a pond will create 
more habitat for bittern and other native species as well as reducing 
the amount of silt that flows into the Bay.  The 2013 submissions are 
attached. 
 
Management Intentions: 
1. Any connecting walkways should be limited to walkways only – no 

bridle path is required and should be removed from the plan in 
order to protect the native shorebirds species that inhabit 
Baddeleys Beach. 

2. Fancy plastic playgrounds are not required – the existing slides and 
swings are sufficient.  It is a beach.  Children will find all they need 
for creative play using natural materials found on the beach. 
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Submission to Rodney Local Parks Management Plan 
 
Prepared by:  Ngaire Wallen, resident at Campbells Beach 
 
I have been a landowner at Campbells Beach for over 20 years, and a 
permanent resident for almost 4 years. 
 
I am  
- a current member and active volunteer, previous Treasurer and previous 

Chairperson of TOSSI; 
- a previous Committee Member and Secretary of the Baddeleys and 

Campbells Beach Residents and Ratepayers Association (BCRRA);  
- currently Takatu LandCare Community Pest Control Coordinator, and 
- Trustee of the Omaha Shorebirds Protection Society. 
 
I have a landscape design qualification, as well as a background as an 
Accountant, and have an MBA from Auckland University. 
 

My submission on the Rodney Local Parks Management Plan 
is: 
 
Kawau Bay 

 
Map ID:  02  Baddeleys Creek 
Relevant to Strategic Action Plan Focus:  treasure 
Principle 2:  enable access and provide connections 
Principle 3:  value the input of the community 
 
This park should have the “Protection of the Natural Environment” 
management focus area added to it’s status.  Local community efforts 
have resulted in the clearance of invasive weeds and planting of over 
7,000 plants along the creek over the last 10 or 15 years.    It is also a 
“Significant ecological and biodiversity area”  with wetland 
ecosystems present.  We need to ensure this area is protected from 
over-development, as currently proposed by the Rodney Greenways I 
Paths and Trails Plan 2017 – which includes provision for a bridle path.  
Walking access would be a significant community asset in due course, 
and is all that is required.   Access for horses and dogs will have a 
significant negative impact on native bird species both along the 
creek and at Baddeleys Beach. 
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Submission to Rodney Local Parks Management Plan 
 
Prepared by:  Ngaire Wallen, resident at Campbells Beach 
 
I have been a landowner at Campbells Beach for over 20 years, and a 
permanent resident for almost 4 years. 
 
I am  
- a current member and active volunteer, previous Treasurer and previous 

Chairperson of TOSSI; 
- a previous Committee Member and Secretary of the Baddeleys and 

Campbells Beach Residents and Ratepayers Association (BCRRA);  
- currently Takatu LandCare Community Pest Control Coordinator, and 
- Trustee of the Omaha Shorebirds Protection Society. 
 
I have a landscape design qualification, as well as a background as an 
Accountant, and have an MBA from Auckland University. 
 

My submission on the Rodney Local Parks Management Plan 
is: 
 
Kawau Bay 
 
Map ID:  04  Campbells Reserve 
Other Information 
Relevant to 
Principle 3:  value the input of the community 
“This reserve adjoins Clinton Road-Baddeleys Beach Walkway” – this is 
erroneous.  It is not a “walkway” as such.  It is a steep slope between 
private land and the hightide line, covered in regenerating coastal 
broadleaf forest.  There is no pathway, there is no way to install a 
pathway.  Nor is this “walkway” part of any route between Matakana 
and Baddeleys Beach.   To say then, that Campbells Reserve adjoins 
the Clinton Road-Baddeleys Beach Walkway gives a misleading 
impression that somehow you can walk from one to the other along a 
bush path.  You can walk from one to the other, but only at low tide, 
on the tidal flats.  To then state that the route of the proposed 
Matakana – Baddeleys Beach walkway passes through the (non-
existent) Clinton Road – Baddeleys walkway and joins to Campbells 
Reserve is non-sensical.  Someone looked at a map but did not look at 
the reality. 
 
Erosion 
Relevant to:   
Principle 2:  Access and connections to water 
Principle 7:  environmentally sustainable practices  
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The erosion of parkland is caused by damage done to the beach zone 
when the Reserve was grassed over.  The entire dry-sand beach zone is 
missing, covered with a clay cap and planted with pohutukawa.  This 
means that the beach cannot function as it should to mitigate storm 
damage (ie the movement of sand over time).  In order to remedy this, 
a replacement line of trees should be planted 10 meters back from the 
existing trees, and the existing trees removed in due course and the 
original slope of the beach reinstated, providing for a dry sand dune 
area.   There is never more than 1 line of parked cars; relocating the 
trees back 10m will not change the provision for parking. 
 
Management Intentions 
1. Campbells Beach is not on the route from Matakana to Baddeleys 

Beach, nor should there be any bridle path at all within Millon Bay.  
We have an increasing number of shorebirds in the Bay;  access for 
horses will have a negative impact on them.  Similarly, control of 
dogs is becoming increasingly important. 

2. The main improvement that can be made to the playground is to 
relocate it closer to the toilet facilities, under the shade of existing 
trees.  Fancy plastic playgrounds are not required.  It is a beach.  
Children will find all they need for creative play using natural 
materials found on the beach – that is the only “unique local 
reference” required. 
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Submission to Rodney Local Parks Management Plan 
 
Prepared by:  Ngaire Wallen, resident at Campbells Beach 
 
I have been a landowner at Campbells Beach for over 20 years, and a 
permanent resident for almost 4 years. 
 
I am  
- a current member and active volunteer, previous Treasurer and previous 

Chairperson of TOSSI; 
- a previous Committee Member and Secretary of the Baddeleys and 

Campbells Beach Residents and Ratepayers Association (BCRRA);  
- currently Takatu LandCare Community Pest Control Coordinator, and 
- Trustee of the Omaha Shorebirds Protection Society. 
 
I have a landscape design qualification, as well as a background as an 
Accountant, and have an MBA from Auckland University. 
 

My submission on the Rodney Local Parks Management Plan 
is: 
 
Kawau Bay 
 
Map ID:  05  Clinton Road – Baddeleys Beach Walkway 
Management Intentions 
Relevant to:  connect – this is NOT a connection 
Principle 7:  environmentally sustainable practices 
 
1. This “walkway” is not a walkway at all, but a steep, damp, cliff face 

covered in regenerating coastal broadleaf forest, which 
occasionally slips into the sea.  It is not on the route between 
Matakana and Baddeleys Beach, nor does it create a link to 
Campbells Beach.  The intention to include this reserve into a 
walkway network is nonsensical.  It would appear that someone 
looked at an esplanade reserve and decided to “grab it” for their 
walkway project, without looking at the reality of the land, and 
somehow it got renamed from an esplanade reserve to a walkway. 

 
The values associated with the park stating it as “connection” and 
“informal recreation” are wrong.  All that exists is a short one-way path 
direct from Clinton Road to the high tide line.   
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RespondentNo: F013

Login: Kirsty Bruce 

01 . Overall, what is your opinion of the draft Rodney Do not support 

Local Parks Management Plan? 

02. Tell us why

Responded At: Jul 13, 2022 17:00:31 pm 

Last Seen: Jul 13, 2022 04:51 :47 am 

I'm strongly opposed to rodeo and am upset that you allow this on council land

03. Access and parking (11.1)

04. Tell us why

not answered

Q5. Buildings (11.2) 

Q6. Tell us why 

not answered 

07. Climate change and natural hazards (11.3)

QB. Tell us why 

not answered 

09. Unmanned aerial vehicles (including drones)

(11.4)

01 0. Tell us why 

not answered 

011. Encroachments (11.5)

012. Tell us why

not answered

013. Geological and landscape features (11.6)

014. Tell us why

not answered

015. Historic and cultural heritage (11.7)

01 6. Tell us why 

not answered 

017. Mana whenua and Maori outcomes (11.8)

I don't know 

not answered 

I don't know 

I don't know 

I don't know 

not answered 

not answered 

not answered 
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RespondentNo: F015

Login: Kit Wilson

01 . Overall, what is your opinion of the draft Rodney Mostly support 

Local Parks Management Plan? 

02. Tell us why

Lot to read but no real substance in what I looked at.

03. Access and parking (11.1)

04. Tell us why

not answered

Q5. Buildings (11.2) 

Q6. Tell us why 

not answered 

07. Climate change and natural hazards (11.3)

QB. Tell us why 

not answered 

09. Unmanned aerial vehicles (including drones)

(11.4)

01 0. Tell us why 

not answered 

011. Encroachments (11.5)

012. Tell us why

not answered

013. Geological and landscape features (11.6)

014. Tell us why

not answered

015. Historic and cultural heritage (11.7)

01 6. Tell us why 

not answered 

Mostly support 

I don't know 

I don't know 

I don't know 

I don't know 

I don't know 

Mostly support 

Responded At: Jul 15, 2022 19:46:29 pm 

Last Seen: Jul 15, 2022 07:39:47 am 
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RespondentNo: F016

Login: Peter Beekman 

 

Q1 . Overall, what is your opinion of the draft Rodney Mostly support 

Local Parks Management Plan? 

Q2. Tell us why 

We need a plan to protect our green spaces. 

Q3. Access and parking (11.1) Mostly support 

Q4. Tell us why 

There needs to be policies for the plan to be effective 

Q5. Buildings (11.2) Strongly support 

Q6. Tell us why 

Responded At: Jul 19, 2022 12:20:56 pm 

Last Seen: Jul 14, 2022 22:26:30 pm 

Buildings and structures on any park land are a sensitive community issue and must be well managed. 

Q7. Climate change and natural hazards (11.3) Mostly support 

Q8. Tell us why 

It is happening with increasing peak weather events. Erosion of our foreshore is an example. 

Q9. Unmanned aerial vehicles (including drones) 

(11.4) 

Q1 0. Tell us why 

Strongly support 

UAV's if not used and monitored properly are a public nuisance. 

Q11. Encroachments (11.5) Strongly support 

Q12. Tell us why 

If encroachment is not managed then they will expand and consume more park land. In many cases encroachment can 

result in more invasive species and provide habitat for pests. 

Q13. Geological and landscape features (11.6) Strongly support 

Q14. Tell us why 

Our green areas are high value community assets often over looked for their geological and landscape benefits. 

Q15. Historic and cultural heritage (11.7) Mostly support 
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RespondentNo:  F018

Login: Arlene Ross

 

Q1 . Overall, what is your opinion of the draft Rodney Mostly support 

Local Parks Management Plan? 

Q2. Tell us why 

Responded At: Jul 25, 2022 14:19:55 pm 

Last Seen: Jul 25, 2022 01 :50:01 am 

Please keep both Glasgow Park and Bloomfield reserve available for horses and dogs, with NO motorised vehicles allowed. 

Q3. Access and parking (11.1) Mostly support 

Q4. Tell us why 

Please keep both Glasgow Park and Bloomfield reserve available for horses and dogs, with NO motorised vehicles allowed. 

Q5. Buildings (11.2) Mostly support 

Q6. Tell us why 

Glasgow park hall needs regular maintenance, especially the gutters as they collect rain water for the water tank - only 

source of water for hall. If there is a maintenance plan, then it has not been followed for the last 6 years. Also the hall is in 

need of maintenance internally 

Q7. Climate change and natural hazards (11.3) 

QB. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q9. Unmanned aerial vehicles (including drones) 

(11.4) 

Q1 0. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q11. Encroachments (11.5) 

Q12. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q13. Geological and landscape features (11.6) 

Q14. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q15. Historic and cultural heritage (11.7) 

Mostly support 

Mostly support 

Mostly support 

Mostly support 

Mostly support 
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RespondentNo: F019 

Login: Diane Taylor

Responded At: Jul 28, 2022 15:57:09 pm 

Last Seen: Jul 28, 2022 02:48:28 am 

01 . Overall, what is your opinion of the draft Rodney Mostly support 

Local Parks Management Plan? 

02. Tell us why

Does not consider related reserves in one area as a whole. For example the beachside reserves at Snells Beach

03. Access and parking (11.1) Mostly support 

04. Tell us why

Campervan rules should be reconsidered in line with the rules for non-reserve areas. Even more important as they are a

problem in reserve areas. Also indicates that the use of e-bikes and e-scooters will be supported. On busy paths such as

Ercegs walkway at Snells Beach these are a hazard. Should also consider the impact of pedal bikes and motorised vehicles

such as quad bikes on the reserves and their pathways as these are also a safety issue.

05. Buildings (11.2)

06. Tell us why

not answered

07. Climate change and natural hazards (11.3)

08. Tell us why

not answered

09. Unmanned aerial vehicles (including drones)

(11.4)

01 0. Tell us why 

not answered 

011. Encroachments (11.5)

012. Tell us why

not answered

013. Geological and landscape features (11.6)

014. Tell us why

not answered

015. Historic and cultural heritage (11.7)

Mostly support 

Mostly support 

Mostly support 

Strongly support 

Strongly support 

Strongly support 
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RespondentNo: F020

Login:  James Nicholson

Responded At: Jul 30, 2022 13:48:51 pm 

Last Seen: Jul 30, 2022 01 :39:07 am 

01 . Overall, what is your opinion of the draft Rodney Other 

Local Parks Management Plan? 

02. Tell us why

Keep parks open and natural, stop removing trees. All the council needs to do is mow the lawns, make sure the parks are

pest free and clean.

03. Access and parking (11.1) Mostly support 

Q4. Tell us why 

not answered 

05. Buildings (11.2) Do not support 

06. Tell us why

Noted fryberg park facilities going up right in the middle of the park rather than to one side is an eye sore.

07. Climate change and natural hazards (11.3)

QB. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q9. Unmanned aerial vehicles (including drones) 

(11.4) 

01 0. Tell us why 

Privacy 

011. Encroachments (11.5)

012. Tell us why

It's public land.

013. Geological and landscape features (11.6)

014. Tell us why

not answered

015. Historic and cultural heritage (11.7)

01 6. Tell us why 

not answered 

Do not support 

Strongly support 

Strongly support 

Mostly support 

Mostly support 
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Name: Sue-Ellen Craig 

Email or Postal Address 

These pages provide my feedback submission and relate specifically to Volume 2: Individual parks in Warkworth subdivision, of To 
Mahere Whakatauira Mana Whakahaere Papa Rēhia ā-Rohe o Rodney Draft Rodney Local Parks Management Plan 

Page 1 of 6

In reference to Sandspit Reserve – Rodney, Pages 241 – 242: 
What do you think about the Management Intentions for this park? 

Don’t Support for the following reasons: 

1) I believe the current classification for Allotment 340 Parish of Mahurangi SO 43479 as

‘Recreation’ is incorrect, and a classification of ‘Local Purpose Reserve’ would be more

appropriate.
a) Changing the classification of this parcel (Allotment 340 Parish of Mahurangi SO 43479) from

Recreation to Local Purpose Reserve will ensure this parcel of land is able to be managed in
accordance with the purpose for which it is held, given a classification of Local Purpose
Reserve aptly reflects the purpose of this parcel as ‘providing and retaining areas for such
local purpose (community use/buildings)’.

b) The Kawau Island community provided funds to the Rodney County/Rodney District Council
to support the purchase of land at Sandspit, specifically to ensure for the community of
Kawau Island: the ongoing availability of parking; the storage of waste and provisions; and
shelter while awaiting the departure or arrival of boats transporting the community of
Kawau Island.

c) Removing this parcel of land from the MFA would enable guidance on the remaining parcels
comprising this park to be managed without the complexities that currently surround 340.
i) Put simply, a reclassification would open the door to a co-governance or Memorandum

of Understanding for the management of Allotment 340, ensuring the social, cultural,
economic and environmental Values of this parcel to the Kawau Island community can
be met. The community of Kawau Island and associated businesses would like to discuss
this further the appropriate Council officials, the draft plan reflecting the provision to do
so.

d) Making this change to the draft plan supports the social, economic and cultural safety and
wellbeing of the Kawau Island community.

e) It was disappointing to learn 340 had been classified as Recreation through notice number
2022-In2068 of Land Notices on 26 May 2022 and it appears that this change was made
without public notification. Appreciate public notification may not have been required,
however, this change, made so recently, is of particular note given Council representatives
and officers have been regularly reminded that the community of Kawau Island provided
financial support to the governing body of the time, specifically to ensure the continuation
of parking and other amenities to service the Kawau Island community.  To have classified
that parcel immediately prior to this draft plan being released for consultation, quickly
followed by a council survey targeting Sandspit residents and their use of the carpark
located there, does not appear to meet the requirements of open and transparent decision
making under the Local Government Act.

2) The draft plan is missing Social Values for this park.

a) Please consider the following copy for inclusion under a heading of Social Values: This park is

the only mainland location for services, access and storage of provisions to the residents and

ratepayers of Kawau Island. Maintaining access, mail or provision drop-off and collection,

shelter for goods and people, waste collection and parking of vehicles for Island residents is

essential to maintain the social and economic welfare of the Kawau Island community.

b) To omit this from the draft plan:

RespondentNo: F021
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Name: Sue-Ellen Craig 

Email or Postal Address  

These pages provide my feedback submission and relate specifically to Volume 2: Individual parks in Warkworth subdivision, of To 
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i) Prevents ‘Guidance for developing and managing recreational opportunities, and 

conflicts including clarification of activities that are appropriate; guidance for future 

spatial planning of local parks; considerations and policies for assessing activities’ to be 

provided with the clarity required under the relevant legislation. Not providing the 

guidance intended by this plan creates significant social, access and economic inequity 

for the Kawau Island community. 

ii) The appropriate guidance at a park level would not be sufficiently  possible to support 

two of the four outcome objectives of the Auckland Plan 2050, namely the outcomes of 

Enjoy  (Enjoy our parks and open spaces Ngā papa rēhia | Ensuring our parks and open 

spaces can meet the needs of our growing population) and Utilise (Utilise our parks and 

open spaces Ngā papa rangahau  | Using our parks and open spaces to create a green, 

resilient and prosperous city with thriving communities ). 

iii) The effective and transparent assessment of management decisions would not be 

viable, as the omission of these alterations would exclude the use of Principle 1 (Provide 

for public use and enjoyment of parks by supporting a diverse range of experiences),  

Principle 2 (Enable access and provide connections to the water, the coast, natural 

areas, neighbourhoods and the park network), Principle 3 (Value the input of the 

community in enhancing park outcomes and creating a shared sense of responsibility for 

parks) and Principle 4 (Protect and respect local parks and their taonga (treasures)). 

3) Not providing the guidance intended by this plan creates social, access and economic inequities 

for the Kawau Island community. 
 

4) The draft plan is missing content under Heritage Values for this park.  

a) Please consider the addition of the following copy: Following European settlement the 

Sandspit became, and still is, the main access (destination)  point for Kawau Island. 

b) This was written into the 1977 Sandspit Management Plan and it is important that it is 

carried through to this draft plan, to reflect this location as the main access point for the 

Kawau Island community.  

c) To omit this from the draft plan: 

i) Prevents ‘Guidance for developing and managing recreational opportunities, and 

conflicts including clarification of activities that are appropriate; guidance for future 

spatial planning of local parks; considerations and policies for assessing activities’ to be 

provided with the clarity required under the relevant legislation. Not providing the 

guidance intended by this plan creates social, access and economic risk for the residents 

and ratepayers of Kawau Island. 

ii) The appropriate guidance at a park level would not be sufficiently  possible to support 

two of the four outcome objectives of the Auckland Plan 2050, namely the outcomes of 

Enjoy  (Enjoy our parks and open spaces Ngā papa rēhia | Ensuring our parks and open 

spaces can meet the needs of our growing population) and Utilise (Utilise our parks and 

open spaces Ngā papa rangahau  | Using our parks and open spaces to create a green, 

resilient and prosperous city with thriving communities ). 

iii) The effective and transparent assessment of management decisions would not be 

viable, as the omission of these alterations would exclude the use of Principle 1 (Provide 

for public use and enjoyment of parks by supporting a diverse range of experiences),  

Principle 2 (Enable access and provide connections to the water, the coast, natural 

areas, neighbourhoods and the park network), Principle 3 (Value the input of the 
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community in enhancing park outcomes and creating a shared sense of responsibility for 

parks) and Principle 4 (Protect and respect local parks and their taonga (treasures)). 

d) Not providing the guidance intended by this draft plan creates social, access and economic 

risk for the residents and ratepayers of Kawau Island. 

 

5) The Management Intentions as listed omit references essential to the Kawau Island 

community. 

Please consider copy adjustments to specific points of the list of Management Intentions as 

indicated by the following italicised copy: 

a) For point one: 

i) Manage and maintain the park as the primary access point for residents, ratepayers and 

visitors to Kawau Island, and a centre for boating and recreation activities. Work with 

the community to determine the best ways to improve equitable accessibility to Kawau 

Island and performance of existing boat launching area. 

b) For point five: 

i) Allotment 340 will continue the provision of providing carparking for local Ferry 

operators and Residents of Kawau Island. Continue the policy of charging a fee for 

parking.  

ii) Additional rationale: This was written in the 1977 Sandspit Management Plan and it is 

important that it is carried across into this draft plan.  

c) For point five (new sub-points) In recent years, local  

Sandspit residents have added rocks to a portion of allotment 340, restricting vehicle access 

to the overflow portion of this allotment. This has created issues during peak summer 

holiday periods therefore please consider the inclusion of the following sub-points under 

point 5. 

i) Consider renaming the carpark area “Kawau Island Car Park”, reflecting and retaining 

the original purpose of allotment 340. 

ii) Consider removing the non-structural berm rocks, enabling short-term roadside parking 

on allotment 340 for visitors during the summer months. 

iii) Consider reopening the access to the grassed portions of allotments 340 and 341, for 

overflow or long term parking during peak summer holiday periods. 

d) For point six: 

i) Investigate rationalising buildings and signage in the future, to ensure the provision of 

shelter and safety information is maintained to an acceptable standard to meet the 

requirements of the Kawau Island community. 

ii) Additional rationale: The proposed wording could be interpreted as a signal to remove 

buildings. In addition to the commercial operations of the current buildings, they are 

used to accept and hold mail, deliveries and supplies for permanent residents of Kawau 

Island, shelter for provisions between offloading from car and ferry/water taxi/boat 

departures; shelter for Kawau Island children before and after school (while awaiting 

collection); To not signal the use of these buildings in addition to the commercial 

operations,  sufficient guidance would not be provided to subsequent plans or policies, 

compromising the safety of people and supplies. 
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e) For point seven: 

i) Consider the values, issues and intentions outlined in the management plan when 

investigating/renewing leases as they articulate the community's aspiration for the park. 

f) To omit the copy changes from the draft plan that are suggested in 5 (a) through (e): 
i) Prevents ‘Guidance for developing and managing recreational opportunities, and 

conflicts including clarification of activities that are appropriate; guidance for future 

spatial planning of local parks; considerations and policies for assessing activities’ to be 

provided with the clarity required under the relevant legislation. Not providing the 

guidance intended by this plan creates social, access and economic risk for the residents 

and ratepayers of Kawau Island. 

ii) The appropriate guidance at a park level would not be sufficiently  possible to support 

two of the four outcome objectives of the Auckland Plan 2050, namely the outcomes of 

Enjoy  (Enjoy our parks and open spaces Ngā papa rēhia | Ensuring our parks and open 

spaces can meet the needs of our growing population) and Utilise (Utilise our parks and 

open spaces Ngā papa rangahau  | Using our parks and open spaces to create a green, 

resilient and prosperous city with thriving communities ). 

iii) The effective and transparent assessment of management decisions would not be 

viable, as the omission of these alterations would exclude the use of Principle 1 (Provide 

for public use and enjoyment of parks by supporting a diverse range of experiences),  

Principle 2 (Enable access and provide connections to the water, the coast, natural 

areas, neighbourhoods and the park network), Principle 3 (Value the input of the 

community in enhancing park outcomes and creating a shared sense of responsibility for 

parks) and Principle 4 (Protect and respect local parks and their taonga (treasures)). 

 
 
6) The Leases and Licenses as listed in the draft plan omit references essential to the Kawau 

Island community. 

a)  Please consider copy adjustments to as indicated by the following italicised copy: 

Contemplated leases and licenses within existing footprints on recreation reserve land 
for: Services to residents and ratepayers of Kawau Island, e.g. but not limited to Ferry 
operator, Mail collection, Collection and storage of provisions, Shelter for residents 
awaiting transport to the island. 

b) To omit this change from the draft plan: 
i) Prevents ‘Guidance for developing and managing recreational opportunities, and 

conflicts including clarification of activities that are appropriate; guidance for future 

spatial planning of local parks; considerations and policies for assessing activities’ to be  

provided with the clarity required under the relevant legislation. Not providing the 

guidance intended by this plan creates social, access and economic risk for the residents 

and ratepayers of Kawau Island. 

ii) The appropriate guidance at a park level would not be sufficiently  possible to support 

two of the four outcome objectives of the Auckland Plan 2050, namely the outcomes of 

Enjoy  (Enjoy our parks and open spaces Ngā papa rēhia | Ensuring our parks and open 

spaces can meet the needs of our growing population) and Utilise (Utilise our parks and 

open spaces Ngā papa rangahau  | Using our parks and open spaces to create a green, 

resilient and prosperous city with thriving communities ). 
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iii) The effective and transparent assessment of management decisions would not be 

viable, as the omission of these alterations would exclude the use of Principle 1 (Provide 

for public use and enjoyment of parks by supporting a diverse range of experiences),  

Principle 2 (Enable access and provide connections to the water, the coast, natural 

areas, neighbourhoods and the park network), Principle 3 (Value the input of the 

community in enhancing park outcomes and creating a shared sense of responsibility for 

parks) and Principle 4 (Protect and respect local parks and their taonga (treasures)). 

In reference to Sandspit road – Brick Bay Drive – Rodney, Pages 243 
– 244: 
What do you think about the Management Intentions for this park?  

I do not support. 

7) The Draft Plan indicates the existing long-term boat and boat trailer parking portion of this 

location as having the same Natural Values as the rest of this Scenic Reserve. 

a) This conflicts with the infrastructure of the ground surface and barriers of this parking space, 

which have been maintained as a parking space since this land was purchased.  

8) The Draft Plan is missing Recreation Values/ Other information for this park. 

a) The draft plan omits that a portion of this reserve is allocated to boat trailer parking. This is 

visible in the map, with access through the campground. Providing this area of the reserve 

for boat trailer or long term boat parking formed part of the requirement when the  public 

boat ramp at Sandspit Marina was built. This was to ensure the parking of boat trailers 

would not impede access for emergency vehicles and residents of Kawau Island when 

travelling down Sandspit Road past the marina. In addition to that parking, berm parking 

along the Brick Bay Road frontage of this reserve was enabled during peak summer months, 

to provide overflow parking from the Kawau Island carpark, primarily for residents of the 

surrounding mainland locations to leave their vehicles while out boating in the Hauraki Gulf.  

b) To omit this from the draft plan: 

i) Prevents ‘Guidance for developing and managing recreational opportunities, and 

conflicts including clarification of activities that are appropriate; guidance for future  

spatial planning of local parks; considerations and policies for assessing activities’ to be 

provided with the clarity required under the relevant legislation. Not providing the 

guidance intended by this plan creates significant social and access inequity for the 

people living in mainland locations of the Auckland region. 

ii) The appropriate guidance at a park level would not be sufficiently  possible to support 

two of the four outcome objectives of the Auckland Plan 2050, namely the outcomes of 

Enjoy  (Enjoy our parks and open spaces Ngā papa rēhia | Ensuring our parks and open 

spaces can meet the needs of our growing population) and Utilise (Utilise our parks and 

open spaces Ngā papa rangahau  | Using our parks and open spaces to create a green, 

resilient and prosperous city with thriving communities ). 

iii) The effective and transparent assessment of management decisions would not be 

viable, as the omission of these alterations would exclude the use of Principle 1 (Provide 

for public use and enjoyment of parks by supporting a diverse range of experiences),  

Principle 2 (Enable access and provide connections to the water, the coast, natural 

areas, neighbourhoods and the park network), Principle 3 (Value the input of the 
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community in enhancing park outcomes and creating a shared sense of responsibility for 

parks) and Principle 4 (Protect and respect local parks and their taonga (treasures)). 

 

9) The Management Issues or Management Intentions as listed omit references essential to 

achieving the Principles as outlined in Volume 1. 

a) It should include the management of the boat and boat trailer parking that is only accessed 

through the campground  

b) It should include the management of overflow parking along the road-side berms of Brick 

Bay Road. Currently, residents of Brick Bay Road use various means to prevent this overflow 

parking in summer months. 
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Respondent No: F022 

Login: Sandspit Resident and Ratepayers Association 

01. Overall, what Is your opinion of the draft Rodney Mostly support 

Local Parks Management Plan?

02. Tell us why

Some inaccuracies need correcting

03. Access and parking (11.1)

04. Tell us why

not answered

as. Buildings (11.2) 

06. Tell us why

not answered

07. Climate change and natural hazards (11.3)

QB. Tell us why 

not answered 

09. Unmanned aerial vehicles (Incl uding drones)

(11A) 

O10.Tell us why 

not answered 

O11.Encroachments (11.5) 

O12.Tell us why 

not answered 

O13.Geologlcal and landscape features (11.6) 

O14.Tell us why 

not answered 

O15.Hlstorl c and cultural heritage (11.7) 

O16.Tell us why 

not answered 

Mostly support 

Mostly support 

Mostly support 

Mostly support 

Mostly support 

Mostly support 

not answered 

Responded At: Aug 02, 2022 06:24:45 am 

Last Seen: Jul 30, 2022 04:21 :14 am 
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SUMMARY  OF  FEEDBACK FROM SANDSPIT RESIDENTS AND 

RATEPAYERS ASSOCIATION ON VARIOUS RESERVES IN THE 

SANDSPIT AREA: 

 

The SRRA has met and considered the management plans for 7 reserves in our area. 

While we are in general agreement, there are a number of inaccuracies we would like 

to correct. We also feel that our input from a local perspective is missing in some of 

the comments: 

 

Brick Bay Reserve: 

 There are many great Kauri specimen in this reserve. We feel that the wording in 

Management Intentions” number 2) could be strengthened. We suggest: “A walking 

track was closed some years ago. Public access to this reserve should continue to be 

discouraged to protect the kauris.” 

 

Green Point Reserve: 

We note that this reserve is well used. Attempts previously by volunteers to carry out 

weed control and planting have been discouraged. We would like the council to 

organise some korero with iwi so that our association can understand the “cultural 

customs and values” relevant to this reserve. 

On a minor point, the sign which has been placed at this reserve is very hard to read 

because of its colour system. 
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Horseshoe Bay Reserve: 

This needs to be stated in “Recreational” values” section.   

The walking tracks throughout these areas are well used by locals, patrons of the 

holiday park, and people from elsewhere who enjoy these wonderful amenities. 

The Heritage Values section needs to recognise that Bagnalls Boatyard was one 

established at Horseshoe Bay. This could be recognised on a sign perhaps. Also a 

humungous whale was beached here once. There is an impressive photo. 

The memorial to Leicester Trewin, who established these tracks, should be 

acknowledged. (It is a spade with a nice recognition of his work.) 

Under Management issues, it should be noted that AC have invested in several new 

bridges and retaining walls on these tracks. These are greatly appreciated by the track 

users, as is council mowing of the grass areas as at Horseshoe Bay. 

The tracks are regularly maintained by an enthusiastic group of local volunteers. This 

should be acknowledged. 

As for “Management issues”, it could be stated that existing maintenance input 

should be carried forward. It Ain’t broke, so don’t change anything. 

The statements under “other Information” are true but are a bit overstated as most 

of the tracks are set well back from coastal cliffs. 

 

Kanuka Reserve: 

This is a densely bushed reserve with mainly large puriri and nikau palms. It is not 

appropriate for recreation and we ask that it be renamed a “scenic” reserve rather 

than a “recreational reserve”. 

Also, the comments about coastal erosion in “Other Information” need removing. 

 

Puriri Place Reserve: 

Recreational Values section needs to note that the Beach is very popular as a beach 

reserve and is well used. It has toilets, changing sheds, and special parking areas. It is 

very popular in summer months.  

There is also a significant wetland in area 1 which should be noted. 
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AREA 3: An existing track has been abandoned and no public access is encouraged. 

This should continue. 

Area 1 includes two popular walking tracks, also well maintained by locals. 

 

 

 

 

Sandspit Reserve: 

Recreational values: It needs to be acknowledged that the spit is a “port” or “transit” station 

for people going to Kawau (and other) Islands, or going boating. This use does tend to 

dominate, with the number of people “recreating” possible less than those “Transitting”. 

 

Natural values: (Remove SOSSI who have renamed as “Sandspit Environmental Group”. 

Management Intentions 9) Add a comment about restoration of heritage values for the old 

School house within the camp. 

10) The SRRA are putting together a wholistic  management plan for the future of Sandspit 

area. 

Other information: “potentially contaminated land” is alarming and apparently relates to a 

25m2 area 336 on next map, and is at the end of the spit before the wharf and could be 

where the Dinghy locker is. 
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Is it worth removing this reference, or explaining more about it rather than creating alarm 

about the entire reserve ? 

 

Brick Bay Drive Reserve: 

The reserve bounds road reserve areas which are required for parking. Also there is a grassed 

area which is used for parking. Tension  between the environmental purposes for this reserve 

and the need for parking has created difficulties in the past. 

The “Sandspit Environmental Group” have carried out planting of previously grassed areas, 

and continue with trapping of pests in the area. 

 

 

 

P A Deane, Chairperson. 

1 Aug 2022. 

 

 

 

 

 

121121



122122



123123



124124



125125



126126



RespondentNo: F024 

Login: Roger Turner

 

Responded At: Aug 04, 2022 14:21 :00 pm 

Last Seen: Aug 16, 2022 21 :55:08 pm 

Q1 . Overall, what is your opinion of the draft Rodney Strongly support 

Local Parks Management Plan? 

Q2. Tell us why 

See Attachment A,Roger Turner,Secretary Warkworth and Wellsford Pipeband 

Q3. Access and parking (11.1) 

Q4. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q5. Buildings (11.2) 

Q6. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q7. Climate change and natural hazards (11.3) 

QB. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q9. Unmanned aerial vehicles (including drones) 

(11.4) 

Q1 0. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q11. Encroachments (11.5) 

Q12. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q13. Geological and landscape features (11.6) 

Q14. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q15. Historic and cultural heritage (11.7) 

Q1 6. Tell us why 

not answered 

not answered 

not answered 

not answered 

not answered 

not answered 

not answered 

not answered 
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RespondentNo: F028

Login: Carol Rockelrath 

 

01 . Overall, what is your opinion of the draft Rodney Mostly support 

Local Parks Management Plan? 

02. Tell us why

not answered

03. Access and parking (11.1) Mostly support 

04. Tell us why

not answered

Q5. Buildings (11.2) Mostly support 

Q6. Tell us why 

not answered 

07. Climate change and natural hazards (11.3) I don't know 

QB. Tell us why 

not answered 

09. Unmanned aerial vehicles (including drones) Other 

(11.4)

01 0. Tell us why 

not answered 

011. Encroachments (11.5)

012. Tell us why

not answered

013. Geological and landscape features (11.6)

014. Tell us why

not answered

015. Historic and cultural heritage (11.7)

01 6. Tell us why 

not answered 

I don't know 

Mostly support 

Mostly support 

Responded At: Aug 06, 2022 16:02:23 pm 

Last Seen: Aug 06, 2022 03:44:25 am 
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RespondentNo: F029

Login:  Helene Taito-Jensen

Q1 . Overall, what is your opinion of the draft Rodney I don't know 

Local Parks Management Plan? 

Q2. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q3. Access and parking (11.1) 

Q4. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q5. Buildings (11.2) 

Q6. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q7. Climate change and natural hazards (11.3) 

QB. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q9. Unmanned aerial vehicles (including drones) 

(11.4) 

Q1 0. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q11. Encroachments (11.5) 

Q12. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q13. Geological and landscape features (11.6) 

Q14. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q15. Historic and cultural heritage (11.7) 

Q1 6. Tell us why 

not answered 

I don't know 

I don't know 

I don't know 

I don't know 

I don't know 

I don't know 

I don't know 

Responded At: Aug 06, 2022 18:04:15 pm 

Last Seen: Aug 06, 2022 05:51 :21 am 
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RespondentNo: F030

Login: Lois McPherson 

Responded At: Aug 06, 2022 21 :29:11 pm 

Last Seen: Aug 06, 2022 03:52:26 am 

01 . Overall, what is your opinion of the draft Rodney not answered 

Local Parks Management Plan? 

02. Tell us why

not answered

03. Access and parking (11.1)

04. Tell us why

not answered

05. Buildings (11.2)

06. Tell us why

not answered

07. Climate change and natural hazards (11.3)

08. Tell us why

not answered

09. Unmanned aerial vehicles (including drones)

(11.4)

01 0. Tell us why 

not answered 

011. Encroachments (11.5)

012. Tell us why

not answered

013. Geological and landscape features (11.6)

014. Tell us why

not answered

015. Historic and cultural heritage (11.7)

01 6. Tell us why 

not answered 

017. Mana whenua and Maori outcomes (11.8)

Mostly support 

Strongly support 

Mostly support 

Strongly support 

Strongly support 

not answered 

not answered 

not answered 
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RespondentNo: F033

Login: Carl Marinkovich

 

Q1 . Overall, what is your opinion of the draft Rodney not answered 

Local Parks Management Plan? 

Q2. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q3. Access and parking (11.1) 

Q4. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q5. Buildings (11.2) 

Q6. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q7. Climate change and natural hazards (11.3) 

QB. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q9. Unmanned aerial vehicles (including drones) 

(11.4) 

Q1 0. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q11. Encroachments (11.5) 

Q12. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q13. Geological and landscape features (11.6) 

Q14. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q15. Historic and cultural heritage (11.7) 

Q1 6. Tell us why 

not answered 

not answered 

not answered 

not answered 

not answered 

not answered 

not answered 

not answered 

Responded At: Aug 07, 2022 10:14:49 am 

Last Seen: Aug 06, 2022 21 :54:20 pm 
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RespondentNo: F034 

Login: Penny Gifford 

Q1 . Overall, what is your opinion of the draft Rodney Mostly support 

Local Parks Management Plan? 

Q2. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q3. Access and parking (11.1) 

Q4. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q5. Buildings (11.2) 

Q6. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q7. Climate change and natural hazards (11.3) 

Q8. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q9. Unmanned aerial vehicles (including drones) 

(11.4) 

Q1 0. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q11. Encroachments (11.5) 

Q12. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q13. Geological and landscape features (11.6) 

Q14. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q15. Historic and cultural heritage (11.7) 

Q1 6. Tell us why 

not answered 

Mostly support 

Mostly support 

Do not support 

Do not support 

I don't know 

I don't know 

Mostly support 

Responded At: Aug 07, 2022 13:06:38 pm 

Last Seen: Aug 07, 2022 01 :02:09 am 
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RespondentNo: F035

Login: Brett Howlett 

01 . Overall, what is your opinion of the draft Rodney Mostly support 

Local Parks Management Plan? 

02. Tell us why

I can see alot of money being wasted here already

03. Access and parking (11.1)

04. Tell us why

not answered

05. Buildings (11.2)

Q6. Tell us why 

not answered 

07. Climate change and natural hazards (11.3)

QB. Tell us why 

not answered 

09. Unmanned aerial vehicles (including drones)

(11.4)

01 0. Tell us why 

not answered 

011. Encroachments (11.5)

012. Tell us why

not answered

013. Geological and landscape features (11.6)

014. Tell us why

not answered

015. Historic and cultural heritage (11.7)

01 6. Tell us why 

not answered 

017. Mana whenua and Maori outcomes (11.8)

Mostly support 

I don't know 

Do not support 

Do not support 

not answered 

not answered 

not answered 

not answered 

Responded At: Aug 08, 2022 09:20:02 am 

Last Seen: Aug 07, 2022 20:59:52 pm
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Name: Nikki Porteous 

Email or Postal Address  

These pages provide my feedback submission and relate specifically to Volume 2: Individual parks in Warkworth subdivision, of To 
Mahere Whakatauira Mana Whakahaere Papa Rēhia ā-Rohe o Rodney Draft Rodney Local Parks Management Plan 
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In reference to Sandspit Reserve – Rodney, Pages 241 – 242: 
What do you think about the Management Intentions for this park?  
Don’t Support for the following reasons: 

1)  I believe the current classification for Allotment 340 Parish of Mahurangi SO 43479 as 
‘Recreation’ is incorrect, and a classification of ‘Local Purpose Reserve’ would be more 
appropriate. 
a) Changing the classification of this parcel (Allotment 340 Parish of Mahurangi SO 43479) from 

Recreation to Local Purpose Reserve will ensure this parcel of land is able to be managed in 
accordance with the purpose for which it is held, given a classification of Local Purpose 
Reserve aptly reflects the purpose of this parcel as ‘providing and retaining areas for such 
local purpose (community use/buildings)’.  

b) The Kawau Island community provided funds to the Rodney County/Rodney District Council 
to support the purchase of land at Sandspit, specifically to ensure for the community of 
Kawau Island: the ongoing availability of parking; the storage of waste and provisions; and 
shelter while awaiting the departure or arrival of boats transporting the community of 
Kawau Island. 

c) Removing this parcel of land from the MFA would enable guidance on the remaining parcels 
comprising this park to be managed without the complexities that currently surround 340. 
i) Put simply, a reclassification would open the door to a co-governance or Memorandum 

of Understanding for the management of Allotment 340, ensuring the social, cultural, 
economic and environmental Values of this parcel to the Kawau Island community can 
be met. The community of Kawau Island and associated businesses would like to discuss 
this further the appropriate Council officials, the draft plan reflecting the provision to do 
so. 

d) Making this change to the draft plan supports the social, economic and cultural safety and 
wellbeing of the Kawau Island community. 

e) It was disappointing to learn 340 had been classified as Recreation through notice number 
2022-In2068 of Land Notices on 26 May 2022 and it appears that this change was made 
without public notification. Appreciate public notification may not have been required, 
however, this change, made so recently, is of particular note given Council representatives 
and officers have been regularly reminded that the community of Kawau Island provided 
financial support to the governing body of the time, specifically to ensure the continuation 
of parking and other amenities to service the Kawau Island community.  To have classified 
that parcel immediately prior to this draft plan being released for consultation, quickly 
followed by a council survey targeting Sandspit residents and their use of the carpark 
located there, does not appear to meet the requirements of open and transparent decision 
making under the Local Government Act.  
 

2) The draft plan is missing Social Values for this park. 
a) Please consider the following copy for inclusion under a heading of Social Values: This park is 

the only mainland location for services, access and storage of provisions to the residents and 
ratepayers of Kawau Island. Maintaining access, mail or provision drop-off and collection,  
shelter for goods and people, waste collection and parking of vehicles for Island residents is 
essential to maintain the social and economic welfare of the Kawau Island community. 

b) To omit this from the draft plan: 
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i) Prevents ‘Guidance for developing and managing recreational opportunities, and 
conflicts including clarification of activities that are appropriate; guidance for future 
spatial planning of local parks; considerations and policies for assessing activities’ to be 
provided with the clarity required under the relevant legislation. Not providing the 
guidance intended by this plan creates significant social, access and economic inequity 
for the Kawau Island community. 

ii) The appropriate guidance at a park level would not be sufficiently  possible to support 
two of the four outcome objectives of the Auckland Plan 2050, namely the outcomes of 
Enjoy  (Enjoy our parks and open spaces Ngā papa rēhia | Ensuring our parks and open 
spaces can meet the needs of our growing population) and Utilise (Utilise our parks and 
open spaces Ngā papa rangahau  | Using our parks and open spaces to create a green, 
resilient and prosperous city with thriving communities ). 

iii) The effective and transparent assessment of management decisions would not be 
viable, as the omission of these alterations would exclude the use of Principle 1 (Provide 
for public use and enjoyment of parks by supporting a diverse range of experiences),  
Principle 2 (Enable access and provide connections to the water, the coast, natural 
areas, neighbourhoods and the park network), Principle 3 (Value the input of the 
community in enhancing park outcomes and creating a shared sense of responsibility for 
parks) and Principle 4 (Protect and respect local parks and their taonga (treasures)). 

3) Not providing the guidance intended by this plan creates social, access and economic inequities 
for the Kawau Island community. 

 
4) The draft plan is missing content under Heritage Values for this park.  

a) Please consider the addition of the following copy: Following European settlement the 
Sandspit became, and still is, the main access (destination)  point for Kawau Island. 

b) This was written into the 1977 Sandspit Management Plan and it is important that it is 
carried through to this draft plan, to reflect this location as the main access point for the 
Kawau Island community.  

c) To omit this from the draft plan: 
i) Prevents ‘Guidance for developing and managing recreational opportunities, and 

conflicts including clarification of activities that are appropriate; guidance for future 
spatial planning of local parks; considerations and policies for assessing activities’ to be 
provided with the clarity required under the relevant legislation. Not providing the 
guidance intended by this plan creates social, access and economic risk for the residents 
and ratepayers of Kawau Island. 

ii) The appropriate guidance at a park level would not be sufficiently  possible to support 
two of the four outcome objectives of the Auckland Plan 2050, namely the outcomes of 
Enjoy  (Enjoy our parks and open spaces Ngā papa rēhia | Ensuring our parks and open 
spaces can meet the needs of our growing population) and Utilise (Utilise our parks and 
open spaces Ngā papa rangahau  | Using our parks and open spaces to create a green, 
resilient and prosperous city with thriving communities ). 

iii) The effective and transparent assessment of management decisions would not be 
viable, as the omission of these alterations would exclude the use of Principle 1 (Provide 
for public use and enjoyment of parks by supporting a diverse range of experiences),  
Principle 2 (Enable access and provide connections to the water, the coast, natural 
areas, neighbourhoods and the park network), Principle 3 (Value the input of the 
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community in enhancing park outcomes and creating a shared sense of responsibility for 
parks) and Principle 4 (Protect and respect local parks and their taonga (treasures)). 

d) Not providing the guidance intended by this draft plan creates social, access and economic 
risk for the residents and ratepayers of Kawau Island. 

 
5) The Management Intentions as listed omit references essential to the Kawau Island 

community. 

Please consider copy adjustments to specific points of the list of Management Intentions as 
indicated by the following italicised copy: 

a) For point one: 
i) Manage and maintain the park as the primary access point for residents, ratepayers and 

visitors to Kawau Island, and a centre for boating and recreation activities. Work with 
the community to determine the best ways to improve equitable accessibility to Kawau 
Island and performance of existing boat launching area. 

b) For point five: 
i) Allotment 340 will continue the provision of providing carparking for local Ferry 

operators and Residents of Kawau Island. Continue the policy of charging a fee for 
parking.  

ii) Additional rationale: This was written in the 1977 Sandspit Management Plan and it is 
important that it is carried across into this draft plan.  

c) For point five (new sub-points) In recent years, local  
Sandspit residents have added rocks to a portion of allotment 340, restricting vehicle access 
to the overflow portion of this allotment. This has created issues during peak summer 
holiday periods therefore please consider the inclusion of the following sub-points under 
point 5. 
i) Consider renaming the carpark area “Kawau Island Car Park”, reflecting and retaining 

the original purpose of allotment 340. 
ii) Consider removing the non-structural berm rocks, enabling short-term roadside parking 

on allotment 340 for visitors during the summer months. 
iii) Consider reopening the access to the grassed portions of allotments 340 and 341, for 

overflow or long term parking during peak summer holiday periods. 
d) For point six: 

i) Investigate rationalising buildings and signage in the future, to ensure the provision of 
shelter and safety information is maintained to an acceptable standard to meet the 
requirements of the Kawau Island community. 

ii) Additional rationale: The proposed wording could be interpreted as a signal to remove 
buildings. In addition to the commercial operations of the current buildings, they are 
used to accept and hold mail, deliveries and supplies for permanent residents of Kawau 
Island, shelter for provisions between offloading from car and ferry/water taxi/boat 
departures; shelter for Kawau Island children before and after school (while awaiting 
collection); To not signal the use of these buildings in addition to the commercial 
operations,  sufficient guidance would not be provided to subsequent plans or policies, 
compromising the safety of people and supplies. 
 

186186



Name: Nikki Porteous 

Email or Postal Address  

These pages provide my feedback submission and relate specifically to Volume 2: Individual parks in Warkworth subdivision, of To 
Mahere Whakatauira Mana Whakahaere Papa Rēhia ā-Rohe o Rodney Draft Rodney Local Parks Management Plan 

 

Page 4 of 6 
 

e) For point seven: 
i) Consider the values, issues and intentions outlined in the management plan when 

investigating/renewing leases as they articulate the community's aspiration for the park. 
f) To omit the copy changes from the draft plan that are suggested in 5 (a) through (e): 

i) Prevents ‘Guidance for developing and managing recreational opportunities, and 
conflicts including clarification of activities that are appropriate; guidance for future 
spatial planning of local parks; considerations and policies for assessing activities’ to be 
provided with the clarity required under the relevant legislation. Not providing the 
guidance intended by this plan creates social, access and economic risk for the residents 
and ratepayers of Kawau Island. 

ii) The appropriate guidance at a park level would not be sufficiently  possible to support 
two of the four outcome objectives of the Auckland Plan 2050, namely the outcomes of 
Enjoy  (Enjoy our parks and open spaces Ngā papa rēhia | Ensuring our parks and open 
spaces can meet the needs of our growing population) and Utilise (Utilise our parks and 
open spaces Ngā papa rangahau  | Using our parks and open spaces to create a green, 
resilient and prosperous city with thriving communities ). 

iii) The effective and transparent assessment of management decisions would not be 
viable, as the omission of these alterations would exclude the use of Principle 1 (Provide 
for public use and enjoyment of parks by supporting a diverse range of experiences),  
Principle 2 (Enable access and provide connections to the water, the coast, natural 
areas, neighbourhoods and the park network), Principle 3 (Value the input of the 
community in enhancing park outcomes and creating a shared sense of responsibility for 
parks) and Principle 4 (Protect and respect local parks and their taonga (treasures)). 

 
 
6) The Leases and Licenses as listed in the draft plan omit references essential to the Kawau 

Island community. 
a)  Please consider copy adjustments to as indicated by the following italicised copy: 

Contemplated leases and licenses within existing footprints on recreation reserve land 
for: Services to residents and ratepayers of Kawau Island, e.g. but not limited to Ferry 
operator, Mail collection, Collection and storage of provisions, Shelter for residents 
awaiting transport to the island. 

b) To omit this change from the draft plan: 
i) Prevents ‘Guidance for developing and managing recreational opportunities, and 

conflicts including clarification of activities that are appropriate; guidance for future 
spatial planning of local parks; considerations and policies for assessing activities’ to be  
provided with the clarity required under the relevant legislation. Not providing the 
guidance intended by this plan creates social, access and economic risk for the residents 
and ratepayers of Kawau Island. 

ii) The appropriate guidance at a park level would not be sufficiently  possible to support 
two of the four outcome objectives of the Auckland Plan 2050, namely the outcomes of 
Enjoy  (Enjoy our parks and open spaces Ngā papa rēhia | Ensuring our parks and open 
spaces can meet the needs of our growing population) and Utilise (Utilise our parks and 
open spaces Ngā papa rangahau  | Using our parks and open spaces to create a green, 
resilient and prosperous city with thriving communities ). 
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iii) The effective and transparent assessment of management decisions would not be 
viable, as the omission of these alterations would exclude the use of Principle 1 (Provide 
for public use and enjoyment of parks by supporting a diverse range of experiences),  
Principle 2 (Enable access and provide connections to the water, the coast, natural 
areas, neighbourhoods and the park network), Principle 3 (Value the input of the 
community in enhancing park outcomes and creating a shared sense of responsibility for 
parks) and Principle 4 (Protect and respect local parks and their taonga (treasures)). 

In reference to Sandspit road – Brick Bay Drive – Rodney, Pages 243 
– 244: 
What do you think about the Management Intentions for this park?  
I do not support. 

7) The Draft Plan indicates the existing long-term boat and boat trailer parking portion of this 
location as having the same Natural Values as the rest of this Scenic Reserve. 
a) This conflicts with the infrastructure of the ground surface and barriers of this parking space, 

which have been maintained as a parking space since this land was purchased.  
8) The Draft Plan is missing Recreation Values/ Other information for this park. 

a) The draft plan omits that a portion of this reserve is allocated to boat trailer parking. This is 
visible in the map, with access through the campground. Providing this area of the reserve 
for boat trailer or long term boat parking formed part of the requirement when the  public 
boat ramp at Sandspit Marina was built. This was to ensure the parking of boat trailers 
would not impede access for emergency vehicles and residents of Kawau Island when 
travelling down Sandspit Road past the marina. In addition to that parking, berm parking 
along the Brick Bay Road frontage of this reserve was enabled during peak summer months, 
to provide overflow parking from the Kawau Island carpark, primarily for residents of the 
surrounding mainland locations to leave their vehicles while out boating in the Hauraki Gulf.  

b) To omit this from the draft plan: 
i) Prevents ‘Guidance for developing and managing recreational opportunities, and 

conflicts including clarification of activities that are appropriate; guidance for future  
spatial planning of local parks; considerations and policies for assessing activities’ to be 
provided with the clarity required under the relevant legislation. Not providing the 
guidance intended by this plan creates significant social and access inequity for the 
people living in mainland locations of the Auckland region. 

ii) The appropriate guidance at a park level would not be sufficiently  possible to support 
two of the four outcome objectives of the Auckland Plan 2050, namely the outcomes of 
Enjoy  (Enjoy our parks and open spaces Ngā papa rēhia | Ensuring our parks and open 
spaces can meet the needs of our growing population) and Utilise (Utilise our parks and 
open spaces Ngā papa rangahau  | Using our parks and open spaces to create a green, 
resilient and prosperous city with thriving communities ). 

iii) The effective and transparent assessment of management decisions would not be 
viable, as the omission of these alterations would exclude the use of Principle 1 (Provide 
for public use and enjoyment of parks by supporting a diverse range of experiences),  
Principle 2 (Enable access and provide connections to the water, the coast, natural 
areas, neighbourhoods and the park network), Principle 3 (Value the input of the 
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community in enhancing park outcomes and creating a shared sense of responsibility for 
parks) and Principle 4 (Protect and respect local parks and their taonga (treasures)). 

 
9) The Management Issues or Management Intentions as listed omit references essential to 

achieving the Principles as outlined in Volume 1. 
a) It should include the management of the boat and boat trailer parking that is only accessed 

through the campground  
b) It should include the management of overflow parking along the road-side berms of Brick 

Bay Road. Currently, residents of Brick Bay Road use various means to prevent this overflow 
parking in summer months. 
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RespondentNo: F037 

Login: Matakana Pony Club

Q1 . Overall, what is your opinion of the draft Rodney Strongly support 

Local Parks Management Plan? 

Q2. Tell us why 

Responded At: Aug 08, 2022 12:44:15 pm 

Last Seen: Aug 07, 2022 23:35:41 pm

A Plan is essential for the long term future of the preservation, and use of the parks to ensure safety, climate change, 

community,clubs,cultural aspects are all considered in moving forward 

Q3. Access and parking (11.1) Strongly support 

Q4. Tell us why 

Public access and parking is essential to ensure continued use of the facility. 

Q5. Buildings (11.2) Strongly support 

Q6. Tell us why 

Buildings need to be maintained and kept to a safe standard for use/comply with the building code 

Q7. Climate change and natural hazards (11.3) Strongly support 

QB. Tell us why 

Every one needs to consider climate change and try to minimise the impact as much as possible 

Q9. Unmanned aerial vehicles (including drones) 

(11.4) 

Q1 0. Tell us why 

Strongly support 

These types of activities need to comply with the aviation laws and have a minimal impact on the community 

Q11. Encroachments (11.5) Strongly support 

Q12. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q13. Geological and landscape features (11.6) Strongly support 

Q14. Tell us why 

Future proofing the landscape for up and coming generation 

Q15. Historic and cultural heritage (11.7) Strongly support 
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Community Off-Leash Dog Exercise and Agility Park 
 
 
Background 
 
South Kaipara Rotary Club recently invited the local community to submit project ideas for 
community benefit that the club could help initiate and lead. 
Ideas consideration factors were focussed on scope of community benefit, potential for 
active involvement in the project design and implementation by the community and local 
businesses, ongoing maintenance requirements and high levels of community usage post 
completion. 
 
One idea that received a positive response from club members was the creation of a safe 
and secure fenced area to allow for the exercise of off-leash dogs, including the option of 
installing dog agility equipment. 
 
Nearest to Helensville similar ones are in place at Corban Reserve Henderson Valley 
(https://www.stuff.co.nz/auckland/local-news/western-leader/74211361/dog-agility-
course-to-open-in-henderson) and further afield in Whangarei 
(https://rwwhangarei.co.nz/news/dog-agility-park-whangarei  
 
Selected photos below of the Whangarei Dog Agility Park 
 

 
 
 
Community Feedback 
 
Initial feedback from the Rodney Local Board was encouraging, however their advice was to 
first gauge the level of community support to the idea.  
 
Using Helensville community publication and social media channels feedback was therefore 
invited. Reponses have been overwhelmingly positive and supportive including further ideas 
regarding design considerations. 
 
Some Examples of received community feedback (names withheld) 
 
“Morena, I am writing to show that I am very interested in having a dog exercise and Agility park set up in 
Helensville. I have been to the one in Whangarei and it is an excellent place for dogs to be socialised. The space 
provides opportunities for all dogs to play get to know others and become familiar with other dogs. I feel this is 
important as dogs who are socialised with other dogs are better behaved and the community will have less 
issues with dog attacks. I Look forward to bringing my dog to a designated area/Park Thankyou” 
 

199199



“My boss ( a Helensville local ) was just telling me about an article he read this morning about the 
proposal of a fully enclosed dog park in the wider area, and I just wanted to voice my positivity on the 
idea! 
My partner and I have been living in Henderson for the past year, and are due to move to Helensville 
next month. 
We are the owners of two high-energy dogs, and visit the Corban Reserve almost every day. It is an 
amazing outlet for then to burn off all that energy in a safe environment. It is such a great place for 
dogs of all sizes to run around and play together, and just hearing this news that Helensville may be 
creating something similar is absolutely amazing  
110% all for it!!” 
 
“Hi there 
I’d like to send my support for the dog agility park. I have been to Henderson and Whangarei parks. 
Whangarei is amazing it has a water wares as well that the dogs love jumping and playing in also 
public toilets would be a great idea nearby any area like this for people who travel far to come to 
them.”  
 
 
“Hi there, 
 
Saw the Facebook post this morning about the proposed off-leash dog park idea. 
 
Totally love this idea and would definitely be something my household would use. We reside in 
Helensville township area. We have a dog that would love the addition of the agility obstacles. It 
would be great to have the option of somewhere to go that is secure, not having to worry about roads 
and cars. 
 
As long as people were vigilant with supervision of their dogs while using the park. I would also prefer 
that adults are present, so there are not unsupervised dogs and children combinations. I wouldn't 
want any fights breaking out and parties getting hurt. 
 
Very supportive of the dog park idea on the whole. Would love an area like this closer to home. I'm 
also sure my dog would love to try out any obstacle equipment too.” 
 
 
“The Lions Club of Helensville wish inform you of their support for the proposed dog exercise and 
agility park.  We would be happy to be involved with you in this project.” 
 
 
“Hi there, 
 
Good afternoon. 
 
I have just seen your Facebook post asking for feedback on an off- leash park and Agility area. 
 
This is a fabulous idea!! It would be amazing to have something like this in our community.  
 
Having an area where you know your dog can run free and be safe would be brilliant. I have a young 
dog who is really sociable and loves to be around other dogs. So much so that she has been known 
to dash off at the sight of another dog. Having a safe fenced area where she could run around would 
truly amazing.  
 
I fully support the idea of an off- leash area and an agility area and happy to help with getting the 
project off the ground.  
 
Below is a similar off leash area in Christchurch. They have a mobile coffee cart for park users which 
would be another great option.” 
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“Hi I would certainly support and 
Really appreciate a fenced in dog park, as part of the community we travel to Hobsonville for this 
facility and would appreciate a fenced in off leash dog park very much”  
 
 
Initial Indicative Requirements 
 
The area of the off-leash dog exercise park would need to be approximately one acre or 
more and preferably relatively flat. There should be enough space for the addition of small 
wooden structures, concrete tubes etc. to enable agility type dog training/fun activities. 
 
The area would have a perimeter fence and, based upon community feedback and dog 
owner suggestions, there would also be a dividing fence to create two partitions – one for 
larger dog breeds and one for smaller breeds. 
Each partition would be gated for dog owner access and appropriate access for ground 
maintenance equipment e.g. lawnmowers. 
 
Dog waste bags and bins should be available. 
 
Access to water for drinking – water trough or similar. 
 
Outdoor seating and picnic type tables and canvas sail shades. 
 
A detailed build design and requirements document would be produced to meet council 
design standards. 
 
 
 
Location Options and Considerations  
 
In reviewing the Draft Rodney Local Parks Management Plan Vol 2 – Kumeu District there 
appears to be 3 suitable locations; 
 

• Helensville River Reserve – 98 Mill Road, Helensville 
• Helensville A&P Grounds – 63 Railway Street, Helensville 
• Sinclair Park – 34 Macky Road, Kaukapakapa. 

 
 
1. Helensville River Reserve - Preferred 
 
This potential area within this reserve is located adjacent to the Helensville Museum and is 
currently used as an open area for informal recreation and dog walking. There is existing 
public parking. The reserve has potential for connectivity to and as an extension of the 
existing River Trail Heritage walk. 
The open space would meet the dimensional requirements for a fenced community off-
leash dog exercise and agility park. Any final design would ensure non-encroachment on the 
existing walkway. 
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It is acknowledged that this reserve is a closed landfill site and any ground intrusive 
activities will be constrained, however it is envisaged that the fencing requirements for a 
dog exercise park would be limited to fencing and gating posts with minimal ground 
intrusion. 
 
Proximity to local businesses is good and is a consideration factor as the creation of the off-
leash dog exercise park has potential to attract both local and out of town visitors who will 
have the opportunity to explore and visit nearby cafes and retail businesses. 
 
 
2. Helensville A&P Grounds 
 
This park has significant land area and is currently utilised for community use, leased to and 
managed by the Helensville A&P Association. 
It is unclear at this stage if any designated area within this park would be a viable option for 
the off-leash dog exercise park, however this could be explored further. 
Lack of public access and parking would be a consideration factor to address and resolve. 
  
Proximity to local businesses is good. 
 
 
3. Sinclair Park  
 
Sinclair Park is currently utilised for informal and sports recreation. It is noted that there has 
been investigation into the addition of a new play space in the park, however this may need 
review following the creation of the community led children’s play space in Kaukapakapa. 
 
Proximity to local businesses is not as good as locations 1 and 2. 
 
 
Funding 
 
Highly indicative costs in the region of $40,000 have been estimated. 
 
South Kaipara Rotary are proposing to take responsibility for raising the required funding 
and managing the budget for this project. This will be achieved through contribution from 
its existing cash reserves, financial grants through the wider Rotary organisation, fundraising 
initiatives targeting businesses and the local community. 
 
Helensville Lions Club have offered to support this project and will also be approached for 
financial and manpower support in due course. 
 
And of course, any financial support from Auckland Council and the Local Rodney Board 
would be welcome. 
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Planning and Implementation 
 
South Kaipara Rotary Club are keen to lead this project and engage with Auckland Council, 
Rodney Local Board, community and businesses through to completion of the park. 
 
A working group will be established to ensure wide community involvement and 
participation in the planning and implementation activities. 
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RespondentNo: F039 

Login: Nikki Porteous

Q1 . Overall, what is your opinion of the draft Rodney Mostly support 

Local Parks Management Plan? 

Q2. Tell us why 

Responded At: Aug 08, 2022 13:35:40 pm 

Last Seen: Aug 08, 2022 01 :23:09 am 

Subject to the concerns outlined in attached document: a comprehensive plan is, in principle, required for the further 

protection of our regions social, cultural and economic values 

03. Access and parking (11.1) Do not support 

Q4. Tell us why 

Subject to the concerns outlined in attached document: a comprehensive plan is, in principle, required for the further 

protection of our regions social, cultural and economic values 

05. Buildings (11.2) Do not support 

06. Tell us why

Subject to the concerns outlined in attached document: a comprehensive plan is, in principle, required for the further

protection of our regions social, cultural and economic values

Q7. Climate change and natural hazards (11.3) Do not support 

QB. Tell us why 

Subject to the concerns outlined in attached document: a comprehensive plan is, in principle, required for the further 

protection of our regions social, cultural and economic values 

Q9. Unmanned aerial vehicles (including drones) 

(11.4) 

Q1 0. Tell us why 

Mostly support 

For reasons outlined in the attached document, pertaining to the use of Sandspit locations being the sole access for 

residents, ratepayers and emergency services to Kawau Island 

Q11. Encroachments (11.5) Mostly support 

Q12. Tell us why 

For reasons outlined in the attached document, pertaining to the use of Sandspit locations being the sole access for 

residents, ratepayers and emergency services to Kawau Island 

Q13. Geological and landscape features (11.6) Mostly support 

Q14. Tell us why 

For reasons outlined in the attached document, pertaining to the use of Sandspit locations being the sole access for 

residents, ratepayers and emergency services to Kawau Island 
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RespondentNo: F040

Login: Kevin McPherson 

Q1 . Overall, what is your opinion of the draft Rodney not answered 

Local Parks Management Plan? 

Q2. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q3. Access and parking (11.1) 

Q4. Tell us why 

not answered 

05. Buildings (11.2)

Q6. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q7. Climate change and natural hazards (11.3) 

QB. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q9. Unmanned aerial vehicles (including drones) 

(11.4) 

Q1 0. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q11. Encroachments (11.5) 

Q12. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q13. Geological and landscape features (11.6) 

Q14. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q15. Historic and cultural heritage (11.7) 

Q1 6. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q17. Mana whenua and Maori outcomes (11.8) 

not answered 

not answered 

not answered 

not answered 

not answered 

not answered 

not answered 

not answered 

Responded At: Aug 08, 2022 20:42:37 pm 

Last Seen: Aug 08, 2022 08:32:13 am 
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RespondentNo: F041

Login: Martin Louw

Q1 . Overall, what is your opinion of the draft Rodney Mostly support 

Local Parks Management Plan? 

Q2. Tell us why 

Responded At: Aug 08, 2022 22:35:35 pm 

Last Seen: Aug 08, 2022 02:57:59 am 

Subject to the concerns outlined in the attached document, a comprehensive plan is required for the future protection of our 

regions social, cultural and economic values 

Q3. Access and parking (11.1) Mostly support 

Q4. Tell us why 

With the exception of reasons outlined in attached document, pertaining to the use of Sandspit, Warkworth locations being 

the sole access for residents, ratepayers, and emergency services, to Kawau Island. 

Q5. Buildings (11.2) Mostly support 

Q6. Tell us why 

With the exception of reasons outlined in attached document, pertaining to the use of Sandspit, Warkworth locations being 

the sole access for residents, ratepayers, and emergency services, to Kawau Island. 

Q7. Climate change and natural hazards (11.3) 

QB. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q9. Unmanned aerial vehicles (including drones) 

(11.4) 

Q1 0. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q11. Encroachments (11.5) 

Q12. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q13. Geological and landscape features (11.6) 

Q14. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q15. Historic and cultural heritage (11.7) 

Mostly support 

Mostly support 

Mostly support 

Mostly support 

Mostly support 
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Name:  Martin Louw 

Email or Postal Address   

These pages provide my feedback submission and relate specifically to Volume 2: Individual parks in Warkworth subdivision, of To 
Mahere Whakatauira Mana Whakahaere Papa Rēhia ā-Rohe o Rodney Draft Rodney Local Parks Management Plan 

 

Page 1 of 6 
 

 
In reference to Sandspit Reserve – Rodney, Pages 241 – 242: 
What do you think about the Management Intentions for this park?  
Don’t Support for the following reasons: 

1)  I believe the current classification for Allotment 340 Parish of Mahurangi SO 43479 as 
‘Recreation’ is incorrect, and a classification of ‘Local Purpose Reserve’ would be more 
appropriate. 
a) Changing the classification of this parcel (Allotment 340 Parish of Mahurangi SO 43479) from 

Recreation to Local Purpose Reserve will ensure this parcel of land is able to be managed in 
accordance with the purpose for which it is held, given a classification of Local Purpose 
Reserve aptly reflects the purpose of this parcel as ‘providing and retaining areas for such 
local purpose (community use/buildings)’.  

b) The Kawau Island community provided funds to the Rodney County/Rodney District Council 
to support the purchase of land at Sandspit, specifically to ensure for the community of 
Kawau Island: the ongoing availability of parking; the storage of waste and provisions; and 
shelter while awaiting the departure or arrival of boats transporting the community of 
Kawau Island. 

c) Removing this parcel of land from the MFA would enable guidance on the remaining parcels 
comprising this park to be managed without the complexities that currently surround 340. 
i) Put simply, a reclassification would open the door to a co-governance or Memorandum 

of Understanding for the management of Allotment 340, ensuring the social, cultural, 
economic and environmental Values of this parcel to the Kawau Island community can 
be met. The community of Kawau Island and associated businesses would like to discuss 
this further the appropriate Council officials, the draft plan reflecting the provision to do 
so. 

d) Making this change to the draft plan supports the social, economic and cultural safety and 
wellbeing of the Kawau Island community. 

e) It was disappointing to learn 340 had been classified as Recreation through notice number 
2022-In2068 of Land Notices on 26 May 2022 and it appears that this change was made 
without public notification. Appreciate public notification may not have been required, 
however, this change, made so recently, is of particular note given Council representatives 
and officers have been regularly reminded that the community of Kawau Island provided 
financial support to the governing body of the time, specifically to ensure the continuation 
of parking and other amenities to service the Kawau Island community.  To have classified 
that parcel immediately prior to this draft plan being released for consultation, quickly 
followed by a council survey targeting Sandspit residents and their use of the carpark 
located there, does not appear to meet the requirements of open and transparent decision 
making under the Local Government Act.  
 

2) The draft plan is missing Social Values for this park. 
a) Please consider the following copy for inclusion under a heading of Social Values: This park is 

the only mainland location for services, access and storage of provisions to the residents and 
ratepayers of Kawau Island. Maintaining access, mail or provision drop-off and collection,  
shelter for goods and people, waste collection and parking of vehicles for Island residents is 
essential to maintain the social and economic welfare of the Kawau Island community. 

b) To omit this from the draft plan: 
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i) Prevents ‘Guidance for developing and managing recreational opportunities, and 
conflicts including clarification of activities that are appropriate; guidance for future 
spatial planning of local parks; considerations and policies for assessing activities’ to be 
provided with the clarity required under the relevant legislation. Not providing the 
guidance intended by this plan creates significant social, access and economic inequity 
for the Kawau Island community. 

ii) The appropriate guidance at a park level would not be sufficiently  possible to support 
two of the four outcome objectives of the Auckland Plan 2050, namely the outcomes of 
Enjoy  (Enjoy our parks and open spaces Ngā papa rēhia | Ensuring our parks and open 
spaces can meet the needs of our growing population) and Utilise (Utilise our parks and 
open spaces Ngā papa rangahau  | Using our parks and open spaces to create a green, 
resilient and prosperous city with thriving communities ). 

iii) The effective and transparent assessment of management decisions would not be 
viable, as the omission of these alterations would exclude the use of Principle 1 (Provide 
for public use and enjoyment of parks by supporting a diverse range of experiences),  
Principle 2 (Enable access and provide connections to the water, the coast, natural 
areas, neighbourhoods and the park network), Principle 3 (Value the input of the 
community in enhancing park outcomes and creating a shared sense of responsibility for 
parks) and Principle 4 (Protect and respect local parks and their taonga (treasures)). 

3) Not providing the guidance intended by this plan creates social, access and economic inequities 
for the Kawau Island community. 

 
4) The draft plan is missing content under Heritage Values for this park.  

a) Please consider the addition of the following copy: Following European settlement the 
Sandspit became, and still is, the main access (destination)  point for Kawau Island. 

b) This was written into the 1977 Sandspit Management Plan and it is important that it is 
carried through to this draft plan, to reflect this location as the main access point for the 
Kawau Island community.  

c) To omit this from the draft plan: 
i) Prevents ‘Guidance for developing and managing recreational opportunities, and 

conflicts including clarification of activities that are appropriate; guidance for future 
spatial planning of local parks; considerations and policies for assessing activities’ to be 
provided with the clarity required under the relevant legislation. Not providing the 
guidance intended by this plan creates social, access and economic risk for the residents 
and ratepayers of Kawau Island. 

ii) The appropriate guidance at a park level would not be sufficiently  possible to support 
two of the four outcome objectives of the Auckland Plan 2050, namely the outcomes of 
Enjoy  (Enjoy our parks and open spaces Ngā papa rēhia | Ensuring our parks and open 
spaces can meet the needs of our growing population) and Utilise (Utilise our parks and 
open spaces Ngā papa rangahau  | Using our parks and open spaces to create a green, 
resilient and prosperous city with thriving communities ). 

iii) The effective and transparent assessment of management decisions would not be 
viable, as the omission of these alterations would exclude the use of Principle 1 (Provide 
for public use and enjoyment of parks by supporting a diverse range of experiences),  
Principle 2 (Enable access and provide connections to the water, the coast, natural 
areas, neighbourhoods and the park network), Principle 3 (Value the input of the 
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community in enhancing park outcomes and creating a shared sense of responsibility for 
parks) and Principle 4 (Protect and respect local parks and their taonga (treasures)). 

d) Not providing the guidance intended by this draft plan creates social, access and economic 
risk for the residents and ratepayers of Kawau Island. 

 
5) The Management Intentions as listed omit references essential to the Kawau Island 

community. 

Please consider copy adjustments to specific points of the list of Management Intentions as 
indicated by the following italicised copy: 

a) For point one: 
i) Manage and maintain the park as the primary access point for residents, ratepayers and 

visitors to Kawau Island, and a centre for boating and recreation activities. Work with 
the community to determine the best ways to improve equitable accessibility to Kawau 
Island and performance of existing boat launching area. 

b) For point five: 
i) Allotment 340 will continue the provision of providing carparking for local Ferry 

operators and Residents of Kawau Island. Continue the policy of charging a fee for 
parking.  

ii) Additional rationale: This was written in the 1977 Sandspit Management Plan and it is 
important that it is carried across into this draft plan.  

c) For point five (new sub-points) In recent years, local  
Sandspit residents have added rocks to a portion of allotment 340, restricting vehicle access 
to the overflow portion of this allotment. This has created issues during peak summer 
holiday periods therefore please consider the inclusion of the following sub-points under 
point 5. 
i) Consider renaming the carpark area “Kawau Island Car Park”, reflecting and retaining 

the original purpose of allotment 340. 
ii) Consider removing the non-structural berm rocks, enabling short-term roadside parking 

on allotment 340 for visitors during the summer months. 
iii) Consider reopening the access to the grassed portions of allotments 340 and 341, for 

overflow or long term parking during peak summer holiday periods. 
d) For point six: 

i) Investigate rationalising buildings and signage in the future, to ensure the provision of 
shelter and safety information is maintained to an acceptable standard to meet the 
requirements of the Kawau Island community. 

ii) Additional rationale: The proposed wording could be interpreted as a signal to remove 
buildings. In addition to the commercial operations of the current buildings, they are 
used to accept and hold mail, deliveries and supplies for permanent residents of Kawau 
Island, shelter for provisions between offloading from car and ferry/water taxi/boat 
departures; shelter for Kawau Island children before and after school (while awaiting 
collection); To not signal the use of these buildings in addition to the commercial 
operations,  sufficient guidance would not be provided to subsequent plans or policies, 
compromising the safety of people and supplies. 
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e) For point seven: 
i) Consider the values, issues and intentions outlined in the management plan when 

investigating/renewing leases as they articulate the community's aspiration for the park. 
f) To omit the copy changes from the draft plan that are suggested in 5 (a) through (e): 

i) Prevents ‘Guidance for developing and managing recreational opportunities, and 
conflicts including clarification of activities that are appropriate; guidance for future 
spatial planning of local parks; considerations and policies for assessing activities’ to be 
provided with the clarity required under the relevant legislation. Not providing the 
guidance intended by this plan creates social, access and economic risk for the residents 
and ratepayers of Kawau Island. 

ii) The appropriate guidance at a park level would not be sufficiently  possible to support 
two of the four outcome objectives of the Auckland Plan 2050, namely the outcomes of 
Enjoy  (Enjoy our parks and open spaces Ngā papa rēhia | Ensuring our parks and open 
spaces can meet the needs of our growing population) and Utilise (Utilise our parks and 
open spaces Ngā papa rangahau  | Using our parks and open spaces to create a green, 
resilient and prosperous city with thriving communities ). 

iii) The effective and transparent assessment of management decisions would not be 
viable, as the omission of these alterations would exclude the use of Principle 1 (Provide 
for public use and enjoyment of parks by supporting a diverse range of experiences),  
Principle 2 (Enable access and provide connections to the water, the coast, natural 
areas, neighbourhoods and the park network), Principle 3 (Value the input of the 
community in enhancing park outcomes and creating a shared sense of responsibility for 
parks) and Principle 4 (Protect and respect local parks and their taonga (treasures)). 

 
 
6) The Leases and Licenses as listed in the draft plan omit references essential to the Kawau 

Island community. 
a)  Please consider copy adjustments to as indicated by the following italicised copy: 

Contemplated leases and licenses within existing footprints on recreation reserve land 
for: Services to residents and ratepayers of Kawau Island, e.g. but not limited to Ferry 
operator, Mail collection, Collection and storage of provisions, Shelter for residents 
awaiting transport to the island. 

b) To omit this change from the draft plan: 
i) Prevents ‘Guidance for developing and managing recreational opportunities, and 

conflicts including clarification of activities that are appropriate; guidance for future 
spatial planning of local parks; considerations and policies for assessing activities’ to be  
provided with the clarity required under the relevant legislation. Not providing the 
guidance intended by this plan creates social, access and economic risk for the residents 
and ratepayers of Kawau Island. 

ii) The appropriate guidance at a park level would not be sufficiently  possible to support 
two of the four outcome objectives of the Auckland Plan 2050, namely the outcomes of 
Enjoy  (Enjoy our parks and open spaces Ngā papa rēhia | Ensuring our parks and open 
spaces can meet the needs of our growing population) and Utilise (Utilise our parks and 
open spaces Ngā papa rangahau  | Using our parks and open spaces to create a green, 
resilient and prosperous city with thriving communities ). 
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iii) The effective and transparent assessment of management decisions would not be 
viable, as the omission of these alterations would exclude the use of Principle 1 (Provide 
for public use and enjoyment of parks by supporting a diverse range of experiences),  
Principle 2 (Enable access and provide connections to the water, the coast, natural 
areas, neighbourhoods and the park network), Principle 3 (Value the input of the 
community in enhancing park outcomes and creating a shared sense of responsibility for 
parks) and Principle 4 (Protect and respect local parks and their taonga (treasures)). 

In reference to Sandspit road – Brick Bay Drive – Rodney, Pages 243 
– 244: 
What do you think about the Management Intentions for this park?  
I do not support. 

7) The Draft Plan indicates the existing long-term boat and boat trailer parking portion of this 
location as having the same Natural Values as the rest of this Scenic Reserve. 
a) This conflicts with the infrastructure of the ground surface and barriers of this parking space, 

which have been maintained as a parking space since this land was purchased.  
8) The Draft Plan is missing Recreation Values/ Other information for this park. 

a) The draft plan omits that a portion of this reserve is allocated to boat trailer parking. This is 
visible in the map, with access through the campground. Providing this area of the reserve 
for boat trailer or long term boat parking formed part of the requirement when the  public 
boat ramp at Sandspit Marina was built. This was to ensure the parking of boat trailers 
would not impede access for emergency vehicles and residents of Kawau Island when 
travelling down Sandspit Road past the marina. In addition to that parking, berm parking 
along the Brick Bay Road frontage of this reserve was enabled during peak summer months, 
to provide overflow parking from the Kawau Island carpark, primarily for residents of the 
surrounding mainland locations to leave their vehicles while out boating in the Hauraki Gulf.  

b) To omit this from the draft plan: 
i) Prevents ‘Guidance for developing and managing recreational opportunities, and 

conflicts including clarification of activities that are appropriate; guidance for future  
spatial planning of local parks; considerations and policies for assessing activities’ to be 
provided with the clarity required under the relevant legislation. Not providing the 
guidance intended by this plan creates significant social and access inequity for the 
people living in mainland locations of the Auckland region. 

ii) The appropriate guidance at a park level would not be sufficiently  possible to support 
two of the four outcome objectives of the Auckland Plan 2050, namely the outcomes of 
Enjoy  (Enjoy our parks and open spaces Ngā papa rēhia | Ensuring our parks and open 
spaces can meet the needs of our growing population) and Utilise (Utilise our parks and 
open spaces Ngā papa rangahau  | Using our parks and open spaces to create a green, 
resilient and prosperous city with thriving communities ). 

iii) The effective and transparent assessment of management decisions would not be 
viable, as the omission of these alterations would exclude the use of Principle 1 (Provide 
for public use and enjoyment of parks by supporting a diverse range of experiences),  
Principle 2 (Enable access and provide connections to the water, the coast, natural 
areas, neighbourhoods and the park network), Principle 3 (Value the input of the 
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community in enhancing park outcomes and creating a shared sense of responsibility for 
parks) and Principle 4 (Protect and respect local parks and their taonga (treasures)). 

9) The Management Issues or Management Intentions as listed omit references essential to
achieving the Principles as outlined in Volume 1.
a) It should include the management of the boat and boat trailer parking that is only accessed

through the campground
b) It should include the management of overflow parking along the road-side berms of Brick

Bay Road. Currently, residents of Brick Bay Road use various means to prevent this overflow
parking in summer months.
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RespondentNo: F042

 Login: Omaha Shorebird Protection Trust 

Q1 . Overall, what is your opinion of the draft Rodney Mostly support 

Local Parks Management Plan? 

Q2. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q3. Access and parking (11.1) 

Q4. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q5. Buildings (11.2) 

Q6. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q7. Climate change and natural hazards (11.3) 

Q8. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q9. Unmanned aerial vehicles (including drones) 

(11.4) 

Q1 0. Tell us why 

not answered 

I don't know 

I don't know 

I don't know 

I don't know 

Responded At: Aug 09, 2022 11 :56:37 am 

Last Seen: Aug 08, 2022 23:40:17 pm 

Q11. Encroachments (11.5) Strongly support 

Q12. Tell us why 

It is immensely annoying when people appropriate public land 

Q13. Geological and landscape features (11.6) I don't know 

Q14. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q15. Historic and cultural heritage (11.7) I don't know 

Q1 6. Tell us why 

not answered 
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Submission to Rodney Local Board regarding the  
 
Rodney Local Parks Management Plan 
 
Submitted by:  Ngaire Wallen (Trustee) 
From: Omaha Shorebird Protection Trust 
 
Specifically 
Omaha Local Parks 
 
Omaha Beach Reserve  
ID1 – Lot 296 DP 188414 Local purpose (wildlife protection) reserve 
ID2 – Lot 3 DP 135447  Local purpose (esplanade) reserve 
ID3 – Lot 4 DP 135447  Local purpose (esplanade) reserve 
 
and 
 
Whangateau Harbour Esplanade Reserve –  
ID 1 - Section 3 SO 524772 Local purpose (wildlife protection) reserve 
 
The areas listed above are collectively known as the Omaha Shorebirds 
Sanctuary. 
 
Our submission is as follows: 

 
1. Legal status of Lot 3 DP 135447 and Lot 4 DP135447  

These two lots are inside the area of the Sanctuary delineated by 
the predator fence.  These two lots should have the same legal 
designation as Lot 296 DP 188414, Lot 4 DP 135447 and Section 3 SO 
524772; specifically that of “local purpose wildlife protection 
reserve”.    
 
Changing the status of these two lots is consistent with Park 
Management Strategy 
Principle 4 – “protect and respect local parks and their taonga”.   
 
Common legal status will create a contiguous area and enable 
increased protection for the rare shorebirds that permanently 
inhabit or seasonally visit the sanctuary.  Common legal status will 
allow any restrictions or practices to be consistently applied within 
the entire Sanctuary area, as defined by the predator fence, and 
waters edge.  
 

2. We wholeheartedly support Management Intention 1 – “to 
periodically restrict public access during the breeding season, and 
allow for further restrictions in the future if required, to protect and 
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enhance wildlife values”.   This is one of the reasons why point 1 – 
the same legal status for all areas inside the predator fence – is 
considered necessary.  It will be, for example, too confusing for the 
public if some but not all of the Omaha Shorebird Sanctuary is 
closed during the breeding season. 
 

3. We wholeheartedly support Management Intention 2 – “actively 
encourage people to take care of this valuable ecological area to 
limit risk of damage to flora, fauna, ecology and geology.  Raise 
awareness of wildlife values and support community initiatives 
providing stewardship over the natural environment”.  We believe 
that improved interpretation resources will be significant in 
educating the public that, among other things, the Sanctuary is for 
the birds - that active recreation is not permissible and should be 
undertaken on the main Omaha Beach. 

 
4. We wholeheartedly support Management Intention 4 – “defining 

pedestrian access routes to the beach”.   Human disturbance of 
the birds when breeding or feeding is a significant issue.  We 
believe that in order to address the key principles of the Park 
Management strategy, namely 
 
Principle 1  - public use and enjoyment of the park by supporting a 
diverse range of experiences; 
Principle 2 – enable access and provide connections to the water, 
the coast, natural areas; and 
Principle 3 – value the input of the community in enhancing park 
outcomes and creating a shared sense of responsibility for parks; 
  
while also achieving 
Principle 4 – protect and respect local parks and their taonga; 
 
it is essential to make it easy for the public to do the right thing 
once inside the Sanctuary.  Properly defined pedestrian access 
routes are required to show the public where it is possible to go 
without causing disturbance to the birds. 
 
We note that “other information” bullet point 4 states “It is possible 
to walk around the spit along the beach and in shallow water, but 
access is restricted in the bird sanctuary.”  That restriction is 
currently electric fence tape and waratah standards, which some 
members of the public do not recognise as a barrier.  Delineation 
of the access path needs to be upgraded to an appropriate 
permanent structure.  Permanent structures could also be installed 
in other areas where access needs to be restricted, such as along 
the top of the shell bank on the northern tip of the spit.   Areas on 
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the beach are subject to damage from wave action; a permanent 
structure is probably not feasible in those locations. 
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RespondentNo: F044

Login: Matthew Southerden 

Q1 . Overall, what is your opinion of the draft Rodney Other 

Local Parks Management Plan? 

Q2. Tell us why 

Responded At: Aug 09, 2022 22:22:28 pm 

Last Seen: Aug 09, 2022 09:41 :01 am 

As a resident of Kawau Island, I have great concern about the access to the Island and the parking area being limited/taken 

away. This is a community asset and is the primary point to access the island. Any changes to the car parking facilities will 

have a detrimental effect on the island community. There have been proposals that the Local board would provide parking at 

the new park'n'ride facility in Warkworth and shuttle bus people to Sandspit. This is not practical nor a good idea. The local 

board should be looking to expand the current car parking facilities with the removal of old buildings and a better traffic 

management plan. 

03. Access and parking (11.1) Other 

Q4. Tell us why 

The Sandspit reserve and parking area is a primary accessway for the residents of Kawau Island. This parking facility must 

be retained and even expanded. Any limiting or removal of the carpark will have a detrimental effect on the community. 

Q5. Buildings (11.2) Do not support 

Q6. Tell us why 

Within the Sandspit reserve, there are a number of buildings that are not being utilised. If these were removed the carpark 

could be expanded. Specifically the old house, the ticket office and the cafe. 

Q7. Climate change and natural hazards (11.3) 

Q8. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q9. Unmanned aerial vehicles (including drones) 

(11.4) 

Q1 0. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q11. Encroachments (11.5) 

Q12. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q13. Geological and landscape features (11.6) 

Q14. Tell us why 

not answered 

Mostly support 

Mostly support 

Mostly support 

Mostly support 
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RespondentNo: F045

Login: Lucy Hubble

 

Q1 . Overall, what is your opinion of the draft Rodney not answered 

Local Parks Management Plan? 

Q2. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q3. Access and parking (11.1) 

Q4. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q5. Buildings (11.2) 

Q6. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q7. Climate change and natural hazards (11.3) 

QB. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q9. Unmanned aerial vehicles (including drones) 

(11.4) 

Q1 0. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q11. Encroachments (11.5) 

Q12. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q13. Geological and landscape features (11.6) 

Q14. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q15. Historic and cultural heritage (11.7) 

Q1 6. Tell us why 

not answered 

not answered 

not answered 

not answered 

not answered 

not answered 

not answered 

not answered 

Responded At: Aug 09, 2022 22:10:10 pm 

Last Seen: Aug 09, 2022 10:03:57 am 
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RespondentNo: F046 

Login: David Perry  

01 . Overall, what is your opinion of the draft Rodney Other 

Local Parks Management Plan? 

02. Tell us why

Responded At: Aug 10, 2022 13:25:04 pm 

Last Seen: Aug 10, 2022 01 :09:27 am 

Glasgow Park and Blomfield Reserve Waimauku Rodney District I support the Waimauku Pony Club's continued use of

Glasgow Park and Blomfield Reserve.

03. Access and parking (11.1)

04. Tell us why

not answered

05. Buildings (11.2)

06. Tell us why

not answered

07. Climate change and natural hazards (11.3)

08. Tell us why

not answered

09. Unmanned aerial vehicles (including drones)

(11.4)

01 0. Tell us why 

not answered 

011. Encroachments (11.5)

012. Tell us why

not answered

013. Geological and landscape features (11.6)

014. Tell us why

not answered

015. Historic and cultural heritage (11.7)

01 6. Tell us why 

not answered 

I don't know 

I don't know 

Mostly support 

Mostly support 

I don't know 

I don't know 

I don't know 
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RespondentNo: F047

Login: Ian Munro

Q1 . Overall, what is your opinion of the draft Rodney Do not support 

Local Parks Management Plan? 

Q2. Tell us why 

Responded At: Aug 11, 2022 10:15:06 am 

Last Seen: Aug 10, 2022 21 :46:59 pm 

For reasons outlined in attached document, pertaining to the use of Sandspit, Warkworth locations being the sole access for 

residents, ratepayers, and emergency services, to Kawau Island. 

Q3. Access and parking (11.1) Do not support 

Q4. Tell us why 

For reasons outlined in attached document, pertaining to the use of Sandspit, Warkworth locations being the sole access for 

residents, ratepayers, and emergency services, to Kawau Island. 

05. Buildings (11.2) Do not support 

06. Tell us why

For reasons outlined in attached document, pertaining to the use of Sandspit, Warkworth locations being the sole access for

residents, ratepayers, and emergency services, to Kawau Island.

Q7. Climate change and natural hazards (11.3) Do not support 

QB. Tell us why 

For reasons outlined in attached document, pertaining to the use of Sandspit, Warkworth locations being the sole access for 

residents, ratepayers, and emergency services, to Kawau Island. 

Q9. Unmanned aerial vehicles (including drones) 

(11.4) 

Q1 0. Tell us why 

Mostly support 

For reasons outlined in attached document, pertaining to the use of Sandspit, Warkworth locations being the sole access for 

residents, ratepayers, and emergency services, to Kawau Island. 

Q11. Encroachments (11.5) Mostly support 

Q12. Tell us why 

For reasons outlined in attached document, pertaining to the use of Sandspit, Warkworth locations being the sole access for 

residents, ratepayers, and emergency services, to Kawau Island. 

Q13. Geological and landscape features (11.6) Mostly support 

Q14. Tell us why 

For reasons outlined in attached document, pertaining to the use of Sandspit, Warkworth locations being the sole access for 

residents, ratepayers, and emergency services, to Kawau Island. 
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Name: Sue-Ellen Craig 

Email or Postal Address 

These pages provide my feedback submission and relate specifically to Volume 2: Individual parks in Warkworth subdivision, of To 
Mahere Whakatauira Mana Whakahaere Papa Rēhia ā-Rohe o Rodney Draft Rodney Local Parks Management Plan 

Page 1 of 6

Munro 

In reference to Sandspit Reserve – Rodney, Pages 241 – 242: 
What do you think about the Management Intentions for this park? 
Don’t Support for the following reasons: 

1) I believe the current classification for Allotment 340 Parish of Mahurangi SO 43479 as
‘Recreation’ is incorrect, and a classification of ‘Local Purpose Reserve’ would be more
appropriate.
a) Changing the classification of this parcel (Allotment 340 Parish of Mahurangi SO 43479) from

Recreation to Local Purpose Reserve will ensure this parcel of land is able to be managed in
accordance with the purpose for which it is held, given a classification of Local Purpose
Reserve aptly reflects the purpose of this parcel as ‘providing and retaining areas for such
local purpose (community use/buildings)’.

b) The Kawau Island community provided funds to the Rodney County/Rodney District Council
to support the purchase of land at Sandspit, specifically to ensure for the community of
Kawau Island: the ongoing availability of parking; the storage of waste and provisions; and
shelter while awaiting the departure or arrival of boats transporting the community of
Kawau Island.

c) Removing this parcel of land from the MFA would enable guidance on the remaining parcels
comprising this park to be managed without the complexities that currently surround 340.
i) Put simply, a reclassification would open the door to a co-governance or Memorandum

of Understanding for the management of Allotment 340, ensuring the social, cultural,
economic and environmental Values of this parcel to the Kawau Island community can
be met. The community of Kawau Island and associated businesses would like to discuss
this further the appropriate Council officials, the draft plan reflecting the provision to do
so.

d) Making this change to the draft plan supports the social, economic and cultural safety and
wellbeing of the Kawau Island community.

e) It was disappointing to learn 340 had been classified as Recreation through notice number
2022-In2068 of Land Notices on 26 May 2022 and it appears that this change was made
without public notification. Appreciate public notification may not have been required,
however, this change, made so recently, is of particular note given Council representatives
and officers have been regularly reminded that the community of Kawau Island provided
financial support to the governing body of the time, specifically to ensure the continuation
of parking and other amenities to service the Kawau Island community.  To have classified
that parcel immediately prior to this draft plan being released for consultation, quickly
followed by a council survey targeting Sandspit residents and their use of the carpark
located there, does not appear to meet the requirements of open and transparent decision
making under the Local Government Act.
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Munro 

2) The draft plan is missing Social Values for this park.
a) Please consider the following copy for inclusion under a heading of Social Values: This park is

the only mainland location for services, access and storage of provisions to the residents and
ratepayers of Kawau Island. Maintaining access, mail or provision drop-off and collection,
shelter for goods and people, waste collection and parking of vehicles for Island residents is
essential to maintain the social and economic welfare of the Kawau Island community.

b) To omit this from the draft plan:
i) Prevents ‘Guidance for developing and managing recreational opportunities, and

conflicts including clarification of activities that are appropriate; guidance for future
spatial planning of local parks; considerations and policies for assessing activities’ to be
provided with the clarity required under the relevant legislation. Not providing the
guidance intended by this plan creates significant social, access and economic inequity
for the Kawau Island community.

ii) The appropriate guidance at a park level would not be sufficiently  possible to support
two of the four outcome objectives of the Auckland Plan 2050, namely the outcomes of
Enjoy  (Enjoy our parks and open spaces Ngā papa rēhia | Ensuring our parks and open
spaces can meet the needs of our growing population) and Utilise (Utilise our parks and
open spaces Ngā papa rangahau  | Using our parks and open spaces to create a green,
resilient and prosperous city with thriving communities ).

iii) The effective and transparent assessment of management decisions would not be
viable, as the omission of these alterations would exclude the use of Principle 1 (Provide
for public use and enjoyment of parks by supporting a diverse range of experiences),
Principle 2 (Enable access and provide connections to the water, the coast, natural
areas, neighbourhoods and the park network), Principle 3 (Value the input of the
community in enhancing park outcomes and creating a shared sense of responsibility for
parks) and Principle 4 (Protect and respect local parks and their taonga (treasures)).

3) Not providing the guidance intended by this plan creates social, access and economic inequities
for the Kawau Island community.

4) The draft plan is missing content under Heritage Values for this park.
a) Please consider the addition of the following copy: Following European settlement the

Sandspit became, and still is, the main access (destination)  point for Kawau Island.
b) This was written into the 1977 Sandspit Management Plan and it is important that it is

carried through to this draft plan, to reflect this location as the main access point for the
Kawau Island community.

c) To omit this from the draft plan:
i) Prevents ‘Guidance for developing and managing recreational opportunities, and

conflicts including clarification of activities that are appropriate; guidance for future
spatial planning of local parks; considerations and policies for assessing activities’ to be
provided with the clarity required under the relevant legislation. Not providing the
guidance intended by this plan creates social, access and economic risk for the residents
and ratepayers of Kawau Island.
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ii) The appropriate guidance at a park level would not be sufficiently  possible to support
two of the four outcome objectives of the Auckland Plan 2050, namely the outcomes of
Enjoy  (Enjoy our parks and open spaces Ngā papa rēhia | Ensuring our parks and open
spaces can meet the needs of our growing population) and Utilise (Utilise our parks and
open spaces Ngā papa rangahau  | Using our parks and open spaces to create a green,
resilient and prosperous city with thriving communities ).

iii) The effective and transparent assessment of management decisions would not be
viable, as the omission of these alterations would exclude the use of Principle 1 (Provide
for public use and enjoyment of parks by supporting a diverse range of experiences),
Principle 2 (Enable access and provide connections to the water, the coast, natural
areas, neighbourhoods and the park network), Principle 3 (Value the input of the
community in enhancing park outcomes and creating a shared sense of responsibility for
parks) and Principle 4 (Protect and respect local parks and their taonga (treasures)).

d) Not providing the guidance intended by this draft plan creates social, access and economic
risk for the residents and ratepayers of Kawau Island.

5) The Management Intentions as listed omit references essential to the Kawau Island
community.

Please consider copy adjustments to specific points of the list of Management Intentions as
indicated by the following italicised copy:

a) For point one:
i) Manage and maintain the park as the primary access point for residents, ratepayers and

visitors to Kawau Island, and a centre for boating and recreation activities. Work with
the community to determine the best ways to improve equitable accessibility to Kawau
Island and performance of existing boat launching area.

b) For point five:
i) Allotment 340 will continue the provision of providing carparking for local Ferry

operators and Residents of Kawau Island. Continue the policy of charging a fee for
parking.

ii) Additional rationale: This was written in the 1977 Sandspit Management Plan and it is
important that it is carried across into this draft plan.

c) For point five (new sub-points) In recent years, local
Sandspit residents have added rocks to a portion of allotment 340, restricting vehicle access
to the overflow portion of this allotment. This has created issues during peak summer
holiday periods therefore please consider the inclusion of the following sub-points under
point 5.
i) Consider renaming the carpark area “Kawau Island Car Park”, reflecting and retaining

the original purpose of allotment 340.
ii)
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iii) Consider removing the non-structural berm rocks, enabling short-term roadside parking
on allotment 340 for visitors during the summer months.

iv) Consider reopening the access to the grassed portions of allotments 340 and 341, for
overflow or long term parking during peak summer holiday periods.

d) For point six:
i) Investigate rationalising buildings and signage in the future, to ensure the provision of

shelter and safety information is maintained to an acceptable standard to meet the
requirements of the Kawau Island community.

ii) Additional rationale: The proposed wording could be interpreted as a signal to remove
buildings. In addition to the commercial operations of the current buildings, they are
used to accept and hold mail, deliveries and supplies for permanent residents of Kawau
Island, shelter for provisions between offloading from car and ferry/water taxi/boat
departures; shelter for Kawau Island children before and after school (while awaiting
collection); To not signal the use of these buildings in addition to the commercial
operations,  sufficient guidance would not be provided to subsequent plans or policies,
compromising the safety of people and supplies.

e) For point seven:
i) Consider the values, issues and intentions outlined in the management plan when

investigating/renewing leases as they articulate the community's aspiration for the park.
f) To omit the copy changes from the draft plan that are suggested in 5 (a) through (e):

i) Prevents ‘Guidance for developing and managing recreational opportunities, and
conflicts including clarification of activities that are appropriate; guidance for future
spatial planning of local parks; considerations and policies for assessing activities’ to be
provided with the clarity required under the relevant legislation. Not providing the
guidance intended by this plan creates social, access and economic risk for the residents
and ratepayers of Kawau Island.

ii) The appropriate guidance at a park level would not be sufficiently  possible to support
two of the four outcome objectives of the Auckland Plan 2050, namely the outcomes of
Enjoy  (Enjoy our parks and open spaces Ngā papa rēhia | Ensuring our parks and open
spaces can meet the needs of our growing population) and Utilise (Utilise our parks and
open spaces Ngā papa rangahau  | Using our parks and open spaces to create a green,
resilient and prosperous city with thriving communities ).

iii) The effective and transparent assessment of management decisions would not be
viable, as the omission of these alterations would exclude the use of Principle 1 (Provide
for public use and enjoyment of parks by supporting a diverse range of experiences),
Principle 2 (Enable access and provide connections to the water, the coast, natural
areas, neighbourhoods and the park network), Principle 3 (Value the input of the
community in enhancing park outcomes and creating a shared sense of responsibility for
parks) and Principle 4 (Protect and respect local parks and their taonga (treasures)).
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6) The Leases and Licenses as listed in the draft plan omit references essential to the Kawau
Island community.
a) Please consider copy adjustments to as indicated by the following italicised copy:

Contemplated leases and licenses within existing footprints on recreation reserve land 
for: Services to residents and ratepayers of Kawau Island, e.g. but not limited to Ferry 
operator, Mail collection, Collection and storage of provisions, Shelter for residents 
awaiting transport to the island. 

b) To omit this change from the draft plan:
i) Prevents ‘Guidance for developing and managing recreational opportunities, and

conflicts including clarification of activities that are appropriate; guidance for future
spatial planning of local parks; considerations and policies for assessing activities’ to be
provided with the clarity required under the relevant legislation. Not providing the
guidance intended by this plan creates social, access and economic risk for the residents
and ratepayers of Kawau Island.

ii) The appropriate guidance at a park level would not be sufficiently  possible to support
two of the four outcome objectives of the Auckland Plan 2050, namely the outcomes of
Enjoy  (Enjoy our parks and open spaces Ngā papa rēhia | Ensuring our parks and open
spaces can meet the needs of our growing population) and Utilise (Utilise our parks and
open spaces Ngā papa rangahau  | Using our parks and open spaces to create a green,
resilient and prosperous city with thriving communities ).

iii) The effective and transparent assessment of management decisions would not be
viable, as the omission of these alterations would exclude the use of Principle 1 (Provide
for public use and enjoyment of parks by supporting a diverse range of experiences),
Principle 2 (Enable access and provide connections to the water, the coast, natural
areas, neighbourhoods and the park network), Principle 3 (Value the input of the
community in enhancing park outcomes and creating a shared sense of responsibility for
parks) and Principle 4 (Protect and respect local parks and their taonga (treasures)).

In reference to Sandspit road – Brick Bay Drive – Rodney, Pages 243 
– 244:
What do you think about the Management Intentions for this park? 
I do not support. 

7) The Draft Plan indicates the existing long-term boat and boat trailer parking portion of this
location as having the same Natural Values as the rest of this Scenic Reserve.
a) This conflicts with the infrastructure of the ground surface and barriers of this parking space,

which have been maintained as a parking space since this land was purchased.
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Munro 

8) The Draft Plan is missing Recreation Values/ Other information for this park.
a) The draft plan omits that a portion of this reserve is allocated to boat trailer parking. This is

visible in the map, with access through the campground. Providing this area of the reserve
for boat trailer or long term boat parking formed part of the requirement when the  public
boat ramp at Sandspit Marina was built. This was to ensure the parking of boat trailers
would not impede access for emergency vehicles and residents of Kawau Island when
travelling down Sandspit Road past the marina. In addition to that parking, berm parking
along the Brick Bay Road frontage of this reserve was enabled during peak summer months,
to provide overflow parking from the Kawau Island carpark, primarily for residents of the
surrounding mainland locations to leave their vehicles while out boating in the Hauraki Gulf.

b) To omit this from the draft plan:
i) Prevents ‘Guidance for developing and managing recreational opportunities, and

conflicts including clarification of activities that are appropriate; guidance for future
spatial planning of local parks; considerations and policies for assessing activities’ to be
provided with the clarity required under the relevant legislation. Not providing the
guidance intended by this plan creates significant social and access inequity for the
people living in mainland locations of the Auckland region.

ii) The appropriate guidance at a park level would not be sufficiently  possible to support
two of the four outcome objectives of the Auckland Plan 2050, namely the outcomes of
Enjoy  (Enjoy our parks and open spaces Ngā papa rēhia | Ensuring our parks and open
spaces can meet the needs of our growing population) and Utilise (Utilise our parks and
open spaces Ngā papa rangahau  | Using our parks and open spaces to create a green,
resilient and prosperous city with thriving communities ).

iii) The effective and transparent assessment of management decisions would not be
viable, as the omission of these alterations would exclude the use of Principle 1 (Provide
for public use and enjoyment of parks by supporting a diverse range of experiences),
Principle 2 (Enable access and provide connections to the water, the coast, natural
areas, neighbourhoods and the park network), Principle 3 (Value the input of the
community in enhancing park outcomes and creating a shared sense of responsibility for
parks) and Principle 4 (Protect and respect local parks and their taonga (treasures)).

9) The Management Issues or Management Intentions as listed omit references essential to
achieving the Principles as outlined in Volume 1.
a) It should include the management of the boat and boat trailer parking that is only accessed

through the campground
b) It should include the management of overflow parking along the road-side berms of Brick

Bay Road. Currently, residents of Brick Bay Road use various means to prevent this overflow
parking in summer months.
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RespondentNo: F048

Login: Doug Galbraith 

01 . Overall, what is your opinion of the draft Rodney Mostly support 

Local Parks Management Plan? 

02. Tell us why

Responded At: Aug 11, 2022 16:16:34 pm 

Last Seen: Aug 11, 2022 04:06:51 am 

Subject to the concerns outlined in the attached document. A comprehensive plan is, in principle, required for the future

protection of our region's social, cultural and economic values.

03. Access and parking (11.1) Do not support 

04. Tell us why

For reasons outlined in attached document, pertaining to the use of Sandspit, Warkworth locations being the sole access for

residents, ratepayers, and emergency services, to Kawau Island.

05. Buildings (11.2) Do not support 

06. Tell us why

For reasons outlined in attached document, pertaining to the use of Sandspit, Warkworth locations being the sole access for

residents, ratepayers, and emergency services, to Kawau Island.

07. Climate change and natural hazards (11.3) Do not support 

08. Tell us why

For reasons outlined in attached document, pertaining to the use of Sandspit, Warkworth locations being the sole access for

residents, ratepayers, and emergency services, to Kawau Island.

09. Unmanned aerial vehicles (including drones)

(11.4)

01 0. Tell us why 

not answered 

011. Encroachments (11.5)

012. Tell us why

not answered

013. Geological and landscape features (11.6)

014. Tell us why

not answered

015. Historic and cultural heritage (11.7)

Mostly support 

Mostly support 

Mostly support 

Mostly support 
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In reference to Sandspit Reserve – Rodney, Pages 241 – 242: 
What do you think about the Management Intentions for this park?  
Don’t Support for the following reasons: 

1)  I believe the current classification for Allotment 340 Parish of Mahurangi SO 43479 as 
‘Recreation’ is incorrect, and a classification of ‘Local Purpose Reserve’ would be more 
appropriate. 
a) Changing the classification of this parcel (Allotment 340 Parish of Mahurangi SO 43479) from 

Recreation to Local Purpose Reserve will ensure this parcel of land is able to be managed in 
accordance with the purpose for which it is held, given a classification of Local Purpose 
Reserve aptly reflects the purpose of this parcel as ‘providing and retaining areas for such 
local purpose (community use/buildings)’.  

b) The Kawau Island community provided funds to the Rodney County/Rodney District Council 
to support the purchase of land at Sandspit, specifically to ensure for the community of 
Kawau Island: the ongoing availability of parking; the storage of waste and provisions; and 
shelter while awaiting the departure or arrival of boats transporting the community of 
Kawau Island. 

c) Removing this parcel of land from the MFA would enable guidance on the remaining parcels 
comprising this park to be managed without the complexities that currently surround 340. 
i) Put simply, a reclassification would open the door to a co-governance or Memorandum 

of Understanding for the management of Allotment 340, ensuring the social, cultural, 
economic and environmental Values of this parcel to the Kawau Island community can 
be met. The community of Kawau Island and associated businesses would like to discuss 
this further the appropriate Council officials, the draft plan reflecting the provision to do 
so. 

d) Making this change to the draft plan supports the social, economic and cultural safety and 
wellbeing of the Kawau Island community. 

e) It was disappointing to learn 340 had been classified as Recreation through notice number 
2022-In2068 of Land Notices on 26 May 2022 and it appears that this change was made 
without public notification. Appreciate public notification may not have been required, 
however, this change, made so recently, is of particular note given Council representatives 
and officers have been regularly reminded that the community of Kawau Island provided 
financial support to the governing body of the time, specifically to ensure the continuation 
of parking and other amenities to service the Kawau Island community.  To have classified 
that parcel immediately prior to this draft plan being released for consultation, quickly 
followed by a council survey targeting Sandspit residents and their use of the carpark 
located there, does not appear to meet the requirements of open and transparent decision 
making under the Local Government Act.  
 

2) The draft plan is missing Social Values for this park. 
a) Please consider the following copy for inclusion under a heading of Social Values: This park is 

the only mainland location for services, access and storage of provisions to the residents and 
ratepayers of Kawau Island. Maintaining access, mail or provision drop-off and collection,  
shelter for goods and people, waste collection and parking of vehicles for Island residents is 
essential to maintain the social and economic welfare of the Kawau Island community. 

b) To omit this from the draft plan: 
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i) Prevents ‘Guidance for developing and managing recreational opportunities, and 
conflicts including clarification of activities that are appropriate; guidance for future 
spatial planning of local parks; considerations and policies for assessing activities’ to be 
provided with the clarity required under the relevant legislation. Not providing the 
guidance intended by this plan creates significant social, access and economic inequity 
for the Kawau Island community. 

ii) The appropriate guidance at a park level would not be sufficiently  possible to support 
two of the four outcome objectives of the Auckland Plan 2050, namely the outcomes of 
Enjoy  (Enjoy our parks and open spaces Ngā papa rēhia | Ensuring our parks and open 
spaces can meet the needs of our growing population) and Utilise (Utilise our parks and 
open spaces Ngā papa rangahau  | Using our parks and open spaces to create a green, 
resilient and prosperous city with thriving communities ). 

iii) The effective and transparent assessment of management decisions would not be 
viable, as the omission of these alterations would exclude the use of Principle 1 (Provide 
for public use and enjoyment of parks by supporting a diverse range of experiences),  
Principle 2 (Enable access and provide connections to the water, the coast, natural 
areas, neighbourhoods and the park network), Principle 3 (Value the input of the 
community in enhancing park outcomes and creating a shared sense of responsibility for 
parks) and Principle 4 (Protect and respect local parks and their taonga (treasures)). 

3) Not providing the guidance intended by this plan creates social, access and economic inequities 
for the Kawau Island community. 

 
4) The draft plan is missing content under Heritage Values for this park.  

a) Please consider the addition of the following copy: Following European settlement the 
Sandspit became, and still is, the main access (destination)  point for Kawau Island. 

b) This was written into the 1977 Sandspit Management Plan and it is important that it is 
carried through to this draft plan, to reflect this location as the main access point for the 
Kawau Island community.  

c) To omit this from the draft plan: 
i) Prevents ‘Guidance for developing and managing recreational opportunities, and 

conflicts including clarification of activities that are appropriate; guidance for future 
spatial planning of local parks; considerations and policies for assessing activities’ to be 
provided with the clarity required under the relevant legislation. Not providing the 
guidance intended by this plan creates social, access and economic risk for the residents 
and ratepayers of Kawau Island. 

ii) The appropriate guidance at a park level would not be sufficiently  possible to support 
two of the four outcome objectives of the Auckland Plan 2050, namely the outcomes of 
Enjoy  (Enjoy our parks and open spaces Ngā papa rēhia | Ensuring our parks and open 
spaces can meet the needs of our growing population) and Utilise (Utilise our parks and 
open spaces Ngā papa rangahau  | Using our parks and open spaces to create a green, 
resilient and prosperous city with thriving communities ). 

iii) The effective and transparent assessment of management decisions would not be 
viable, as the omission of these alterations would exclude the use of Principle 1 (Provide 
for public use and enjoyment of parks by supporting a diverse range of experiences),  
Principle 2 (Enable access and provide connections to the water, the coast, natural 
areas, neighbourhoods and the park network), Principle 3 (Value the input of the 
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community in enhancing park outcomes and creating a shared sense of responsibility for 
parks) and Principle 4 (Protect and respect local parks and their taonga (treasures)). 

d) Not providing the guidance intended by this draft plan creates social, access and economic 
risk for the residents and ratepayers of Kawau Island. 

 
5) The Management Intentions as listed omit references essential to the Kawau Island 

community. 

Please consider copy adjustments to specific points of the list of Management Intentions as 
indicated by the following italicised copy: 

a) For point one: 
i) Manage and maintain the park as the primary access point for residents, ratepayers and 

visitors to Kawau Island, and a centre for boating and recreation activities. Work with 
the community to determine the best ways to improve equitable accessibility to Kawau 
Island and performance of existing boat launching area. 

b) For point five: 
i) Allotment 340 will continue the provision of providing carparking for local Ferry 

operators and Residents of Kawau Island. Continue the policy of charging a fee for 
parking.  

ii) Additional rationale: This was written in the 1977 Sandspit Management Plan and it is 
important that it is carried across into this draft plan.  

c) For point five (new sub-points) In recent years, local  
Sandspit residents have added rocks to a portion of allotment 340, restricting vehicle access 
to the overflow portion of this allotment. This has created issues during peak summer 
holiday periods therefore please consider the inclusion of the following sub-points under 
point 5. 
i) Consider renaming the carpark area “Kawau Island Car Park”, reflecting and retaining 

the original purpose of allotment 340. 
ii) Consider removing the non-structural berm rocks, enabling short-term roadside parking 

on allotment 340 for visitors during the summer months. 
iii) Consider reopening the access to the grassed portions of allotments 340 and 341, for 

overflow or long term parking during peak summer holiday periods. 
d) For point six: 

i) Investigate rationalising buildings and signage in the future, to ensure the provision of 
shelter and safety information is maintained to an acceptable standard to meet the 
requirements of the Kawau Island community. 

ii) Additional rationale: The proposed wording could be interpreted as a signal to remove 
buildings. In addition to the commercial operations of the current buildings, they are 
used to accept and hold mail, deliveries and supplies for permanent residents of Kawau 
Island, shelter for provisions between offloading from car and ferry/water taxi/boat 
departures; shelter for Kawau Island children before and after school (while awaiting 
collection); To not signal the use of these buildings in addition to the commercial 
operations,  sufficient guidance would not be provided to subsequent plans or policies, 
compromising the safety of people and supplies. 
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e) For point seven: 
i) Consider the values, issues and intentions outlined in the management plan when 

investigating/renewing leases as they articulate the community's aspiration for the park. 
f) To omit the copy changes from the draft plan that are suggested in 5 (a) through (e): 

i) Prevents ‘Guidance for developing and managing recreational opportunities, and 
conflicts including clarification of activities that are appropriate; guidance for future 
spatial planning of local parks; considerations and policies for assessing activities’ to be 
provided with the clarity required under the relevant legislation. Not providing the 
guidance intended by this plan creates social, access and economic risk for the residents 
and ratepayers of Kawau Island. 

ii) The appropriate guidance at a park level would not be sufficiently  possible to support 
two of the four outcome objectives of the Auckland Plan 2050, namely the outcomes of 
Enjoy  (Enjoy our parks and open spaces Ngā papa rēhia | Ensuring our parks and open 
spaces can meet the needs of our growing population) and Utilise (Utilise our parks and 
open spaces Ngā papa rangahau  | Using our parks and open spaces to create a green, 
resilient and prosperous city with thriving communities ). 

iii) The effective and transparent assessment of management decisions would not be 
viable, as the omission of these alterations would exclude the use of Principle 1 (Provide 
for public use and enjoyment of parks by supporting a diverse range of experiences),  
Principle 2 (Enable access and provide connections to the water, the coast, natural 
areas, neighbourhoods and the park network), Principle 3 (Value the input of the 
community in enhancing park outcomes and creating a shared sense of responsibility for 
parks) and Principle 4 (Protect and respect local parks and their taonga (treasures)). 

 
 
6) The Leases and Licenses as listed in the draft plan omit references essential to the Kawau 

Island community. 
a)  Please consider copy adjustments to as indicated by the following italicised copy: 

Contemplated leases and licenses within existing footprints on recreation reserve land 
for: Services to residents and ratepayers of Kawau Island, e.g. but not limited to Ferry 
operator, Mail collection, Collection and storage of provisions, Shelter for residents 
awaiting transport to the island. 

b) To omit this change from the draft plan: 
i) Prevents ‘Guidance for developing and managing recreational opportunities, and 

conflicts including clarification of activities that are appropriate; guidance for future 
spatial planning of local parks; considerations and policies for assessing activities’ to be  
provided with the clarity required under the relevant legislation. Not providing the 
guidance intended by this plan creates social, access and economic risk for the residents 
and ratepayers of Kawau Island. 

ii) The appropriate guidance at a park level would not be sufficiently  possible to support 
two of the four outcome objectives of the Auckland Plan 2050, namely the outcomes of 
Enjoy  (Enjoy our parks and open spaces Ngā papa rēhia | Ensuring our parks and open 
spaces can meet the needs of our growing population) and Utilise (Utilise our parks and 
open spaces Ngā papa rangahau  | Using our parks and open spaces to create a green, 
resilient and prosperous city with thriving communities ). 

265265



Name:  Doug Galbraith 

Email or Postal Address  

These pages provide my feedback submission and relate specifically to Volume 2: Individual parks in Warkworth subdivision, of To 
Mahere Whakatauira Mana Whakahaere Papa Rēhia ā-Rohe o Rodney Draft Rodney Local Parks Management Plan 

 

Page 5 of 6 
 

iii) The effective and transparent assessment of management decisions would not be 
viable, as the omission of these alterations would exclude the use of Principle 1 (Provide 
for public use and enjoyment of parks by supporting a diverse range of experiences),  
Principle 2 (Enable access and provide connections to the water, the coast, natural 
areas, neighbourhoods and the park network), Principle 3 (Value the input of the 
community in enhancing park outcomes and creating a shared sense of responsibility for 
parks) and Principle 4 (Protect and respect local parks and their taonga (treasures)). 

In reference to Sandspit road – Brick Bay Drive – Rodney, Pages 243 
– 244: 
What do you think about the Management Intentions for this park?  
I do not support. 

7) The Draft Plan indicates the existing long-term boat and boat trailer parking portion of this 
location as having the same Natural Values as the rest of this Scenic Reserve. 
a) This conflicts with the infrastructure of the ground surface and barriers of this parking space, 

which have been maintained as a parking space since this land was purchased.  
8) The Draft Plan is missing Recreation Values/ Other information for this park. 

a) The draft plan omits that a portion of this reserve is allocated to boat trailer parking. This is 
visible in the map, with access through the campground. Providing this area of the reserve 
for boat trailer or long term boat parking formed part of the requirement when the  public 
boat ramp at Sandspit Marina was built. This was to ensure the parking of boat trailers 
would not impede access for emergency vehicles and residents of Kawau Island when 
travelling down Sandspit Road past the marina. In addition to that parking, berm parking 
along the Brick Bay Road frontage of this reserve was enabled during peak summer months, 
to provide overflow parking from the Kawau Island carpark, primarily for residents of the 
surrounding mainland locations to leave their vehicles while out boating in the Hauraki Gulf.  

b) To omit this from the draft plan: 
i) Prevents ‘Guidance for developing and managing recreational opportunities, and 

conflicts including clarification of activities that are appropriate; guidance for future  
spatial planning of local parks; considerations and policies for assessing activities’ to be 
provided with the clarity required under the relevant legislation. Not providing the 
guidance intended by this plan creates significant social and access inequity for the 
people living in mainland locations of the Auckland region. 

ii) The appropriate guidance at a park level would not be sufficiently  possible to support 
two of the four outcome objectives of the Auckland Plan 2050, namely the outcomes of 
Enjoy  (Enjoy our parks and open spaces Ngā papa rēhia | Ensuring our parks and open 
spaces can meet the needs of our growing population) and Utilise (Utilise our parks and 
open spaces Ngā papa rangahau  | Using our parks and open spaces to create a green, 
resilient and prosperous city with thriving communities ). 

iii) The effective and transparent assessment of management decisions would not be 
viable, as the omission of these alterations would exclude the use of Principle 1 (Provide 
for public use and enjoyment of parks by supporting a diverse range of experiences),  
Principle 2 (Enable access and provide connections to the water, the coast, natural 
areas, neighbourhoods and the park network), Principle 3 (Value the input of the 
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community in enhancing park outcomes and creating a shared sense of responsibility for 
parks) and Principle 4 (Protect and respect local parks and their taonga (treasures)). 

 
9) The Management Issues or Management Intentions as listed omit references essential to 

achieving the Principles as outlined in Volume 1. 
a) It should include the management of the boat and boat trailer parking that is only accessed 

through the campground  
b) It should include the management of overflow parking along the road-side berms of Brick 

Bay Road. Currently, residents of Brick Bay Road use various means to prevent this overflow 
parking in summer months. 
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RespondentNo: F049

 Login: John Hagen 

Responded At: Aug 11, 2022 16:18:56 pm 

Last Seen: Aug 11, 2022 04:12:45 am 

Q1 . Overall, what is your opinion of the draft Rodney Strongly support 

Local Parks Management Plan? 

Q2. Tell us why 

I am strongly in favour of NOT allowing freedom camping in the Matheson Bay Reserve as it interferes with others 

enjoyment of the reserve. 

Q3. Access and parking (11.1) 

Q4. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q5. Buildings (11.2) 

Q6. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q7. Climate change and natural hazards (11.3) 

Q8. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q9. Unmanned aerial vehicles (including drones) 

(11.4) 

Q1 0. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q11. Encroachments (11.5) 

Q12. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q13. Geological and landscape features (11.6) 

Q14. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q15. Historic and cultural heritage (11.7) 

Q1 6. Tell us why 

not answered 

Mostly support 

Mostly support 

Strongly support 

I don't know 

I don't know 

Strongly support 

I don't know 
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RespondentNo: F050

Login: Peter Radley 

Q1 . Overall, what is your opinion of the draft Rodney Mostly support 

Local Parks Management Plan? 

Q2. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q3. Access and parking (11.1) Mostly support 

Q4. Tell us why 

not answered 

05. Buildings (11.2) Mostly support 

06. Tell us why

not answered

Q7. Climate change and natural hazards (11.3) Mostly support 

QB. Tell us why 

not answered 

Responded At: Aug 11, 2022 16:41 :35 pm 

Last Seen: Aug 11, 2022 04:29:26 am 

Q9. Unmanned aerial vehicles (including drones) 

(11.4) 

Strongly support 

Q1 0. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q11. Encroachments (11.5) Mostly support 

Q12. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q13. Geological and landscape features (11.6) Mostly support 

Q14. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q15. Historic and cultural heritage (11.7) Mostly support 

Q1 6. Tell us why 

not answered 
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In reference to Sandspit Reserve – Rodney, Pages 241 – 242: 
What do you think about the Management Intentions for this park?  
Don’t Support for the following reasons: 

1)  I believe the current classification for Allotment 340 Parish of Mahurangi SO 43479 as 
‘Recreation’ is incorrect, and a classification of ‘Local Purpose Reserve’ would be more 
appropriate. 
a) Changing the classification of this parcel (Allotment 340 Parish of Mahurangi SO 43479) from 

Recreation to Local Purpose Reserve will ensure this parcel of land is able to be managed in 
accordance with the purpose for which it is held, given a classification of Local Purpose 
Reserve aptly reflects the purpose of this parcel as ‘providing and retaining areas for such 
local purpose (community use/buildings)’.  

b) The Kawau Island community provided funds to the Rodney County/Rodney District Council 
to support the purchase of land at Sandspit, specifically to ensure for the community of 
Kawau Island: the ongoing availability of parking; the storage of waste and provisions; and 
shelter while awaiting the departure or arrival of boats transporting the community of 
Kawau Island. 

c) Removing this parcel of land from the MFA would enable guidance on the remaining parcels 
comprising this park to be managed without the complexities that currently surround 340. 
i) Put simply, a reclassification would open the door to a co-governance or Memorandum 

of Understanding for the management of Allotment 340, ensuring the social, cultural, 
economic and environmental Values of this parcel to the Kawau Island community can 
be met. The community of Kawau Island and associated businesses would like to discuss 
this further the appropriate Council officials, the draft plan reflecting the provision to do 
so. 

d) Making this change to the draft plan supports the social, economic and cultural safety and 
wellbeing of the Kawau Island community. 

e) It was disappointing to learn 340 had been classified as Recreation through notice number 
2022-In2068 of Land Notices on 26 May 2022 and it appears that this change was made 
without public notification. Appreciate public notification may not have been required, 
however, this change, made so recently, is of particular note given Council representatives 
and officers have been regularly reminded that the community of Kawau Island provided 
financial support to the governing body of the time, specifically to ensure the continuation 
of parking and other amenities to service the Kawau Island community.  To have classified 
that parcel immediately prior to this draft plan being released for consultation, quickly 
followed by a council survey targeting Sandspit residents and their use of the carpark 
located there, does not appear to meet the requirements of open and transparent decision 
making under the Local Government Act.  
 

2) The draft plan is missing Social Values for this park. 
a) Please consider the following copy for inclusion under a heading of Social Values: This park is 

the only mainland location for services, access and storage of provisions to the residents and 
ratepayers of Kawau Island. Maintaining access, mail or provision drop-off and collection,  
shelter for goods and people, waste collection and parking of vehicles for Island residents is 
essential to maintain the social and economic welfare of the Kawau Island community. 

b) To omit this from the draft plan: 
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i) Prevents ‘Guidance for developing and managing recreational opportunities, and 
conflicts including clarification of activities that are appropriate; guidance for future 
spatial planning of local parks; considerations and policies for assessing activities’ to be 
provided with the clarity required under the relevant legislation. Not providing the 
guidance intended by this plan creates significant social, access and economic inequity 
for the Kawau Island community. 

ii) The appropriate guidance at a park level would not be sufficiently  possible to support 
two of the four outcome objectives of the Auckland Plan 2050, namely the outcomes of 
Enjoy  (Enjoy our parks and open spaces Ngā papa rēhia | Ensuring our parks and open 
spaces can meet the needs of our growing population) and Utilise (Utilise our parks and 
open spaces Ngā papa rangahau  | Using our parks and open spaces to create a green, 
resilient and prosperous city with thriving communities ). 

iii) The effective and transparent assessment of management decisions would not be 
viable, as the omission of these alterations would exclude the use of Principle 1 (Provide 
for public use and enjoyment of parks by supporting a diverse range of experiences),  
Principle 2 (Enable access and provide connections to the water, the coast, natural 
areas, neighbourhoods and the park network), Principle 3 (Value the input of the 
community in enhancing park outcomes and creating a shared sense of responsibility for 
parks) and Principle 4 (Protect and respect local parks and their taonga (treasures)). 

3) Not providing the guidance intended by this plan creates social, access and economic inequities 
for the Kawau Island community. 

 
4) The draft plan is missing content under Heritage Values for this park.  

a) Please consider the addition of the following copy: Following European settlement the 
Sandspit became, and still is, the main access (destination)  point for Kawau Island. 

b) This was written into the 1977 Sandspit Management Plan and it is important that it is 
carried through to this draft plan, to reflect this location as the main access point for the 
Kawau Island community.  

c) To omit this from the draft plan: 
i) Prevents ‘Guidance for developing and managing recreational opportunities, and 

conflicts including clarification of activities that are appropriate; guidance for future 
spatial planning of local parks; considerations and policies for assessing activities’ to be 
provided with the clarity required under the relevant legislation. Not providing the 
guidance intended by this plan creates social, access and economic risk for the residents 
and ratepayers of Kawau Island. 

ii) The appropriate guidance at a park level would not be sufficiently  possible to support 
two of the four outcome objectives of the Auckland Plan 2050, namely the outcomes of 
Enjoy  (Enjoy our parks and open spaces Ngā papa rēhia | Ensuring our parks and open 
spaces can meet the needs of our growing population) and Utilise (Utilise our parks and 
open spaces Ngā papa rangahau  | Using our parks and open spaces to create a green, 
resilient and prosperous city with thriving communities ). 

iii) The effective and transparent assessment of management decisions would not be 
viable, as the omission of these alterations would exclude the use of Principle 1 (Provide 
for public use and enjoyment of parks by supporting a diverse range of experiences),  
Principle 2 (Enable access and provide connections to the water, the coast, natural 
areas, neighbourhoods and the park network), Principle 3 (Value the input of the 
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community in enhancing park outcomes and creating a shared sense of responsibility for 
parks) and Principle 4 (Protect and respect local parks and their taonga (treasures)). 

d) Not providing the guidance intended by this draft plan creates social, access and economic 
risk for the residents and ratepayers of Kawau Island. 

 
5) The Management Intentions as listed omit references essential to the Kawau Island 

community. 

Please consider copy adjustments to specific points of the list of Management Intentions as 
indicated by the following italicised copy: 

a) For point one: 
i) Manage and maintain the park as the primary access point for residents, ratepayers and 

visitors to Kawau Island, and a centre for boating and recreation activities. Work with 
the community to determine the best ways to improve equitable accessibility to Kawau 
Island and performance of existing boat launching area. 

b) For point five: 
i) Allotment 340 will continue the provision of providing carparking for local Ferry 

operators and Residents of Kawau Island. Continue the policy of charging a fee for 
parking.  

ii) Additional rationale: This was written in the 1977 Sandspit Management Plan and it is 
important that it is carried across into this draft plan.  

c) For point five (new sub-points) In recent years, local  
Sandspit residents have added rocks to a portion of allotment 340, restricting vehicle access 
to the overflow portion of this allotment. This has created issues during peak summer 
holiday periods therefore please consider the inclusion of the following sub-points under 
point 5. 
i) Consider renaming the carpark area “Kawau Island Car Park”, reflecting and retaining 

the original purpose of allotment 340. 
ii) Consider removing the non-structural berm rocks, enabling short-term roadside parking 

on allotment 340 for visitors during the summer months. 
iii) Consider reopening the access to the grassed portions of allotments 340 and 341, for 

overflow or long term parking during peak summer holiday periods. 
d) For point six: 

i) Investigate rationalising buildings and signage in the future, to ensure the provision of 
shelter and safety information is maintained to an acceptable standard to meet the 
requirements of the Kawau Island community. 

ii) Additional rationale: The proposed wording could be interpreted as a signal to remove 
buildings. In addition to the commercial operations of the current buildings, they are 
used to accept and hold mail, deliveries and supplies for permanent residents of Kawau 
Island, shelter for provisions between offloading from car and ferry/water taxi/boat 
departures; shelter for Kawau Island children before and after school (while awaiting 
collection); To not signal the use of these buildings in addition to the commercial 
operations,  sufficient guidance would not be provided to subsequent plans or policies, 
compromising the safety of people and supplies. 
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e) For point seven: 
i) Consider the values, issues and intentions outlined in the management plan when 

investigating/renewing leases as they articulate the community's aspiration for the park. 
f) To omit the copy changes from the draft plan that are suggested in 5 (a) through (e): 

i) Prevents ‘Guidance for developing and managing recreational opportunities, and 
conflicts including clarification of activities that are appropriate; guidance for future 
spatial planning of local parks; considerations and policies for assessing activities’ to be 
provided with the clarity required under the relevant legislation. Not providing the 
guidance intended by this plan creates social, access and economic risk for the residents 
and ratepayers of Kawau Island. 

ii) The appropriate guidance at a park level would not be sufficiently  possible to support 
two of the four outcome objectives of the Auckland Plan 2050, namely the outcomes of 
Enjoy  (Enjoy our parks and open spaces Ngā papa rēhia | Ensuring our parks and open 
spaces can meet the needs of our growing population) and Utilise (Utilise our parks and 
open spaces Ngā papa rangahau  | Using our parks and open spaces to create a green, 
resilient and prosperous city with thriving communities ). 

iii) The effective and transparent assessment of management decisions would not be 
viable, as the omission of these alterations would exclude the use of Principle 1 (Provide 
for public use and enjoyment of parks by supporting a diverse range of experiences),  
Principle 2 (Enable access and provide connections to the water, the coast, natural 
areas, neighbourhoods and the park network), Principle 3 (Value the input of the 
community in enhancing park outcomes and creating a shared sense of responsibility for 
parks) and Principle 4 (Protect and respect local parks and their taonga (treasures)). 

 
 
6) The Leases and Licenses as listed in the draft plan omit references essential to the Kawau 

Island community. 
a)  Please consider copy adjustments to as indicated by the following italicised copy: 

Contemplated leases and licenses within existing footprints on recreation reserve land 
for: Services to residents and ratepayers of Kawau Island, e.g. but not limited to Ferry 
operator, Mail collection, Collection and storage of provisions, Shelter for residents 
awaiting transport to the island. 

b) To omit this change from the draft plan: 
i) Prevents ‘Guidance for developing and managing recreational opportunities, and 

conflicts including clarification of activities that are appropriate; guidance for future 
spatial planning of local parks; considerations and policies for assessing activities’ to be  
provided with the clarity required under the relevant legislation. Not providing the 
guidance intended by this plan creates social, access and economic risk for the residents 
and ratepayers of Kawau Island. 

ii) The appropriate guidance at a park level would not be sufficiently  possible to support 
two of the four outcome objectives of the Auckland Plan 2050, namely the outcomes of 
Enjoy  (Enjoy our parks and open spaces Ngā papa rēhia | Ensuring our parks and open 
spaces can meet the needs of our growing population) and Utilise (Utilise our parks and 
open spaces Ngā papa rangahau  | Using our parks and open spaces to create a green, 
resilient and prosperous city with thriving communities ). 
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iii) The effective and transparent assessment of management decisions would not be 
viable, as the omission of these alterations would exclude the use of Principle 1 (Provide 
for public use and enjoyment of parks by supporting a diverse range of experiences),  
Principle 2 (Enable access and provide connections to the water, the coast, natural 
areas, neighbourhoods and the park network), Principle 3 (Value the input of the 
community in enhancing park outcomes and creating a shared sense of responsibility for 
parks) and Principle 4 (Protect and respect local parks and their taonga (treasures)). 

In reference to Sandspit road – Brick Bay Drive – Rodney, Pages 243 
– 244: 
What do you think about the Management Intentions for this park?  
I do not support. 

7) The Draft Plan indicates the existing long-term boat and boat trailer parking portion of this 
location as having the same Natural Values as the rest of this Scenic Reserve. 
a) This conflicts with the infrastructure of the ground surface and barriers of this parking space, 

which have been maintained as a parking space since this land was purchased.  
8) The Draft Plan is missing Recreation Values/ Other information for this park. 

a) The draft plan omits that a portion of this reserve is allocated to boat trailer parking. This is 
visible in the map, with access through the campground. Providing this area of the reserve 
for boat trailer or long term boat parking formed part of the requirement when the  public 
boat ramp at Sandspit Marina was built. This was to ensure the parking of boat trailers 
would not impede access for emergency vehicles and residents of Kawau Island when 
travelling down Sandspit Road past the marina. In addition to that parking, berm parking 
along the Brick Bay Road frontage of this reserve was enabled during peak summer months, 
to provide overflow parking from the Kawau Island carpark, primarily for residents of the 
surrounding mainland locations to leave their vehicles while out boating in the Hauraki Gulf.  

b) To omit this from the draft plan: 
i) Prevents ‘Guidance for developing and managing recreational opportunities, and 

conflicts including clarification of activities that are appropriate; guidance for future  
spatial planning of local parks; considerations and policies for assessing activities’ to be 
provided with the clarity required under the relevant legislation. Not providing the 
guidance intended by this plan creates significant social and access inequity for the 
people living in mainland locations of the Auckland region. 

ii) The appropriate guidance at a park level would not be sufficiently  possible to support 
two of the four outcome objectives of the Auckland Plan 2050, namely the outcomes of 
Enjoy  (Enjoy our parks and open spaces Ngā papa rēhia | Ensuring our parks and open 
spaces can meet the needs of our growing population) and Utilise (Utilise our parks and 
open spaces Ngā papa rangahau  | Using our parks and open spaces to create a green, 
resilient and prosperous city with thriving communities ). 

iii) The effective and transparent assessment of management decisions would not be 
viable, as the omission of these alterations would exclude the use of Principle 1 (Provide 
for public use and enjoyment of parks by supporting a diverse range of experiences),  
Principle 2 (Enable access and provide connections to the water, the coast, natural 
areas, neighbourhoods and the park network), Principle 3 (Value the input of the 
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community in enhancing park outcomes and creating a shared sense of responsibility for 
parks) and Principle 4 (Protect and respect local parks and their taonga (treasures)). 

 
9) The Management Issues or Management Intentions as listed omit references essential to 

achieving the Principles as outlined in Volume 1. 
a) It should include the management of the boat and boat trailer parking that is only accessed 

through the campground  
b) It should include the management of overflow parking along the road-side berms of Brick 

Bay Road. Currently, residents of Brick Bay Road use various means to prevent this overflow 
parking in summer months. 
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Q52. What do you think about the management 

intentions for this park? 

Q53. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q54. Do you have any other feedback on this park? 

not answered 

Q55. Name of park: 

Q56. What do you think about the management 

intentions for this park? 

Q57. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q58. Do you have any other feedback on this park? 

not answered 

Q59. If you want to give feedback on more individual 

park(s) you can upload your scanned copy. 

Please include your name on each page and tell 

us which park you are giving feedback on. 

Q60. Hearingslet us know if you want to speak to 

your submission at a Hearing. Hearings are 

likely to take place in November 2022. We will 

contact you at least 10 working days prior to the 

hearing date to let you know when and where 

this will take place.Do you wish to speak about 

your submission at a hearing? (if yes, please 

provide an email and/or phone number so we 

can contact you about this) 

Q61.Email: 

Q62. Phone Number: 

not answered 

not answered 

not answered 

https://s3-ap-southeast-2.amazonaws.com/ehq-production­

australia/0039f697b965683cc529cd70bf087865badc7de4/original/1 

660208034/c2d0f696c7aa92e375ab97 49181 f88ff_ Submission _re_ 

Sandspit_carpark.pdf?1660208034 

No 

not answered 

not answered 

289289



Submission to Rodney Local Parks and Council re Sandspit 
Carpark

We strongly submit that future use of the Sandspit Carpark                       
be a resumption of services as follows:

• Dedicated carparks available at all times.  
o Dedicated bays for Kawau Islanders and dedicated carparks for full time 

residents.
o Kawau Islanders to be given swipe cards for entry which would reduce the 

incidence of unauthorised parking.
• An annual charge for these dedicated carparks. 

• Casual paid parking.  
o Utilising the technology that has been used in the past.

Please feel free to contact me if you require any further ideas or information.

Best regards

Brian (Blu) Steven
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RespondentNo: F053

Login: Stefanie Robinson  

Q1 . Overall, what is your opinion of the draft Rodney Mostly support 

Local Parks Management Plan? 

Q2. Tell us why 

Responded At: Aug 12, 2022 09:18:29 am 

Last Seen: Aug 11, 2022 20:27:40 pm 

The plan mostly provides a good level of service in terms of Parks and Recreation to the wider Rodney area. 

Q3. Access and parking (11.1) 

Q4. Tell us why 

not answered 

05. Buildings (11.2)

Q6. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q7. Climate change and natural hazards (11.3) 

QB. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q9. Unmanned aerial vehicles (including drones) 

(11.4) 

Q1 0. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q11. Encroachments (11.5) 

Q12. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q13. Geological and landscape features (11.6) 

Q14. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q15. Historic and cultural heritage (11.7) 

Q1 6. Tell us why 

not answered 

Mostly support 

I don't know 

Mostly support 

Strongly support 

I don't know 

Mostly support 

Mostly support 
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RespondentNo:F054

Login: Kristina Naden

Responded At: Aug 12, 2022 09:04:18 am 

Last Seen: Aug 11, 2022 20:39:16 pm 

Q1 . Overall, what is your opinion of the draft Rodney Mostly support 

Local Parks Management Plan? 

Q2. Tell us why 

I strongly support the use of the Harry James Reserve in Taupaki, by Redhills Pony Club. So much land is being swallowed 

up by (ugly) housing that it is important to retain green spaces that enable activities that the area is so well known for - such 

as equestrian activities. 

Q3. Access and parking (11.1) Strongly support 

Q4. Tell us why 

not answered 

05. Buildings (11.2) Strongly support 

06. Tell us why

not answered

Q7. Climate change and natural hazards (11.3) Mostly support 

QB. Tell us why 

Work needs to be done in the Matua Rd area in Kumeu to manage regular flood risks in parks. This area is well known as a 

flood zone however the building of residential housing has not been managed well and has impacted parks in the area. 

Q9. Unmanned aerial vehicles (including drones) 

(11.4) 

Q1 0. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q11. Encroachments (11.5) 

Q12. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q13. Geological and landscape features (11.6) 

Q14. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q15. Historic and cultural heritage (11.7) 

Strongly support 

Strongly support 

Strongly support 

Strongly support 
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RespondentNo: F055

Login: Nadia Sakey

 

Responded At: Aug 12, 2022 11 :06:13 am 

Last Seen: Aug 11, 2022 21 :21 :15 pm 

Q1 . Overall, what is your opinion of the draft Rodney Mostly support 

Local Parks Management Plan? 

Q2. Tell us why 

I am a strong supporter of protecting our natural habitat and in a world where there is increasing stress and mental health 

issues, we need to provide access to ALL of our community to connect in nature what ever there mode of transport would 

be, legs, bike, or horse, which is vital restorative care unique to each individual. I support all greenways submissions and 

parks recreational plans that aim to do that. I am however, disappointed that our local Rodney council do not do more to 

support the equestrian community within these recreational and greenways plans, instead they are excluded and 

discriminated against as bollards and signs go up excluding horses on shared paths and parks, paper roads are closed off to 

developments and a lack of investment into existing parks (which are also under threat of development) mean that they are 

closed half the year due to flooding. Development is necessary but we are still a rural community and the equestrian 

community has more than doubled in size as people move to the area with the intention of reconnecting with space, animals 

and the outdoors. The Government supports organized sports development and the equestrian sport is one of New 

Zealand's most recognized successes around the World along with Rugby but what is not often recognized is how important 

it is for the mental health of many others who are not competitive in the sport, those that struggle to connect otherwise and 

find peace and balance with a horse and nature. The issue in our Matakana Warkworth area is there are very few safe all 

weather spaces to ride, in fact there are non with the recent closure of Omaha Estuary to trailers. This is not only an issue 

within our community for riders but also an animal wealth-fare consideration. Horses need the space and connection to 

nature as much as we do for our mental health. It becomes a bigger concern when our kids are road riding to get out and 

about and there have been several incidents in our area that should be a huge cause for concern. This is shocking for a 

rural community with a strong equestrian history. 

Q3. Access and parking (11.1) Strongly support 

Q4. Tell us why 

It is important to consider all our community and their mobility needs. Safe Access and plentiful parking for trailers to shared 

greenways will make the greenways easier to use and all year around. 

Q5. Buildings (11.2) Strongly support 

Q6. Tell us why 

Good facilities within recreational parks ensures that disabilities and individual needs are catered for and increases the use 

of the usability of these areas allowing for community events etc - however there will need to be a care and management 

plan in place. 

Q7. Climate change and natural hazards (11.3) Mostly support 
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RespondentNo: FO56

Login: Emma Grayson  

Responded At: Aug 12, 2022 10:45:28 am 

Last Seen: Aug 11, 2022 22:39:52 pm 

Q1 . Overall, what is your opinion of the draft Rodney Mostly support 

Local Parks Management Plan? 

Q2. Tell us why 

It generally seems well thought out except for one area 

Q3. Access and parking (11.1) 

Q4. Tell us why 

not answered 

05. Buildings (11.2)

Q6. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q7. Climate change and natural hazards (11.3) 

QB. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q9. Unmanned aerial vehicles (including drones) 

(11.4) 

Q1 0. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q11. Encroachments (11.5) 

Q12. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q13. Geological and landscape features (11.6) 

Q14. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q15. Historic and cultural heritage (11.7) 

Q1 6. Tell us why 

not answered 

Mostly support 

Mostly support 

Mostly support 

Mostly support 

Strongly support 

Mostly support 

Strongly support 
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RespondentNo: F057

Login: Chris Allan 

Q1 . Overall, what is your opinion of the draft Rodney Do not support 

Local Parks Management Plan? 

Q2. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q3. Access and parking (11.1) 

Q4. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q5. Buildings (11.2) 

Q6. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q7. Climate change and natural hazards (11.3) 

QB. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q9. Unmanned aerial vehicles (including drones) 

(11.4) 

Q1 0. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q11. Encroachments (11.5) 

Q12. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q13. Geological and landscape features (11.6) 

Q14. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q15. Historic and cultural heritage (11.7) 

Q1 6. Tell us why 

not answered 

Do not support 

Do not support 

Do not support 

Do not support 

Do not support 

Do not support 

Do not support 

Responded At: Aug 12, 2022 12:27:04 pm 

Last Seen: Aug 12, 2022 00:13:57 am 
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Omaha Beach Community (Inc) – feedback/submission to the Draft Rodney 

Local Parks Management Plan 

Attachment A – Feedback on individual parks at Omaha 

Note: feedback is referenced to the numbered reserves at Omaha (reference page 127, Volume 2) 

Reserves numbered 1, 2, 4, 7 and 21 – Blue Bell – Thistle– Day Dawn Walkway, Day Dawn 

– Blue Bell –Darroch Walkway, Dungarvon – Blue Bell Walkway, Ida Way –Rita Way

Reserve, Success –Dundarvon-Dornie Walkway.

1. An extensive series of walkways were created in the 1970s development of Omaha Beach

North, connecting streets, in some instances to reserves, and in most (but not all) cases

including access to Omaha Beach. The entire spit area (by reference to aerial photographs

taken at the time of development) was extensively modified to create the subdivision. There

are no known recorded locations or areas of cultural significance to Māori or having

archaeological values within the Omaha North residential settlement. The walkways

comprise formed concrete paths with grass berms or margins to adjoining residential

sections and with tree and shrub planting –indigenous and exotic species. While diagrams

show the walkways extending into the Omaha Beach reserve, that reserve is within the

Omaha Beach Reserve (No 13) so the walkway reserves end at the boundary of the

esplanade reserve. The walkways contain no significant ecological or biodiversity areas, or

geological and landscape features, and there are no wetland ecosystems present. There are

no known hazards or constraints and the walkways inland of the esplanade reserve and on

the higher ground west of the beach are not subject to coastal hazard.

2. For each reserve statement of values and management issues and intentions.

Page 1: Delete from list of values: Cultural values, Significant ecological and biodiversity 

areas, geological and landscape features. Amend ecosystem values by deleting “and 

wetland”. 

Page 2: 

(a) Delete entire statement headed “Cultural Values”

(b) Insert under “Recreation Values” – walking, jogging, cycling

(c) Delete entire statement headed “Natural Values”

(d) Amend statement headed “Other Information”, deleting 1st bullet point.

(e) Amend statement under the heading “Management Issues” to read:

Local access ways in Omaha are an important part of the local park network;

providing pedestrian access to local streets within the residential settlement, to the

beach and to reserves in the area. Many of the accessways also provide underground

services for the local catchment. Recognised pest plants are present. Unauthorised

pruning and sometimes major limb removal by adjoining property owners is a long-

standing issue.
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(f) Amend the statement under “Management Intentions” to read:

Maintain local accessways and the reserve for street, beach and park connectivity, for 

underground services, and as open space for informal recreation, native habitat and wildlife. 

Remove pest plants and control animal pests. Prevent unauthorised pruning, limb removal 

and poisoning of vegetation, particularly indigenous species.  

Reserve numbered 3 – Dune Walkway 

1. Amendment of the listed titles included within the Dune Walkway Reserve, by

transferring land areas from the Omaha Beach Reserve (as referred to below, better named

Omaha Shorebirds Reserve) (numbered 13) is required. With regard to the Dune Walkway

Reserve, the titles listed on page 1 of the Omaha Beach Reserve management plan

numbered 8 – 20 (all of which are identified as Local purpose (esplanade) reserve) should be

transferred to the Dune Walkway Reserve, as the Omaha Beach Reserve should have

included in it the land areas which are part of the Omaha shorebirds roosting and

nesting/breeding areas, but not esplanade reserve areas south of that.

2. Delete from Heritage values “structures, gardens and trees”

3. Delete from the statement of Cultural Values “Subdivision earthworks in modern times

have exposed many midden and occupation areas, many of which have been excavated.”

4. Amend Recreation Values, deleting “no information for this section” and adding:

“Walking Jogging, informal recreation”.

5. Amend Heritage Values by deleting “no information for this section” and adding: “refer

statement of Cultural values”.

6. Amend “Other Information”: (a) delete 1st bullet point; amend 2nd bullet point to read:

“There is a proposal to create an Omaha to Tawharanui coastal walkway (reference: Rodney

Greenways Paths and Trails Plan (Puhoi to Pakiri)). The proposed route passes through the

southern part of the reserve.”

7. Amend all references to “park” or “parkland” to “reserve”.

Reserve numbered 5 –Excelsior Way Reserve 

1. Delete the words “and wetland” from the list of Natural Values.

2. Delete the general statement of Cultural Values.

3. Under Recreation Values delete “no information for this section”, and insert: “Walking,

jogging and cycling, informal recreation, children’s Play space.”

4. Delete the 1st bullet point under “Other Information”.

5. Add under Management Intentions “2. Maintain and where appropriate improve the

playground equipment”, and “3. Maintain an active program of removal of kikuyu and other

invasive exotic species from within the indigenous vegetation established on the dune

formation.”
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Reserve numbered 6 – Golf Course Reserve 

1. The draft “management intentions” acknowledges the land is not classified under the

Reserves Act 1977. The Omaha Beach Golf Club golf course was established in 2 stages as

part of the development of the Omaha North and then the Omaha South residential coastal

settlement. In both cases the land was privately owned when developed as a golf course

and subsequently vested in the (then) Rodney District Council and immediately leased to the

golf club on a long-term lease at a nominal rental in recognition of the established land-use,

and that the entire cost of establishment of the golf course, and all responsibility for the

ongoing maintenance and improvement of the course would fall on the golf club, as

provided for in the lease agreement. A new licence agreement for the same 30-year term as

the original (10 years and 2 rights of renewal) at a nominal rental was agreed in 2019. The

land has never been classified as a reserve nor will it ever be while it remains a golf course.

It is legally and factually incorrect to refer to the golf course as the “Golf Course Reserve”.

Nor is it correct to refer to it as a park or parkland. It does not meet the definition of Park as

found in the definitions section in the Appendix to the draft Plan. It is not managed by the

Council as a park – in fact the Council performs no management functions on or in relation

to the land.

2. There is no legal or factual basis for proposing a reserve management plan apply to the

Omaha Beach Golf Course. The entire section which refers to the “Golf Course Reserve”

must be deleted. Refer also to section 1 of the feedback/submission, paragraph 5.

3. For completeness, and without derogating from the request for the deletion of the entire

section addressing the so-called “Golf Course Reserve”, it is noted:

(a) the golf course is used outside the time periods it is being used for golf by locals for

walking. Contrary to the statement in “Other Information” there is no proposal to create an

Omaha Wetlands Walk within the course. The reference to the Rodney Greenways Paths

and Trails Plan is outdated. The updated walkway plan for Omaha identifies a walkway using

the new shared path constructed along Omaha Drive, the existing walkway along

Mangatawhiri Road with a linkage at the southern end to the proposed coastal walkway

that would extend to the Tawharanui Regional Park.

(b) while it is not relevant, it is noted that golfers do not need to walk across multiple roads

to access the golf course. There is one crossing on Broadlands Drive between the northern

and southern parts of the   course.

(c) there are isolated specimens of NZ kauri in 2 locations on the course. Neither location is

accessible to the public, nor are they in a location where golfing activity takes place. Only

pest control work would take place near these isolated specimens. There is no requirement

for “appropriate hygiene measures”.

(d) a licence in favour of the Omaha Beach Golf Club is not “contemplated” – it was

approved by the RLB in 2019.

Reserve numbered 7 – Ida Way – Rita Way Reserve 
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1. An extensive series of walkways were created in the 1970s development of Omaha Beach

North, connecting streets, in some instances to reserves, and in most (but not all) cases

including access to Omaha Beach. The entire spit area (by reference to aerial photographs

taken at the time of development) was extensively modified to create the subdivision. There

are no known recorded locations or areas of cultural significance to Māori or having

archaeological values within the Omaha North residential settlement. The walkways

comprise formed concrete paths with grass berms or margins to adjoining residential

sections and with tree and shrub planting –indigenous and exotic species. While diagrams

show the walkways extending into the Omaha Beach reserve, that reserve is within the

Omaha Beach Reserve (No 13) so the walkway reserves end at the boundary of the

esplanade reserve. The walkways contain no significant ecological or biodiversity areas, or

geological and landscape features, and there are no wetland ecosystems present. There are

no known hazards or constraints and the walkways inland of the esplanade reserve and on

the higher ground west of the beach are not subject to coastal hazard.

2. In the reserve statement of values and management issues and intentions.

Page 1: Delete from list of values: Cultural values, Significant ecological and biodiversity 

areas, geological and landscape features. Amend ecosystem values by deleting “and 

wetland”. 

Page 2: 

(f) Delete entire statement headed “Cultural Values”

(g) Insert under “Recreation Values” – walking, jogging, cycling

(h) Delete entire statement headed “Natural Values”

(i) Amend statement headed “Other Information”, deleting 1st bullet point.

(j) Amend statement under the heading “Management Issues” to read:

Local access ways in Omaha are an important part of the local park network;

providing pedestrian access to local streets within the residential settlement, to the

beach and to reserves in the area. Many of the accessways also provide underground

services for the local catchment. Recognised pest plants are present. Unauthorised

pruning and sometimes major limb removal by adjoining property owners is a long-

standing issue.

(f) Amend the statement under “Management Intentions” to read:

Maintain local accessways and the reserve for street, beach and park connectivity, for 

underground services, and as open space for informal recreation, native habitat and wildlife. 

Remove pest plants and control animal pests. Prevent unauthorised pruning, limb removal 

and poisoning of vegetation, particularly indigenous species.  

Reserve numbered 8 – Jane Gifford –Meiklejohn Walkway Reserve 

1. An extensive series of walkways were created in the 1970s development of Omaha Beach

North, connecting streets, in some instances to reserves, and in most (but not all) cases

including access to Omaha Beach. The entire spit area (by reference to aerial photographs

taken at the time of development) was extensively modified to create the subdivision. There
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are no known recorded locations or areas of cultural significance to Māori or having 

archaeological values within the Omaha North residential settlement. The walkways 

comprise formed concrete paths with grass berms or margins to adjoining residential 

sections and with tree and shrub planting –indigenous and exotic species. While diagrams 

show the walkways extending into the Omaha Beach reserve, that reserve is within the 

Omaha Beach Reserve (No 13) so the walkway reserves end at the boundary of the 

esplanade reserve. The walkways contain no significant ecological or biodiversity areas, or 

geological and landscape features, and there are no wetland ecosystems present. There are 

no known hazards or constraints and the walkways inland of the esplanade reserve and on 

the higher ground west of the beach are not subject to coastal hazard. 

2. In the reserve statement of values and management issues and intentions.

Page 1: Delete from list of values: Cultural values, Significant ecological and biodiversity 

areas, geological and landscape features. Amend ecosystem values by deleting “and 

wetland”. 

Page 2: 

(k) Delete entire statement headed “Cultural Values”

(l) Insert under “Recreation Values” – walking, jogging, cycling

(m) Delete entire statement headed “Natural Values”

(n) Amend statement headed “Other Information”, deleting 1st bullet point.

(o) Amend statement under the heading “Management Issues” to read:

Local access ways in Omaha are an important part of the local park network;

providing pedestrian access to local streets within the residential settlement, to the

beach and to reserves in the area. Many of the accessways also provide underground

services for the local catchment. Recognised pest plants are present. Unauthorised

pruning and sometimes major limb removal by adjoining property owners is a long-

standing issue. The area classified as recreation reserve provides a stormwater

detention area in high rainfall events, and access can be restricted or prevented by

floodwaters depending on the intensity and duration of the rainfall event.

(f) Amend the statement under “Management Intentions” to read:

Maintain local accessways and the reserve for street, beach and park connectivity, for 

underground services, and as open space for informal recreation, native habitat and wildlife. 

Remove pest plants and control animal pests. Prevent unauthorised pruning, limb removal 

and poisoning of vegetation, particularly indigenous species. Recognise that part of the 

reserve is subject to inundation in high intensity rainfall events, and provides a stormwater 

detention function, so regular maintenance and where necessary improvement of 

stormwater infrastructure is required. 

Reserve numbered 9 –Kewai Street Reserve 

1. Delete from list of values: Mapping Feature Management Focus Area – Informal

recreation
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2. (a) Delete the sections headed Cultural Values, Natural Values and Heritage Values.

(b) Amend the section headed Recreation Values by deleting “no information for the

section” and inserting “walking” 

(c) Delete the headings Natural Values and Heritage Values as no information is included.

(d) Amend the section headed Management Issues to read: “The reserve has an

important drainage function for the surrounding catchment. Maintenance of the 

stormwater infrastructure and wetland vegetation within the reserve is an ongoing 

requirement.” 

(e) Under the heading Management Intentions delete “no information for the section” and

insert: “ regular maintenance and where necessary improvement/upgrading of stormwater 

infrastructure is required.”   

Reserve numbered 10 – Kokopu Street Reserve 

1. Delete from list of values: Cultural values, Heritage values, and Mapping features.

2. (a) Delete the section headed Cultural Values (all cultural sites (middens) at Omaha Beach

South were identified in consultation with iwi, located as part of the subdivision survey, and

the presence of the cultural site is identified on the titles, and where these are located).

(b) Under the heading Recreation Values delete “no information for this section” and insert

“walking, jogging and cycling”

(c) Under the heading Other Information amend the first bullet point to read “The reserve

has an important stormwater function for the surrounding catchment”; delete the 2nd bullet

point.

(d) Under the heading Management Issues replace the word “park” with “reserve” and

delete the words “especially when local roads are busy”. Add “Recognise that part of the

reserve has an important stormwater detention and stormwater quality function”.

(e) Under the heading Management Intentions replace the existing wording with: “1.

Maintain local accessways and the reserve for street, beach and park connectivity, for

underground services, and as open space for informal recreation, native habitat and wildlife.

Remove pest plants and control animal pests. Prevent unauthorised pruning, limb removal

and poisoning of vegetation, particularly indigenous species. 2. Recognise that part of the

reserve has an important stormwater function, so regular maintenance and where

necessary improvement of stormwater infrastructure and wetland vegetation is required.”

Reserve numbered 11 –Manuhiri Reserve 

1. Delete from the list of values: “Significant ecological and biodiversity areas”, amend 3rd in

the list of Natural values to read “Reserve that is adjacent to the coast”, delete “Geological

and landscape features”.

2. (a) Under the heading Cultural Values delete the general statement as to cultural values

and replace with: “The Omaha South reserve network contains identified cultural sites and
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pouwhenua, 1 of which is located in this reserve at the location of an identified cultural 

site.” 

(b) Under the heading Recreation Values change the wording to read “walking, jogging and

cycling, informal recreation (children’s playground and tennis courts).”

(c) Under the heading Natural Values delete the 1st and 2nd bullet points.

(d) Under the heading Heritage Values replace “no information for this section” with

“Identified cultural/ancestral site, and 1 of 5 pouwhenua located on the Omaha South

Foreshore is within this reserve.”

(e) Under the heading Other Information replace the words “park” and “parkland” with

“reserve”.

(f) Under the heading Management Issues replace the word “park” with “reserve” and

delete the words “especially when local roads are busy”.

(g) Under the heading Management Issues replace existing wording with: “Maintain local

accessways and the reserve for street, beach and park connectivity, for underground

services, and as open space for informal recreation, native habitat and wildlife. Remove pest

plants and control animal pests. Prevent unauthorised pruning, limb removal and poisoning

of vegetation, particularly indigenous species. In conjunction with the OBRS, maintain and

where appropriate improve the existing children’s playground and tennis courts.”

(h) under the heading Leases and Licences delete existing wording and replace with: “The

tennis courts are subject to an existing lease to the OBRS”.

Reserve numbered 12 – Omaha Beach Boat Launching & Wharf Reserve 

1. Delete from the List of values: Cultural values and Natural values.

2. Add under Recreation values “Car and trailer parking associated with boating activity and

the use of the boat ramp and wharf. Base for waka-ama activities and storage. Toilet block.”

3. Delete the entire statements under Cultural Values, Natural Values, Heritage Values and

Other Information.

4. Under Recreation Values delete “no information for this section” and replace with:

“Boating activities, boat trailer and car parking, waka-ama activities and waka-ama storage,

public toilet facilities.”

5. Under Management Intentions replace paragraph 2 with: “In partnership with the OBC

and the Omaha community improve the infrastructure and other facilities on the reserve to

recognise and provide for increasing numbers of boats and people engaged in marine -

related recreation. Complete agreed upgrade/improvements to the parking area.”

Reserve numbered 13 – Omaha Beach Reserve 
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1. Rename this reserve “Omaha Shorebirds Reserve”. This will recognise the classification of

land within the reserve as wildlife protection, and that the primary purpose and function of

the reserve is to provide a shorebirds sanctuary.

2. Amend the land areas (titles) that comprise this reserve. By reference to the map of the

reserve area, those titles numbered 8 – 20 should be re-located into the Dune Walkway

Reserve (reserve numbered 3). Additionally, land area numbered 1 (Section 3 SO 524772 –

Local Purpose (wildlife protection) reserve) should be re-located from the Whangateau

Harbour Esplanade Reserve (numbered 23) to this reserve.

3. Remove from the List of values reference to Wahi tupuna values, and historic site values.

4. Remove the entire statement under Cultural Values.

5. Replace throughout the statement of values the words “park” or “parkland” with

“reserve”.

6. Delete the 4th and 7th bullet points under Other Information.

7. Add a new paragraph 5 to Management Intentions as follows: “Secure the necessary

consents/authorisations for and complete construction of an extension to the predator

fence so that it extends below the LWM in the Whangateau Harbour.”

8. Delete the statement under Leases and Licences.

Reserve numbered 13 – Omaha Golf Course Bush 

1. Rename this reserve “North Omaha –Taniko Wetland Reserve”. The golf course is not a

reserve, or a park. (Refer Section 1 paragraph 5). This area of Kahikatea-Pukatea swamp

forest is part of the “Omaha Sequence” biodiversity focus area. (Refer

https://www.tiakitamakimakaurau.nz/discover-tamaki-makaurau/learn-about-your-

area/bfa-omaha-sequence/) It is identified (the entire Omaha Sequence north and south of

Broadlands Drive) on the Auckland Council Conservation Auckland website as one of the

largest and most important swamp forests remnants in Tamaki Makaurau.

2. This reserve is wrongly classified as a Scenic Reserve under s 19 (1) (b). The other part of

the Omaha Sequence south of Broadlands Drive is a reserve owned and administered by the

Department of Conservation as a Scientific Reserve (s21 (1)), as this northern part of the

Omaha Sequence ought to be. This correctly identifies the regional and national significance

of this swamp forest and its intact vegetation sequence. This aligns with the stated purpose

of a scientific reserve: “protecting and preserving in perpetuity for scientific study, research,

education, and the benefit of the country, ecological associations, plant or animal

communities, types of soil, geomorphological phenomena, and like matters of special

interest.”

3. Delete from the List of values associated with the park: Recreation values. The

proposition that this regionally significant swamp forest remnant should be available for

recreation of any form (and its present classification is a scenic reserve, where free entry

and access by the public is provided for in s19) amounts to a failure to recognise the
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significance of the vegetation sequence and its vulnerability to the adverse effects of its use 

for any form of recreational activity. At a practical level, access is not available from the golf 

course (nor should it be). 

4.Delete the statement under Cultural Values. Delete reference to Recreation Values.

5. Under Natural Values revise the 1st bullet point to read: “part of the Omaha Sequence

biodiversity focus area, and the northern part of one of the largest and most important

swamp forest remnants in Tamaki Makaurau.”

6. Delete the 1st 2nd bullet points under Other Information. The reference to a proposal for

an Omaha Wetlands Walk is to an out-of-date walkway proposal. There is now no proposal

under the revised Rodney Greenways Plan (Puhoi to Pakiri) for a walkway on the golf course

or for that matter in or on the edges of this swamp forest.

7. Replace the words “park” or “parkland” with “reserve”.

8. Under Management Issues delete “no known issues” with “pest plants and animals

impacting on the swamp forest ecological and biodiversity values”.

9. A 2015 report by Wildlands Consultants commissioned by Watercare entitled: “Ecological

assessment of the Omaha –Taniko Wetland Complex, at Omaha” states:

The kahikatea swamp forest is the largest and best remaining example of this habitat type in the 

Auckland Ecological Region. The wetland complex as a whole is also the best and most extensive 

example of an ecological sequence from terrestrial to estuarine habitats in both the Auckland 

Ecological Region and nationally. (Page 3) 

The report identified the forest north of Broadlands Drive as part of the kahikatea forest 

sequence within the swamp forest. The following 2 paragraphs identify the vegetation 

sequence and the environmental pest plants present in this part of the forest: 

North of Broadlands Drive, the forest is dominated by mature kahikatea with frequent puriri 

(Vitex lucens), and occasional totara and tī kōuka (Cordyline australis). Along the eastern edge of 

the forest, the foliage on upper branches exposed to the east was often brown (Appendix 4: Plate 

2). This foliage death was not seen on the western, inland edge of the forest, and is not adjacent to 

an area affected by the discharge or recent housing developments. As such the most likely cause 

of this foliage death is salt spray. In this area of the kahikatea forest, the sub-canopy comprises 

frequent nīkau (Rhopalostylis sapida), kiekie (Freycinetia banksii), and kaeao (supplejack: 

Ripogonum scandens), with kiekie and tupari-maunga (Gahnia xanthacarpa) in the understorey 

and scattered coastal karamū (Coprosma macrocarpa subsp. minor). Exotic plants are largely 

restricted to the forest margins.  

Environmental pest plants present on the northern edge of Broadlands Drive include 

agapanthus (Agapanthus praecox) and tuber ladder fern (Nephrolepis cordifolia). On the 

western, northern, and eastern edges scattered exotic trees include sheoak (Casuarina 

cunninghamiana), Sydney golden wattle (Acacia longifolia), brush wattle (Paraserianthes 

lophantha), coastal banksia (Banksia integrifolia), Moreton Bay fig (Ficus macrophylla), and 

Norfolk Island hibiscus tree (Lagunaria patersonia subsp. patersonia). (Page 4) 

This information should form the basis for identification of Management Issues and 

Management Intentions. 
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10. Delete the wording under Management Intentions (note there is no record of kauri

being present in this reserve) and replace with: “Maintain protect and enhance this

regionally and nationally significant swamp forest remnant. Develop a plan and action

program for environmental pest plant and animal control and, in conjunction with the

community, maintain an active regime of pest plant and pest animal removal.”

11. Delete reference to Leases and Licences.

Reserve numbered 15 – Omaha Reserve 

1. This land area on which are located the Omaha Community Centre building, the Omaha

Bowling Club, the Omaha Tennis Club, and a part of the Omaha Beach Golf Club facilities

and golf course, was once called the Omaha Reserve, and was classified as a Local Purpose

Reserve. The Council completed the process of removing that classification in 2017. All the

land is leased or subject to a license agreement with the 3 clubs apart from the Community

Centre and its curtilage which is leased to the OBC.

2. Council-owned land not classified as a reserve under the Act should not (and legally

cannot) be included in the reserve management plan process. Refer Section 1, paragraph 5

of this feedback/submission.

3. The entire proposed management plan for this land should be deleted from Volume 2.

Reserve numbered 16 – Omaha South Quarry Reserve 

1. Delete from the List of Cultural values Wahi tupuna values, and Heritage values.

2. Delete the statement under Cultural Values.

3. Under Recreation Values delete “no information for this section” and replace with:

“walking, jogging, cycling, informal recreation”.

4. Delete Heritage Values.

5. Delete the 2nd and 3rd bullet points under Other Information. Add a new bullet point: “The

reserve includes a car park for park users.”

6. Under Management Intentions, delete the 2nd sentence, Paragraph 1.

7. Replace the words “park” or “parkland” with “reserve”.

Reserve numbered 17 – Omaha South Quarry Track 

1. Delete the entire section under Cultural Values, and the 2nd bullet point under Other

Information.

2. Amend Recreation Values by deleting “no information for this section” and inserting:

“walking, jogging, cycling and informal recreation”.

3. Under Management Issues add a 2nd bullet point: “Existing walkway is subject to

stormwater inundation, affecting the use of this popular walking and jogging path.”
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4. Under Management Intentions add a new paragraph 2: “Upgrade the existing walkway to

boardwalk where presently inundated by stormwater.”

Reserve numbered 18 – Pukemateko Reserve Omaha South 

1. Delete Cultural Values section.

2. Amend Recreation Values by deleting “no information for this section, and replacing with

“walking, jogging, cycling, playground, tennis courts and car parking for park and beach

users.”

3. Amend Natural Values by deletion of the 4th bullet point.

4. Under Other Information delete the 1st bullet point.

5. Under Management Issues amend in the 1st bullet point the 2nd sentence to read:

“Pathways in the reserve are concrete and boardwalk.”

6. Under Management Intentions delete existing wording in paragraph 4 and replace with:

“Maintain and enhance existing paths and boardwalks, playground equipment and other

facilities and car parking”. Add new paragraph 5: “Maintain stormwater drainage and

treatment functions through maintenance repair and where necessary upgrading of

infrastructure and wetland vegetation.”

7. Amend Leases and Licences by deleting the existing wording and replacing with: “Existing

tennis courts are leased to and managed by the OBRS.”

Reserve numbered 19 –Rahui Te Kiri Reserve 

1. Delete from the List of values – Natural values reference to Significant ecological and

biodiversity areas and to Geological and landscape features.

2. Under Recreation Values delete “No information for the section”, and replace with

“Walking, jogging, cycling and informal recreation.”

3. Under Natural Values delete the 3rd bullet point (dune vegetation is not present).

4. Under Other Information, delete the 1st bullet point. Add to the 2nd bullet point “Sites of

cultural value to Maori (middens) are present within this reserve. The locations are recorded

on the land title.”

5. Under Management Intentions amend paragraph 1 to read: “Take into account flood

prone nature of reserve when undertaking reserve development.” Delete existing wording

in paragraph 2 and replace with “Protect and maintain cultural sites (midden)”.

Reserve numbered 20 – Rita Way –Excelsior Way – Lagoon Way Reserve 

1. In the List of values, Natural values delete the words “and wetland”.

2. Delete the entire sections under Cultural Values, Heritage Values and Other Information.

3. Under Recreation Values delete “no information for this section”, and replace with

“Walking, jogging, cycling, informal recreation.”
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4. Under Natural Values delete “no information for this section and replace with

“established mature indigenous vegetation (pohutukawa)”.

5. Replace throughout the words “park” and “parkland” with “reserve”.

6. Under Management Issues, amend the 2nd bullet point to read: “Local access ways in

Omaha are an important part of the local park network; providing pedestrian access to local

streets within the residential settlement, to the beach and to reserves in the area. Many of

the accessways also provide underground services for the local catchment. Recognised pest

plants are present. Unauthorised pruning and sometimes major limb removal by adjoining

property owners is a long-standing issue”.

7. Under Management Intentions, amend paragraph 2 to read: “Maintain local accessways

and the reserve for street, beach and park connectivity, for underground services, and as

open space for informal recreation, native habitat and wildlife. Remove pest plants and

control animal pests. Prevent unauthorised pruning, limb removal and poisoning of

vegetation, particularly indigenous species”.

Reserve numbered 22 –Tuna Place Reserve 

1. Amend Recreation Values by deleting “no information for this section” and replacing with

“walking, jogging, cycling, informal recreation, playground and tennis courts.”

2. Under Natural Values delete 3rd bullet point.

3. Under Heritage Values delete “no information for this section and replace with “The

reserve contains sites of cultural value to Maori (middens). The locations are recorded on

the land title numbered 2.”

4. Under Management Issues delete existing 2 bullet points and replace with: “Part of the

reserve (near Mangatawhiri Rd) has a stormwater function and stormwater infrastructure

needs maintenance and repair (and upgrading if necessary)”.

5. Under Management Intentions amend paragraph 3 to read: “Take into account the

stormwater function of part of the reserve and protect, maintain and where necessary

repair or improve the stormwater infrastructure.” Add as paragraph 4: “Maintain and where

necessary repair or upgrade the children’s playground facility.”

6. Under Leases and Licences delete existing wording and replace with: “The tennis courts

are leased to the OBRS and are managed and maintained by the Society.”

Reserve numbered 23 –Whangateau Harbour Esplanade Reserve 

1. Remove from the list of land areas land area 1 (Section 3 SO 524772 classified as Local

purpose (wildlife protection) reserve). As stated in the feedback/submission on Reserve

numbered 13, this land is within the Omaha Shorebirds Sanctuary and should be part of the

land within that reserve.
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2. From the List of values, delete all of the listed Natural values (only land area 1 which is

part of the Omaha Shorebirds Sanctuary and should be removed from this reserve area

(refer paragraph 1 above) has significant ecological and biodiversity areas.

3. Under Recreation Values delete “no information for this section” and replace with:

“Water access for boating and swimming, walking and informal recreation”.

4. Under Other Information, delete the 1st 2nd 4th and 6th bullet points.

5. Under Management Issues, amend the 1st bullet point to read: “Protect and enhance the

harbour edge to manage on-going erosion, including a program of establishing and

maintaining riparian planting.”

6. Under Management Intentions amend paragraph 2 to read: “Carry out as necessary weed

and animal pest control on the dunes and along the harbour frontage, and support

community initiatives in this necessary work. Amend Paragraph 3 by deleting the words: “if

possible”. Delete Paragraph 4.

Reserve numbered 24 – William Fraser Reserve 

1. Delete from the List of values, Cultural Values and Heritage Values, and amend the list of

Natural values by deleting the words “and wetland”.

2. Delete the entire section under Cultural Values.

3. Under Recreation Values delete “no information for this section”, and replace with:

“walking, informal recreation, children’s playground, surf lifesaving facilities and activities.”

4. Under Other Information delete the 1st and 2nd bullet points. Amend the 3rd bullet point

to read: “The dune foreshore area of the reserve is vulnerable to coastal erosion. Over time

this could impact on recreational use, park assets and facilities.” Add a further bullet point

“The reserve is an important location for public toilet and changing facilities.”

5. Under Management Issues add a further bullet point: “Maintaining and where necessary

improving existing recreation facilities (playground and picnicking facilities) and public toilet

and changing facilities.”

6. Under Management Intentions amend paragraph 5 to read “Investigate opportunities to

further improve facilities in the park with the OBC and the community. Add a new

paragraph 6 to read: “Maintain and repair, and where necessary improve the existing

recreation facilities and public toilet and changing facilities.”
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RespondentNo: F058 

Login: Samantha Allan 

Q1 . Overall, what is your opinion of the draft Rodney Do not support 

Local Parks Management Plan? 

Q2. Tell us why 

I endorse support and adopt the attached submissions of OBC. See Attachment A. 

Q3. Access and parking (11.1) Do not support 

Q4. Tell us why 

I endorse support and adopt the attached submissions of OBC. See Attachment A. 

05. Buildings (11.2) Do not support 

06. Tell us why

I endorse support and adopt the attached submissions of OBC. See Attachment A.

Q7. Climate change and natural hazards (11.3) Do not support 

QB. Tell us why 

I endorse support and adopt the attached submissions of OBC. See Attachment A. 

Q9. Unmanned aerial vehicles (including drones) 

(11.4) 

Q1 0. Tell us why 

Do not support 

I endorse support and adopt the attached submissions of OBC. See Attachment A. 

Q11. Encroachments (11.5) Do not support 

Q12. Tell us why 

I endorse support and adopt the attached submissions of OBC. See Attachment A. 

Q13. Geological and landscape features (11.6) Do not support 

Q14. Tell us why 

I endorse support and adopt the attached submissions of OBC. See Attachment A. 

Q15. Historic and cultural heritage (11.7) Do not support 

Q1 6. Tell us why 

I endorse support and adopt the attached submissions of OBC. See Attachment A. 

Responded At: Aug 12, 2022 12:36:14 pm 

Last Seen: Aug 12, 2022 00:28:51 am 
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Omaha Beach Community (Inc) – feedback/submission to the Draft Rodney 

Local Parks Management Plan 

Attachment A – Feedback on individual parks at Omaha 

Note: feedback is referenced to the numbered reserves at Omaha (reference page 127, Volume 2) 

 

Reserves numbered 1, 2, 4, 7 and 21 – Blue Bell – Thistle– Day Dawn Walkway, Day Dawn 

– Blue Bell –Darroch Walkway, Dungarvon – Blue Bell Walkway, Ida Way –Rita Way 

Reserve, Success –Dundarvon-Dornie Walkway. 

1. An extensive series of walkways were created in the 1970s development of Omaha Beach 

North, connecting streets, in some instances to reserves, and in most (but not all) cases 

including access to Omaha Beach. The entire spit area (by reference to aerial photographs 

taken at the time of development) was extensively modified to create the subdivision. There 

are no known recorded locations or areas of cultural significance to Māori or having 

archaeological values within the Omaha North residential settlement. The walkways 

comprise formed concrete paths with grass berms or margins to adjoining residential 

sections and with tree and shrub planting –indigenous and exotic species. While diagrams 

show the walkways extending into the Omaha Beach reserve, that reserve is within the 

Omaha Beach Reserve (No 13) so the walkway reserves end at the boundary of the 

esplanade reserve. The walkways contain no significant ecological or biodiversity areas, or 

geological and landscape features, and there are no wetland ecosystems present. There are 

no known hazards or constraints and the walkways inland of the esplanade reserve and on 

the higher ground west of the beach are not subject to coastal hazard. 

2. For each reserve statement of values and management issues and intentions. 

Page 1: Delete from list of values: Cultural values, Significant ecological and biodiversity 

areas, geological and landscape features. Amend ecosystem values by deleting “and 

wetland”. 

Page 2:  

(a) Delete entire statement headed “Cultural Values” 

(b) Insert under “Recreation Values” – walking, jogging, cycling 

(c) Delete entire statement headed “Natural Values” 

(d) Amend statement headed “Other Information”, deleting 1st bullet point. 

(e) Amend statement under the heading “Management Issues” to read: 

Local access ways in Omaha are an important part of the local park network; 

providing pedestrian access to local streets within the residential settlement, to the 

beach and to reserves in the area. Many of the accessways also provide underground 

services for the local catchment. Recognised pest plants are present. Unauthorised 

pruning and sometimes major limb removal by adjoining property owners is a long-

standing issue. 
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     (f) Amend the statement under “Management Intentions” to read: 

Maintain local accessways and the reserve for street, beach and park connectivity, for 

underground services, and as open space for informal recreation, native habitat and wildlife. 

Remove pest plants and control animal pests. Prevent unauthorised pruning, limb removal 

and poisoning of vegetation, particularly indigenous species.  

Reserve numbered 3 – Dune Walkway 

1. Amendment of the listed titles included within the Dune Walkway Reserve, by 

transferring land areas from the Omaha Beach Reserve (as referred to below, better named 

Omaha Shorebirds Reserve) (numbered 13) is required. With regard to the Dune Walkway 

Reserve, the titles listed on page 1 of the Omaha Beach Reserve management plan 

numbered 8 – 20 (all of which are identified as Local purpose (esplanade) reserve) should be 

transferred to the Dune Walkway Reserve, as the Omaha Beach Reserve should have 

included in it the land areas which are part of the Omaha shorebirds roosting and 

nesting/breeding areas, but not esplanade reserve areas south of that. 

2. Delete from Heritage values “structures, gardens and trees” 

3. Delete from the statement of Cultural Values “Subdivision earthworks in modern times 

have exposed many midden and occupation areas, many of which have been excavated.” 

4. Amend Recreation Values, deleting “no information for this section” and adding: 

“Walking Jogging, informal recreation”. 

5. Amend Heritage Values by deleting “no information for this section” and adding: “refer 

statement of Cultural values”. 

6. Amend “Other Information”: (a) delete 1st bullet point; amend 2nd bullet point to read: 

“There is a proposal to create an Omaha to Tawharanui coastal walkway (reference: Rodney 

Greenways Paths and Trails Plan (Puhoi to Pakiri)). The proposed route passes through the 

southern part of the reserve.” 

7. Amend all references to “park” or “parkland” to “reserve”. 

Reserve numbered 5 –Excelsior Way Reserve 

1. Delete the words “and wetland” from the list of Natural Values. 

2. Delete the general statement of Cultural Values.  

 3. Under Recreation Values delete “no information for this section”, and insert: “Walking, 

jogging and cycling, informal recreation, children’s Play space.” 

4. Delete the 1st bullet point under “Other Information”. 

5. Add under Management Intentions “2. Maintain and where appropriate improve the 

playground equipment”, and “3. Maintain an active program of removal of kikuyu and other 

invasive exotic species from within the indigenous vegetation established on the dune 

formation.” 
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Reserve numbered 6 – Golf Course Reserve 

1. The draft “management intentions” acknowledges the land is not classified under the 

Reserves Act 1977. The Omaha Beach Golf Club golf course was established in 2 stages as 

part of the development of the Omaha North and then the Omaha South residential coastal 

settlement. In both cases the land was privately owned when developed as a golf course 

and subsequently vested in the (then) Rodney District Council and immediately leased to the 

golf club on a long-term lease at a nominal rental in recognition of the established land-use, 

and that the entire cost of establishment of the golf course, and all responsibility for the 

ongoing maintenance and improvement of the course would fall on the golf club, as 

provided for in the lease agreement. A new licence agreement for the same 30-year term as 

the original (10 years and 2 rights of renewal) at a nominal rental was agreed in 2019. The 

land has never been classified as a reserve nor will it ever be while it remains a golf course. 

It is legally and factually incorrect to refer to the golf course as the “Golf Course Reserve”. 

Nor is it correct to refer to it as a park or parkland. It does not meet the definition of Park as 

found in the definitions section in the Appendix to the draft Plan. It is not managed by the 

Council as a park – in fact the Council performs no management functions on or in relation 

to the land. 

2. There is no legal or factual basis for proposing a reserve management plan apply to the 

Omaha Beach Golf Course. The entire section which refers to the “Golf Course Reserve” 

must be deleted. Refer also to section 1 of the feedback/submission, paragraph 5. 

3. For completeness, and without derogating from the request for the deletion of the entire 

section addressing the so-called “Golf Course Reserve”, it is noted: 

(a) the golf course is used outside the time periods it is being used for golf by locals for 

walking. Contrary to the statement in “Other Information” there is no proposal to create an 

Omaha Wetlands Walk within the course. The reference to the Rodney Greenways Paths 

and Trails Plan is outdated. The updated walkway plan for Omaha identifies a walkway using 

the new shared path constructed along Omaha Drive, the existing walkway along 

Mangatawhiri Road with a linkage at the southern end to the proposed coastal walkway 

that would extend to the Tawharanui Regional Park. 

(b) while it is not relevant, it is noted that golfers do not need to walk across multiple roads 

to access the golf course. There is one crossing on Broadlands Drive between the northern 

and southern parts of the   course. 

(c) there are isolated specimens of NZ kauri in 2 locations on the course. Neither location is 

accessible to the public, nor are they in a location where golfing activity takes place. Only 

pest control work would take place near these isolated specimens. There is no requirement 

for “appropriate hygiene measures”. 

(d) a licence in favour of the Omaha Beach Golf Club is not “contemplated” – it was 

approved by the RLB in 2019. 

Reserve numbered 7 – Ida Way – Rita Way Reserve 
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1. An extensive series of walkways were created in the 1970s development of Omaha Beach 

North, connecting streets, in some instances to reserves, and in most (but not all) cases 

including access to Omaha Beach. The entire spit area (by reference to aerial photographs 

taken at the time of development) was extensively modified to create the subdivision. There 

are no known recorded locations or areas of cultural significance to Māori or having 

archaeological values within the Omaha North residential settlement. The walkways 

comprise formed concrete paths with grass berms or margins to adjoining residential 

sections and with tree and shrub planting –indigenous and exotic species. While diagrams 

show the walkways extending into the Omaha Beach reserve, that reserve is within the 

Omaha Beach Reserve (No 13) so the walkway reserves end at the boundary of the 

esplanade reserve. The walkways contain no significant ecological or biodiversity areas, or 

geological and landscape features, and there are no wetland ecosystems present. There are 

no known hazards or constraints and the walkways inland of the esplanade reserve and on 

the higher ground west of the beach are not subject to coastal hazard. 

2. In the reserve statement of values and management issues and intentions. 

Page 1: Delete from list of values: Cultural values, Significant ecological and biodiversity 

areas, geological and landscape features. Amend ecosystem values by deleting “and 

wetland”. 

Page 2:  

(f) Delete entire statement headed “Cultural Values” 

(g) Insert under “Recreation Values” – walking, jogging, cycling 

(h) Delete entire statement headed “Natural Values” 

(i) Amend statement headed “Other Information”, deleting 1st bullet point. 

(j) Amend statement under the heading “Management Issues” to read: 

Local access ways in Omaha are an important part of the local park network; 

providing pedestrian access to local streets within the residential settlement, to the 

beach and to reserves in the area. Many of the accessways also provide underground 

services for the local catchment. Recognised pest plants are present. Unauthorised 

pruning and sometimes major limb removal by adjoining property owners is a long-

standing issue. 

     (f) Amend the statement under “Management Intentions” to read: 

Maintain local accessways and the reserve for street, beach and park connectivity, for 

underground services, and as open space for informal recreation, native habitat and wildlife. 

Remove pest plants and control animal pests. Prevent unauthorised pruning, limb removal 

and poisoning of vegetation, particularly indigenous species.  

Reserve numbered 8 – Jane Gifford –Meiklejohn Walkway Reserve 

1. An extensive series of walkways were created in the 1970s development of Omaha Beach 

North, connecting streets, in some instances to reserves, and in most (but not all) cases 

including access to Omaha Beach. The entire spit area (by reference to aerial photographs 

taken at the time of development) was extensively modified to create the subdivision. There 
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are no known recorded locations or areas of cultural significance to Māori or having 

archaeological values within the Omaha North residential settlement. The walkways 

comprise formed concrete paths with grass berms or margins to adjoining residential 

sections and with tree and shrub planting –indigenous and exotic species. While diagrams 

show the walkways extending into the Omaha Beach reserve, that reserve is within the 

Omaha Beach Reserve (No 13) so the walkway reserves end at the boundary of the 

esplanade reserve. The walkways contain no significant ecological or biodiversity areas, or 

geological and landscape features, and there are no wetland ecosystems present. There are 

no known hazards or constraints and the walkways inland of the esplanade reserve and on 

the higher ground west of the beach are not subject to coastal hazard. 

2. In the reserve statement of values and management issues and intentions. 

Page 1: Delete from list of values: Cultural values, Significant ecological and biodiversity 

areas, geological and landscape features. Amend ecosystem values by deleting “and 

wetland”. 

Page 2:  

(k) Delete entire statement headed “Cultural Values” 

(l) Insert under “Recreation Values” – walking, jogging, cycling 

(m) Delete entire statement headed “Natural Values” 

(n) Amend statement headed “Other Information”, deleting 1st bullet point. 

(o) Amend statement under the heading “Management Issues” to read: 

Local access ways in Omaha are an important part of the local park network; 

providing pedestrian access to local streets within the residential settlement, to the 

beach and to reserves in the area. Many of the accessways also provide underground 

services for the local catchment. Recognised pest plants are present. Unauthorised 

pruning and sometimes major limb removal by adjoining property owners is a long-

standing issue. The area classified as recreation reserve provides a stormwater 

detention area in high rainfall events, and access can be restricted or prevented by 

floodwaters depending on the intensity and duration of the rainfall event. 

     (f) Amend the statement under “Management Intentions” to read: 

Maintain local accessways and the reserve for street, beach and park connectivity, for 

underground services, and as open space for informal recreation, native habitat and wildlife. 

Remove pest plants and control animal pests. Prevent unauthorised pruning, limb removal 

and poisoning of vegetation, particularly indigenous species. Recognise that part of the 

reserve is subject to inundation in high intensity rainfall events, and provides a stormwater 

detention function, so regular maintenance and where necessary improvement of 

stormwater infrastructure is required. 

Reserve numbered 9 –Kewai Street Reserve 

1. Delete from list of values: Mapping Feature Management Focus Area – Informal 

recreation 
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2. (a) Delete the sections headed Cultural Values, Natural Values and Heritage Values. 

     (b) Amend the section headed Recreation Values by deleting “no information for the 

section” and inserting “walking” 

      (c) Delete the headings Natural Values and Heritage Values as no information is included. 

      (d) Amend the section headed Management Issues to read: “The reserve has an 

important drainage function for the surrounding catchment. Maintenance of the 

stormwater infrastructure and wetland vegetation within the reserve is an ongoing 

requirement.” 

  (e) Under the heading Management Intentions delete “no information for the section” and 

insert: “ regular maintenance and where necessary improvement/upgrading of stormwater 

infrastructure is required.”   

Reserve numbered 10 – Kokopu Street Reserve 

1. Delete from list of values: Cultural values, Heritage values, and Mapping features. 

2. (a) Delete the section headed Cultural Values (all cultural sites (middens) at Omaha Beach 

South were identified in consultation with iwi, located as part of the subdivision survey, and 

the presence of the cultural site is identified on the titles, and where these are located). 

 (b) Under the heading Recreation Values delete “no information for this section” and insert 

“walking, jogging and cycling” 

(c) Under the heading Other Information amend the first bullet point to read “The reserve 

has an important stormwater function for the surrounding catchment”; delete the 2nd bullet 

point. 

(d) Under the heading Management Issues replace the word “park” with “reserve” and 

delete the words “especially when local roads are busy”. Add “Recognise that part of the 

reserve has an important stormwater detention and stormwater quality function”. 

(e) Under the heading Management Intentions replace the existing wording with: “1. 

Maintain local accessways and the reserve for street, beach and park connectivity, for 

underground services, and as open space for informal recreation, native habitat and wildlife. 

Remove pest plants and control animal pests. Prevent unauthorised pruning, limb removal 

and poisoning of vegetation, particularly indigenous species. 2. Recognise that part of the 

reserve has an important stormwater function, so regular maintenance and where 

necessary improvement of stormwater infrastructure and wetland vegetation is required.” 

Reserve numbered 11 –Manuhiri Reserve 

1. Delete from the list of values: “Significant ecological and biodiversity areas”, amend 3rd in 

the list of Natural values to read “Reserve that is adjacent to the coast”, delete “Geological 

and landscape features”. 

2. (a) Under the heading Cultural Values delete the general statement as to cultural values 

and replace with: “The Omaha South reserve network contains identified cultural sites and 
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pouwhenua, 1 of which is located in this reserve at the location of an identified cultural 

site.” 

(b) Under the heading Recreation Values change the wording to read “walking, jogging and 

cycling, informal recreation (children’s playground and tennis courts).” 

(c) Under the heading Natural Values delete the 1st and 2nd bullet points. 

(d) Under the heading Heritage Values replace “no information for this section” with 

“Identified cultural/ancestral site, and 1 of 5 pouwhenua located on the Omaha South 

Foreshore is within this reserve.” 

(e) Under the heading Other Information replace the words “park” and “parkland” with 

“reserve”. 

(f) Under the heading Management Issues replace the word “park” with “reserve” and 

delete the words “especially when local roads are busy”. 

(g) Under the heading Management Issues replace existing wording with: “Maintain local 

accessways and the reserve for street, beach and park connectivity, for underground 

services, and as open space for informal recreation, native habitat and wildlife. Remove pest 

plants and control animal pests. Prevent unauthorised pruning, limb removal and poisoning 

of vegetation, particularly indigenous species. In conjunction with the OBRS, maintain and 

where appropriate improve the existing children’s playground and tennis courts.” 

(h) under the heading Leases and Licences delete existing wording and replace with: “The 

tennis courts are subject to an existing lease to the OBRS”.  

Reserve numbered 12 – Omaha Beach Boat Launching & Wharf Reserve 

1. Delete from the List of values: Cultural values and Natural values. 

2. Add under Recreation values “Car and trailer parking associated with boating activity and 

the use of the boat ramp and wharf. Base for waka-ama activities and storage. Toilet block.” 

3. Delete the entire statements under Cultural Values, Natural Values, Heritage Values and 

Other Information. 

4. Under Recreation Values delete “no information for this section” and replace with: 

“Boating activities, boat trailer and car parking, waka-ama activities and waka-ama storage, 

public toilet facilities.” 

5. Under Management Intentions replace paragraph 2 with: “In partnership with the OBC 

and the Omaha community improve the infrastructure and other facilities on the reserve to 

recognise and provide for increasing numbers of boats and people engaged in marine -

related recreation. Complete agreed upgrade/improvements to the parking area.” 

Reserve numbered 13 – Omaha Beach Reserve 
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1. Rename this reserve “Omaha Shorebirds Reserve”. This will recognise the classification of 

land within the reserve as wildlife protection, and that the primary purpose and function of 

the reserve is to provide a shorebirds sanctuary. 

2. Amend the land areas (titles) that comprise this reserve. By reference to the map of the 

reserve area, those titles numbered 8 – 20 should be re-located into the Dune Walkway 

Reserve (reserve numbered 3). Additionally, land area numbered 1 (Section 3 SO 524772 – 

Local Purpose (wildlife protection) reserve) should be re-located from the Whangateau 

Harbour Esplanade Reserve (numbered 23) to this reserve.  

3. Remove from the List of values reference to Wahi tupuna values, and historic site values. 

4. Remove the entire statement under Cultural Values. 

5. Replace throughout the statement of values the words “park” or “parkland” with 

“reserve”. 

6. Delete the 4th and 7th bullet points under Other Information. 

7. Add a new paragraph 5 to Management Intentions as follows: “Secure the necessary 

consents/authorisations for and complete construction of an extension to the predator 

fence so that it extends below the LWM in the Whangateau Harbour.” 

8. Delete the statement under Leases and Licences. 

Reserve numbered 13 – Omaha Golf Course Bush 

1. Rename this reserve “North Omaha –Taniko Wetland Reserve”. The golf course is not a 

reserve, or a park. (Refer Section 1 paragraph 5). This area of Kahikatea-Pukatea swamp 

forest is part of the “Omaha Sequence” biodiversity focus area. (Refer  

https://www.tiakitamakimakaurau.nz/discover-tamaki-makaurau/learn-about-your-

area/bfa-omaha-sequence/) It is identified (the entire Omaha Sequence north and south of 

Broadlands Drive) on the Auckland Council Conservation Auckland website as one of the 

largest and most important swamp forests remnants in Tamaki Makaurau. 

2. This reserve is wrongly classified as a Scenic Reserve under s 19 (1) (b). The other part of 

the Omaha Sequence south of Broadlands Drive is a reserve owned and administered by the 

Department of Conservation as a Scientific Reserve (s21 (1)), as this northern part of the 

Omaha Sequence ought to be. This correctly identifies the regional and national significance 

of this swamp forest and its intact vegetation sequence. This aligns with the stated purpose 

of a scientific reserve: “protecting and preserving in perpetuity for scientific study, research, 

education, and the benefit of the country, ecological associations, plant or animal 

communities, types of soil, geomorphological phenomena, and like matters of special 

interest.” 

3. Delete from the List of values associated with the park: Recreation values. The 

proposition that this regionally significant swamp forest remnant should be available for 

recreation of any form (and its present classification is a scenic reserve, where free entry 

and access by the public is provided for in s19) amounts to a failure to recognise the 
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significance of the vegetation sequence and its vulnerability to the adverse effects of its use 

for any form of recreational activity. At a practical level, access is not available from the golf 

course (nor should it be). 

4.Delete the statement under Cultural Values. Delete reference to Recreation Values. 

5. Under Natural Values revise the 1st bullet point to read: “part of the Omaha Sequence 

biodiversity focus area, and the northern part of one of the largest and most important 

swamp forest remnants in Tamaki Makaurau.” 

6. Delete the 1st 2nd bullet points under Other Information. The reference to a proposal for 

an Omaha Wetlands Walk is to an out-of-date walkway proposal. There is now no proposal 

under the revised Rodney Greenways Plan (Puhoi to Pakiri) for a walkway on the golf course 

or for that matter in or on the edges of this swamp forest. 

7. Replace the words “park” or “parkland” with “reserve”. 

8. Under Management Issues delete “no known issues” with “pest plants and animals 

impacting on the swamp forest ecological and biodiversity values”. 

9. A 2015 report by Wildlands Consultants commissioned by Watercare entitled: “Ecological 

assessment of the Omaha –Taniko Wetland Complex, at Omaha” states:  

The kahikatea swamp forest is the largest and best remaining example of this habitat type in the 

Auckland Ecological Region. The wetland complex as a whole is also the best and most extensive 

example of an ecological sequence from terrestrial to estuarine habitats in both the Auckland 

Ecological Region and nationally. (Page 3) 

The report identified the forest north of Broadlands Drive as part of the kahikatea forest 

sequence within the swamp forest. The following 2 paragraphs identify the vegetation 

sequence and the environmental pest plants present in this part of the forest: 

North of Broadlands Drive, the forest is dominated by mature kahikatea with frequent puriri 

(Vitex lucens), and occasional totara and tī kōuka (Cordyline australis). Along the eastern edge of 

the forest, the foliage on upper branches exposed to the east was often brown (Appendix 4: Plate 

2). This foliage death was not seen on the western, inland edge of the forest, and is not adjacent to 

an area affected by the discharge or recent housing developments. As such the most likely cause 

of this foliage death is salt spray. In this area of the kahikatea forest, the sub-canopy comprises 

frequent nīkau (Rhopalostylis sapida), kiekie (Freycinetia banksii), and kaeao (supplejack: 

Ripogonum scandens), with kiekie and tupari-maunga (Gahnia xanthacarpa) in the understorey 

and scattered coastal karamū (Coprosma macrocarpa subsp. minor). Exotic plants are largely 

restricted to the forest margins.  

Environmental pest plants present on the northern edge of Broadlands Drive include 

agapanthus (Agapanthus praecox) and tuber ladder fern (Nephrolepis cordifolia). On the 

western, northern, and eastern edges scattered exotic trees include sheoak (Casuarina 

cunninghamiana), Sydney golden wattle (Acacia longifolia), brush wattle (Paraserianthes 

lophantha), coastal banksia (Banksia integrifolia), Moreton Bay fig (Ficus macrophylla), and 

Norfolk Island hibiscus tree (Lagunaria patersonia subsp. patersonia). (Page 4) 

This information should form the basis for identification of Management Issues and 

Management Intentions. 
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10. Delete the wording under Management Intentions (note there is no record of kauri 

being present in this reserve) and replace with: “Maintain protect and enhance this 

regionally and nationally significant swamp forest remnant. Develop a plan and action 

program for environmental pest plant and animal control and, in conjunction with the 

community, maintain an active regime of pest plant and pest animal removal.” 

11. Delete reference to Leases and Licences. 

Reserve numbered 15 – Omaha Reserve 

1. This land area on which are located the Omaha Community Centre building, the Omaha 

Bowling Club, the Omaha Tennis Club, and a part of the Omaha Beach Golf Club facilities 

and golf course, was once called the Omaha Reserve, and was classified as a Local Purpose 

Reserve. The Council completed the process of removing that classification in 2017. All the 

land is leased or subject to a license agreement with the 3 clubs apart from the Community 

Centre and its curtilage which is leased to the OBC. 

2. Council-owned land not classified as a reserve under the Act should not (and legally 

cannot) be included in the reserve management plan process. Refer Section 1, paragraph 5 

of this feedback/submission. 

3. The entire proposed management plan for this land should be deleted from Volume 2. 

Reserve numbered 16 – Omaha South Quarry Reserve 

1. Delete from the List of Cultural values Wahi tupuna values, and Heritage values. 

2. Delete the statement under Cultural Values. 

3. Under Recreation Values delete “no information for this section” and replace with: 

“walking, jogging, cycling, informal recreation”. 

4. Delete Heritage Values. 

5. Delete the 2nd and 3rd bullet points under Other Information. Add a new bullet point: “The 

reserve includes a car park for park users.” 

6. Under Management Intentions, delete the 2nd sentence, Paragraph 1. 

7. Replace the words “park” or “parkland” with “reserve”. 

Reserve numbered 17 – Omaha South Quarry Track 

1. Delete the entire section under Cultural Values, and the 2nd bullet point under Other 

Information. 

2. Amend Recreation Values by deleting “no information for this section” and inserting: 

“walking, jogging, cycling and informal recreation”. 

3. Under Management Issues add a 2nd bullet point: “Existing walkway is subject to 

stormwater inundation, affecting the use of this popular walking and jogging path.” 
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4. Under Management Intentions add a new paragraph 2: “Upgrade the existing walkway to 

boardwalk where presently inundated by stormwater.” 

Reserve numbered 18 – Pukemateko Reserve Omaha South 

1. Delete Cultural Values section. 

2. Amend Recreation Values by deleting “no information for this section, and replacing with 

“walking, jogging, cycling, playground, tennis courts and car parking for park and beach 

users.” 

3. Amend Natural Values by deletion of the 4th bullet point. 

4. Under Other Information delete the 1st bullet point. 

5. Under Management Issues amend in the 1st bullet point the 2nd sentence to read: 

“Pathways in the reserve are concrete and boardwalk.” 

6. Under Management Intentions delete existing wording in paragraph 4 and replace with: 

“Maintain and enhance existing paths and boardwalks, playground equipment and other 

facilities and car parking”. Add new paragraph 5: “Maintain stormwater drainage and 

treatment functions through maintenance repair and where necessary upgrading of 

infrastructure and wetland vegetation.” 

7. Amend Leases and Licences by deleting the existing wording and replacing with: “Existing 

tennis courts are leased to and managed by the OBRS.”  

Reserve numbered 19 –Rahui Te Kiri Reserve 

1. Delete from the List of values – Natural values reference to Significant ecological and 

biodiversity areas and to Geological and landscape features. 

2. Under Recreation Values delete “No information for the section”, and replace with 

“Walking, jogging, cycling and informal recreation.” 

3. Under Natural Values delete the 3rd bullet point (dune vegetation is not present).  

4. Under Other Information, delete the 1st bullet point. Add to the 2nd bullet point “Sites of 

cultural value to Maori (middens) are present within this reserve. The locations are recorded 

on the land title.” 

5. Under Management Intentions amend paragraph 1 to read: “Take into account flood 

prone nature of reserve when undertaking reserve development.” Delete existing wording 

in paragraph 2 and replace with “Protect and maintain cultural sites (midden)”. 

Reserve numbered 20 – Rita Way –Excelsior Way – Lagoon Way Reserve 

1. In the List of values, Natural values delete the words “and wetland”. 

2. Delete the entire sections under Cultural Values, Heritage Values and Other Information. 

3. Under Recreation Values delete “no information for this section”, and replace with 

“Walking, jogging, cycling, informal recreation.” 
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4. Under Natural Values delete “no information for this section and replace with 

“established mature indigenous vegetation (pohutukawa)”. 

5. Replace throughout the words “park” and “parkland” with “reserve”. 

6. Under Management Issues, amend the 2nd bullet point to read: “Local access ways in 

Omaha are an important part of the local park network; providing pedestrian access to local 

streets within the residential settlement, to the beach and to reserves in the area. Many of 

the accessways also provide underground services for the local catchment. Recognised pest 

plants are present. Unauthorised pruning and sometimes major limb removal by adjoining 

property owners is a long-standing issue”. 

7. Under Management Intentions, amend paragraph 2 to read: “Maintain local accessways 

and the reserve for street, beach and park connectivity, for underground services, and as 

open space for informal recreation, native habitat and wildlife. Remove pest plants and 

control animal pests. Prevent unauthorised pruning, limb removal and poisoning of 

vegetation, particularly indigenous species”.  

Reserve numbered 22 –Tuna Place Reserve 

1. Amend Recreation Values by deleting “no information for this section” and replacing with 

“walking, jogging, cycling, informal recreation, playground and tennis courts.” 

2. Under Natural Values delete 3rd bullet point. 

3. Under Heritage Values delete “no information for this section and replace with “The 

reserve contains sites of cultural value to Maori (middens). The locations are recorded on 

the land title numbered 2.” 

4. Under Management Issues delete existing 2 bullet points and replace with: “Part of the 

reserve (near Mangatawhiri Rd) has a stormwater function and stormwater infrastructure 

needs maintenance and repair (and upgrading if necessary)”. 

5. Under Management Intentions amend paragraph 3 to read: “Take into account the 

stormwater function of part of the reserve and protect, maintain and where necessary 

repair or improve the stormwater infrastructure.” Add as paragraph 4: “Maintain and where 

necessary repair or upgrade the children’s playground facility.” 

6. Under Leases and Licences delete existing wording and replace with: “The tennis courts 

are leased to the OBRS and are managed and maintained by the Society.” 

Reserve numbered 23 –Whangateau Harbour Esplanade Reserve 

1. Remove from the list of land areas land area 1 (Section 3 SO 524772 classified as Local 

purpose (wildlife protection) reserve). As stated in the feedback/submission on Reserve 

numbered 13, this land is within the Omaha Shorebirds Sanctuary and should be part of the 

land within that reserve. 
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2. From the List of values, delete all of the listed Natural values (only land area 1 which is 

part of the Omaha Shorebirds Sanctuary and should be removed from this reserve area 

(refer paragraph 1 above) has significant ecological and biodiversity areas. 

3. Under Recreation Values delete “no information for this section” and replace with: 

“Water access for boating and swimming, walking and informal recreation”. 

4. Under Other Information, delete the 1st 2nd 4th and 6th bullet points. 

5. Under Management Issues, amend the 1st bullet point to read: “Protect and enhance the 

harbour edge to manage on-going erosion, including a program of establishing and 

maintaining riparian planting.” 

6. Under Management Intentions amend paragraph 2 to read: “Carry out as necessary weed 

and animal pest control on the dunes and along the harbour frontage, and support 

community initiatives in this necessary work. Amend Paragraph 3 by deleting the words: “if 

possible”. Delete Paragraph 4. 

Reserve numbered 24 – William Fraser Reserve 

1. Delete from the List of values, Cultural Values and Heritage Values, and amend the list of 

Natural values by deleting the words “and wetland”. 

2. Delete the entire section under Cultural Values. 

3. Under Recreation Values delete “no information for this section”, and replace with: 

“walking, informal recreation, children’s playground, surf lifesaving facilities and activities.” 

4. Under Other Information delete the 1st and 2nd bullet points. Amend the 3rd bullet point 

to read: “The dune foreshore area of the reserve is vulnerable to coastal erosion. Over time 

this could impact on recreational use, park assets and facilities.” Add a further bullet point 

“The reserve is an important location for public toilet and changing facilities.” 

5. Under Management Issues add a further bullet point: “Maintaining and where necessary 

improving existing recreation facilities (playground and picnicking facilities) and public toilet 

and changing facilities.” 

6. Under Management Intentions amend paragraph 5 to read “Investigate opportunities to 

further improve facilities in the park with the OBC and the community. Add a new 

paragraph 6 to read: “Maintain and repair, and where necessary improve the existing 

recreation facilities and public toilet and changing facilities.”  
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RespondentNo: F059

Login: Janet Hughes

Q1 . Overall, what is your opinion of the draft Rodney Do not support 

Local Parks Management Plan? 

Q2. Tell us why 

Responded At: Aug 12, 2022 13:32:23 pm 

Last Seen: Aug 11, 2022 19:52:46 pm 

I believe that the current classification for Allotment 340 Parish of Mahurangi SO 43479 as "recreation" is incorrect, and a 

classification of "Local Purpose Reserve" would be more appropriate. I believe that given the classification Local Purpose 

Reserve will reflect the true purpose of this land. The purchase of this land was contributed to by the Kawau Island 

Community to ensure that the Kawau Island Community had ongoing access to this land for parking, storage of waste and 

provisions and to provide shelter whilst waiting for boats to go to and from Kawau Island. A reclassification would enable co­

governance of this land ensuring cultural, social, economic, and environmental values of this land to the Kawau Island 

Community to be met. It was unsettling to learn that Allotment 340 has been classified as recreation through the notice no. 

2022-in2068 of land notices on the 26 May 2022. To have classified this parcel immediately prior to the Draft plan being 

released for consultation , quickly followed by a Council survey targeting Sandspit residents and their use of the car park 

located there does not appear to have been an open and transparent decision which is required under the Local 

Government Act. 

Q3. Access and parking (11.1) Do not support 

Q4. Tell us why 

Easy access to Parking for the Residents and Ratepayers of Kawau Island is imperative. This park is the only mainland 

location for services, access and storage for provisions to the residents and ratepayers of Kawau Island. Maintaining access, 

mail or provisions drop off and collection, shelter for goods and people, waste collection and parking of vehicles for Kawau 

lslland residents is essential to maintain the social and economic welfare of the Kawau Island Community. I believe the park 

area should be managed and maintained as the primary access point for residents and ratepayers, tradespeople and visitors 

to Kawau Island. I believe it is also important to maintain good facilities for boating and recreational activities. 

Q5. Buildings (11.2) Do not support 

Q6. Tell us why 

I support only those buildings which are necessary for Water Transport and shelter or Food services. I believe signage for 

these buildings should be discreet and in keeping with the environment. 

Q7. Climate change and natural hazards (11.3) 

QB. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q9. Unmanned aerial vehicles (including drones) 

(11.4) 

Q1 0. Tell us why 

I don't know 

Do not support 

Such vehicles are an infringement on the publics privacy and noise. 

Q11. Encroachments (11.5) Other 
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RespondentNo: F060

Login: Russell Hughes 

Q1 . Overall, what is your opinion of the draft Rodney Do not support 

Local Parks Management Plan? 

Q2. Tell us why 

Responded At: Aug 12, 2022 13:32:28 pm 

Last Seen: Aug 11, 2022 22:14:04 pm 

I believe that the current classification for Allotment 340 Parish of Mahurangi SO 43479 as ' Recreation ' is incorrect. A 

classification of ' Local Purpose Reserve ' would be more appropriate. al This change of classification will reflect the existing 

long term usage since 1977 of this parcel of land as a Carpark. The change of classification reflects the purpose of this 

parcel as 'providing and retaining areas for such local purpose ( community use/ buildings )'. b/ The Kawau Island 

community provided funds to Rodney County I Rodney District Council to support the purchase of land at Sandspit, 

specifically to ensure for the community of Kawau Island : The ongoing availability of parking. The storage of waste and 

provisions. Shelter while awaiting the departure or arrival of boats transporting the community of Kawau Island. At this point 

I remind you that Kawau Island has no regular vehicular ferry service . There is not enough demand . There is no road 

network connecting the settlements. Residents arrive by boats, leaving their vehicles on the mainland usually at Sandspit. c/ 

Reclassification will ensure that the Social, Cultural, Economic, and Environmental values of this parcel of land to the Kawau 

Island community can be met. d/ Making this change to the draft plan supports the Social, Economic and Cultural safety and 

Well-being of the Kawau Island community. For example in the case of access for emergencies such as health, accidents on 

sea or land , fires. 

Q3. Access and parking (11.1) Do not support 

Q4. Tell us why 

The Draft Plan is missing Social Values for this park. a/ Kawau Island contains a popular Historic Reserve ( containing 

Mansion House and taonga from one of the first industries in N.Z. - The Copper Mine ) which is administered by the 

Department of Conservation on behalf of all New Zealanders. These attract a large number of tourists who enjoy the history 

and beautiful park. b/ The Sandspit Carpark is the only mainland location for services, access and storage of provisions to 

the residents and ratepayers of Kawau Island, their families and visitors including tourists. Maintaining access, mail or 

provision drop -off and collection, shelter for goods and people, waste collection and parking of vehicles for Island residents 

and tourists is essential to maintain the social and economic welfare of the Kawau Island community. cl Public access to use 

and enjoy beautiful Kawau Bay, the coast, natural areas and the park network would be restricted. d/ Kawau Island has 

Camp Bentzen. The Camp which can accommodate 120 people is used by school groups and other organisations 

throughout the year. Camp Bentzen provides an adventure playground, sailing instruction,swimming, fishing, orienteering, a 

confidence course and much more. Typically school groups stay at Camp Bentzen for 4 or 5 days. Not taking account of the 

above in the draft plan will cause Social, access and economic inequities to occur. 

Q5. Buildings (11.2) Do not support 

Q6. Tell us why 

I support the provision of buildings and signage for the future. Shelter, safety information, an office for water transport 

information, tickets, holding mail, deliveries and supplies for residents of Kawau Island . A cafe/ food services. Signage 

should be discreet and in keeping with the environment. 

Q7. Climate change and natural hazards (11.3) I don't know 
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RespondentNo: F061

Login: Pam Browne

Q1 . Overall, what is your opinion of the draft Rodney Do not support 

Local Parks Management Plan? 

Q2. Tell us why 

Responded At: Aug 12, 2022 14:46:00 pm 

Last Seen: Aug 12, 2022 02:41 :23 am 

We support the Waimauku Pony Club's continued use of Glasgow Park and Blomfield Reserve. 

Q3. Access and parking (11.1) Do not support 

Q4. Tell us why 

We support the Waimauku Pony Club's continued use of Glasgow Park and Blomfield Reserve. 

05. Buildings (11.2)

06. Tell us why

stop the sprawl

Q7. Climate change and natural hazards (11.3) 

QB. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q9. Unmanned aerial vehicles (including drones) 

(11.4) 

Q1 0. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q11. Encroachments (11.5) 

Q12. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q13. Geological and landscape features (11.6) 

Q14. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q15. Historic and cultural heritage (11.7) 

Q1 6. Tell us why 

not answered 

017. Mana whenua and Maori outcomes (11.8)

Do not support 

Do not support 

I don't know 

not answered 

not answered 

not answered 

not answered 
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RespondentNo: F062

Login: Rebecca Housby 

Q1 . Overall, what is your opinion of the draft Rodney Mostly support 

Local Parks Management Plan? 

Q2. Tell us why 

Responded At: Aug 12, 2022 16:59:57 pm 

Last Seen: Aug 12, 2022 04:14:38 am 

I feel this plan mostly provides a good overall level of services for the parks and recreation areas within the Rodney area 

Q3. Access and parking (11.1) Mostly support 

Q4. Tell us why 

I feel that yes most parks should be accessible by multiple users and allow for mobility scooters etc, however there are 

many parks in the Rodney region that are used for pony clubs and off leash dog walking areas that this would not be 

appropriate for. Vehicles and animals do not mix well. 

05. Buildings (11.2) Mostly support 

06. Tell us why

I feel buildings within parks are very important, however it is very important to take in the current users ideas before making

big changes.

Q7. Climate change and natural hazards (11.3) Mostly support 

QB. Tell us why 

I agree it is important to protect our coastal areas and provide support to our ecosystem for the changes ahead 

Q9. Unmanned aerial vehicles (including drones) 

(11.4) 

Q1 0. Tell us why 

Mostly support 

I agree that drones have a place in this evolving world, however they do need to be used appropriately 

Q11. Encroachments (11.5) Mostly support 

Q12. Tell us why 

I feel this will vary from park to park and exceptions may need to be taken into consideration on a case by case basis 

Q13. Geological and landscape features (11.6) Mostly support 

Q14. Tell us why 

Obviously it s important to maintain our important geological and historical features 

Q15. Historic and cultural heritage (11.7) Mostly support 
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RespondentNo: F063

Login: Annie Cass 

Q1 . Overall, what is your opinion of the draft Rodney I don't know 

Local Parks Management Plan? 

Q2. Tell us why 

Responded At: Aug 12, 2022 21 :49:09 pm 

Last Seen: Aug 12, 2022 09:00:27 am 

I don't know what your attitude to the support of equestrian sport infrastructure in urban areas, such as pony clubs, is. This is 

important, because the majority of riders don't actually work in rural areas but, like me, live and work in cities. Without 

council support of equestrian infrastructure we don't get to practice our sport. We can't move out to lifestyle blocks if we're on 

normal incomes, and most of us are. 

03. Access and parking (11.1) I don't know 

Q4. Tell us why 

As above, I don't know what your level of support is for equestrian infrastructure as such, so access and parking is a moot 

point. 

05. Buildings (11.2) I don't know 

06. Tell us why

Buildings and other facilities at our pony club have been paid for by donations and fund raising by members' families.

Q7. Climate change and natural hazards (11.3) Mostly support 

QB. Tell us why 

You're headed mostly in the right direction, but much too slow. 

Q9. Unmanned aerial vehicles (including drones) 

(11.4) 

Q1 0. Tell us why 

I don't know 

What exactly do you have in your tool kit to prevent incidents like the one a couple of years ago when some idiot flew a 

drone low over a West Auckland Riding for the Disabled ride at Henderson Park? 

Q11. Encroachments (11.5) Mostly support 

Q12. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q13. Geological and landscape features (11.6) Mostly support 

Q14. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q15. Historic and cultural heritage (11.7) Mostly support 
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RespondentNo: F065

Login: Candice Parry 

 

Q1 . Overall, what is your opinion of the draft Rodney not answered 

Local Parks Management Plan? 

Q2. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q3. Access and parking (11.1) 

Q4. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q5. Buildings (11.2) 

Q6. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q7. Climate change and natural hazards (11.3) 

QB. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q9. Unmanned aerial vehicles (including drones) 

(11.4) 

Q1 0. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q11. Encroachments (11.5) 

Q12. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q13. Geological and landscape features (11.6) 

Q14. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q15. Historic and cultural heritage (11.7) 

Q1 6. Tell us why 

not answered 

not answered 

not answered 

not answered 

not answered 

not answered 

not answered 

not answered 

Responded At: Aug 13, 2022 16:56:52 pm 

Last Seen: Aug 13, 2022 04:46:08 am 
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RespondentNo: F066

Login: Steven Parry 

Q1 . Overall, what is your opinion of the draft Rodney not answered 

Local Parks Management Plan? 

Q2. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q3. Access and parking (11.1) 

Q4. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q5. Buildings (11.2) 

Q6. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q7. Climate change and natural hazards (11.3) 

Q8. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q9. Unmanned aerial vehicles (including drones) 

(11.4) 

Q1 0. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q11. Encroachments (11.5) 

Q12. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q13. Geological and landscape features (11.6) 

Q14. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q15. Historic and cultural heritage (11.7) 

Q1 6. Tell us why 

not answered 

017. Mana whenua and Maori outcomes (11.8)

not answered 

not answered 

not answered 

not answered 

not answered 

not answered 

not answered 

not answered 

Responded At: Aug 13, 2022 17:04:27 pm 

Last Seen: Aug 13, 2022 05:02:30 am 
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RespondentNo: FO69

Login: Sorella Demeulemeester 

Q1 . Overall, what is your opinion of the draft Rodney not answered 

Local Parks Management Plan? 

Q2. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q3. Access and parking (11.1) 

Q4. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q5. Buildings (11.2) 

Q6. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q7. Climate change and natural hazards (11.3) 

QB. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q9. Unmanned aerial vehicles (including drones) 

(11.4) 

Q1 0. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q11. Encroachments (11.5) 

Q12. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q13. Geological and landscape features (11.6) 

Q14. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q15. Historic and cultural heritage (11.7) 

Q1 6. Tell us why 

not answered 

017. Mana whenua and Maori outcomes (11.8)

not answered 

not answered 

not answered 

not answered 

not answered 

not answered 

not answered 

not answered 

Responded At: Aug 13, 2022 17:59:21 pm 

Last Seen: Aug 13, 2022 05:47:20 am 
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RespondentNo: F070

Login: Andy Edmunds

Responded At: Aug 13, 2022 18:32:11 pm 

Last Seen: Aug 13, 2022 06:18:40 am

Q1 . Overall, what is your opinion of the draft Rodney Strongly support 

Local Parks Management Plan? 

Q2. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q3. Access and parking (11.1) 

Q4. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q5. Buildings (11.2) 

Q6. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q7. Climate change and natural hazards (11.3) 

Q8. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q9. Unmanned aerial vehicles (including drones) 

(11.4) 

Q1 0. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q11. Encroachments (11.5) 

Q12. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q13. Geological and landscape features (11.6) 

Q14. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q15. Historic and cultural heritage (11.7) 

Q1 6. Tell us why 

not answered 

017. Mana whenua and Maori outcomes (11.8)

not answered 

not answered 

not answered 

not answered 

not answered 

not answered 

not answered 

not answered 
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RespondentNo: F073

Login: Warkworth pony club 

Q1 . Overall, what is your opinion of the draft Rodney Mostly support 

Local Parks Management Plan? 

Q2. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q3. Access and parking (11.1) 

Q4. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q5. Buildings (11.2) 

Q6. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q7. Climate change and natural hazards (11.3) 

QB. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q9. Unmanned aerial vehicles (including drones) 

(11.4) 

Q1 0. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q11. Encroachments (11.5) 

Q12. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q13. Geological and landscape features (11.6) 

Q14. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q15. Historic and cultural heritage (11.7) 

Q1 6. Tell us why 

not answered 

Mostly support 

Mostly support 

Mostly support 

Mostly support 

Mostly support 

Mostly support 

not answered 

Responded At: Aug 13, 2022 20:57:27 pm 

Last Seen: Aug 13, 2022 08:52:43 am 
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RespondentNo: F074

Login: Warkworth pony club 

 

Q1 . Overall, what is your opinion of the draft Rodney Other 

Local Parks Management Plan? 

Q2. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q3. Access and parking (11.1) 

Q4. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q5. Buildings (11.2) 

Q6. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q7. Climate change and natural hazards (11.3) 

QB. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q9. Unmanned aerial vehicles (including drones) 

(11.4) 

Q1 0. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q11. Encroachments (11.5) 

Q12. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q13. Geological and landscape features (11.6) 

Q14. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q15. Historic and cultural heritage (11.7) 

Q1 6. Tell us why 

not answered 

not answered 

not answered 

not answered 

not answered 

not answered 

not answered 

not answered 

Responded At: Aug 13, 2022 21 :08:37 pm 

Last Seen: Aug 13, 2022 08:57:35 am 
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RespondentNo: F076

Login: Warkworth Dressage Group 

Q1 . Overall, what is your opinion of the draft Rodney Mostly support 

Local Parks Management Plan? 

Q2. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q3. Access and parking (11.1) 

Q4. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q5. Buildings (11.2) 

Q6. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q7. Climate change and natural hazards (11.3) 

QB. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q9. Unmanned aerial vehicles (including drones) 

(11.4) 

Q1 0. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q11. Encroachments (11.5) 

Q12. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q13. Geological and landscape features (11.6) 

Q14. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q15. Historic and cultural heritage (11.7) 

Q1 6. Tell us why 

not answered 

I don't know 

I don't know 

I don't know 

I don't know 

I don't know 

I don't know 

Mostly support 

Responded At: Aug 14, 2022 09:40:20 am 

Last Seen: Aug 13, 2022 21 :27:24 pm 
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RespondentNo: F077

Login: Tracy Murphy 

Q1 . Overall, what is your opinion of the draft Rodney Mostly support 

Local Parks Management Plan? 

Q2. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q3. Access and parking (11.1) Do not support 

Q4. Tell us why 

Responded At: Aug 14, 2022 11 :12:52 am 

Last Seen: Aug 13, 2022 23:06:26 pm 

For reasons outlined in attached document, pertaining to the use of Sandspit, Warkworth locations being the sole access for 

residents, ratepayers, and emergency services, to Kawau Island. 

Q5. Buildings (11.2) Do not support 

06. Tell us why

For reasons outlined in attached document, pertaining to the use of Sandspit, Warkworth locations being the sole access for

residents, ratepayers, and emergency services, to Kawau Island.

Q7. Climate change and natural hazards (11.3) Do not support 

QB. Tell us why 

For reasons outlined in attached document, pertaining to the use of Sandspit, Warkworth locations being the sole access for 

residents, ratepayers, and emergency services, to Kawau Island. 

Q9. Unmanned aerial vehicles (including drones) 

(11.4) 

Q1 0. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q11. Encroachments (11.5) 

Q12. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q13. Geological and landscape features (11.6) 

Q14. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q15. Historic and cultural heritage (11.7) 

Mostly support 

Mostly support 

Mostly support 

Mostly support 
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RespondentNo: F078

Login:  Stacey Hoggard

Q1 . Overall, what is your opinion of the draft Rodney Mostly support 

Local Parks Management Plan? 

Q2. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q3. Access and parking (11.1) Do not support 

Q4. Tell us why 

Responded At: Aug 14, 2022 11 :19:59 am 

Last Seen: Aug 13, 2022 23:10:05 pm

For reasons outlined in attached document, pertaining to the use of Sandspit, Warkworth locations being the sole access for 

residents, rate payers and emergency services to Kawau Island. 

Q5. Buildings (11.2) Do not support 

Q6. Tell us why 

For reasons outlined in attached document, pertaining to the use of Sandspit, Warkworth locations being the sole access for 

residents, rate payers and emergency services to Kawau Island. 

Q7. Climate change and natural hazards (11.3) Do not support 

Q8. Tell us why 

For reasons outlined in attached document, pertaining to the use of Sandspit, Warkworth locations being the sole access for 

residents, rate payers and emergency services to Kawau Island. 

Q9. Unmanned aerial vehicles (including drones) 

(11.4) 

Q1 0. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q11. Encroachments (11.5) 

Q12. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q13. Geological and landscape features (11.6) 

Q14. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q15. Historic and cultural heritage (11.7) 

Mostly support 

Mostly support 

Mostly support 

Mostly support 
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RespondentNo: FO79

Login: Keri Tilsley 

01 . Overall, what is your opinion of the draft Rodney Mostly support 

Local Parks Management Plan? 

02. Tell us why

Responded At: Aug 14, 2022 12:40:52 pm 

Last Seen: Aug 14, 2022 00:19:49 am 

I have concerns that the Plan will not adequately address the access and parking provisions for the Sandspit Reserve, Brick

Bay Drive and the existing buildings on the Sandspit wharf end of the Sandspit Reserve. These are all essential for the

continued use and enjoyment of Kawau Island Full and Part-time Residents, Owners and Visitors .

03. Access and parking (11.1) Do not support 

04. Tell us why

I have concerns that the Plan will not adequately address the access and parking provisions for the Sandspit Reserve, Brick

Bay Drive and the existing buildings on the Sandspit wharf end of the Sandspit Reserve. These are all essential for the

continued use and enjoyment of Kawau Island Full and Part-time Residents, Owners and Visitors .

Q5. Buildings (11.2) Do not support 

Q6. Tell us why 

I have concerns that the Plan will not adequately address the access and parking provisions for the Sandspit Reserve, Brick 

Bay Drive and the existing buildings on the Sandspit wharf end of the Sandspit Reserve. These are all essential for the 

continued use and enjoyment of Kawau Island Full and Part-time Residents, Owners and Visitors . 

07. Climate change and natural hazards (11.3)

QB. Tell us why 

not answered 

09. Unmanned aerial vehicles (including drones)

(11.4)

01 0. Tell us why 

not answered 

011. Encroachments (11.5)

012. Tell us why

not answered

013. Geological and landscape features (11.6)

014. Tell us why

not answered

Mostly support 

Mostly support 

Mostly support 

Mostly support 
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RespondentNo: F080

Login: Rachelle Millar  

Q1 . Overall, what is your opinion of the draft Rodney not answered 

Local Parks Management Plan? 

Q2. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q3. Access and parking (11.1) 

Q4. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q5. Buildings (11.2) 

Q6. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q7. Climate change and natural hazards (11.3) 

QB. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q9. Unmanned aerial vehicles (including drones) 

(11.4) 

Q1 0. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q11. Encroachments (11.5) 

Q12. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q13. Geological and landscape features (11.6) 

Q14. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q15. Historic and cultural heritage (11.7) 

Q1 6. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q17. Mana whenua and Maori outcomes (11.8) 

not answered 

not answered 

not answered 

not answered 

not answered 

not answered 

not answered 

not answered 

Responded At: Aug 14, 2022 12:48:46 pm 

Last Seen: Aug 14, 2022 00:40:51 am 
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RespondentNo: F081 

Login: Jessica Rawlings

 

Q1 . Overall, what is your opinion of the draft Rodney not answered 

Local Parks Management Plan? 

Q2. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q3. Access and parking (11.1) 

Q4. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q5. Buildings (11.2) 

Q6. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q7. Climate change and natural hazards (11.3) 

QB. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q9. Unmanned aerial vehicles (including drones) 

(11.4) 

Q1 0. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q11. Encroachments (11.5) 

Q12. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q13. Geological and landscape features (11.6) 

Q14. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q15. Historic and cultural heritage (11.7) 

Q1 6. Tell us why 

not answered 

not answered 

not answered 

not answered 

not answered 

not answered 

not answered 

not answered 

Responded At: Aug 14, 2022 13:38:41 pm 

Last Seen: Aug 14, 2022 01 :31 :32 am 
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RespondentNo: F082

Login:  Friends of Awa Matakanakana

Q1 . Overall, what is your opinion of the draft Rodney Mostly support 

Local Parks Management Plan? 

Q2. Tell us why 

Its taken a comprehensive approach and includes all the relevant issues 

Q3. Access and parking (11.1) 

Q4. Tell us why 

not answered 

05. Buildings (11.2)

06. Tell us why

not answered

Q7. Climate change and natural hazards (11.3) 

QB. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q9. Unmanned aerial vehicles (including drones) 

(11.4) 

Q1 0. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q11. Encroachments (11.5) 

Q12. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q13. Geological and landscape features (11.6) 

Q14. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q15. Historic and cultural heritage (11.7) 

Q1 6. Tell us why 

not answered 

Mostly support 

Mostly support 

Strongly support 

Mostly support 

Mostly support 

Strongly support 

Strongly support 

Responded At: Aug 14, 2022 15:25:19 pm 

Last Seen: Aug 14, 2022 02:34:10 am 
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RespondentNo: F084 

Login: Alison Clifford

Q1 . Overall, what is your opinion of the draft Rodney Mostly support 

Local Parks Management Plan? 

Q2. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q3. Access and parking (11.1) 

Q4. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q5. Buildings (11.2) 

Q6. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q7. Climate change and natural hazards (11.3) 

QB. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q9. Unmanned aerial vehicles (including drones) 

(11.4) 

Q1 0. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q11. Encroachments (11.5) 

Q12. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q13. Geological and landscape features (11.6) 

Q14. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q15. Historic and cultural heritage (11.7) 

Q1 6. Tell us why 

not answered 

I don't know 

I don't know 

I don't know 

I don't know 

I don't know 

I don't know 

I don't know 

Responded At: Aug 14, 2022 16:34:45 pm 

Last Seen: Aug 14, 2022 04:04:50 am 

451451



452452



453453



454454



RespondentNo: F085 

Login: Mark Coleman  

Q1 . Overall, what is your opinion of the draft Rodney Mostly support 

Local Parks Management Plan? 

Q2. Tell us why 

Responded At: Aug 14, 2022 16:42:10 pm 

Last Seen: Aug 14, 2022 04:24:57 am 

Subject to the concerns outlined in attached documents. A comprehensive plan is, in principle required for the future 

protection of our regions social, cultural and and economic values and must support the residents of Kawau Island 

Q3. Access and parking (11.1) Do not support 

Q4. Tell us why 

For reasons outlined in attached document, retaining the use of sandspit locations being the sole access for residents, 

ratepayers plus emergency services to Kawau Island 

Q5. Buildings (11.2) Do not support 

Q6. Tell us why 

For reasons outlined in attached document, retaining the use of sandspit locations being the sole access for residents, 

ratepayers plus emergency services to Kawau Island 

Q7. Climate change and natural hazards (11.3) Do not support 

QB. Tell us why 

For reasons outlined in attached document, retaining the use of sandspit locations being the sole access for residents, 

ratepayers plus emergency services to Kawau Island 

Q9. Unmanned aerial vehicles (including drones) 

(11.4) 

Q1 0. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q11. Encroachments (11.5) 

Q12. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q13. Geological and landscape features (11.6) 

Q14. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q15. Historic and cultural heritage (11.7) 

Do not support 

Mostly support 

Mostly support 

Mostly support 
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RespondentNo: F087

Login: Megan Lithgow 

Q1 . Overall, what is your opinion of the draft Rodney Mostly support 

Local Parks Management Plan? 

Q2. Tell us why 

Responded At: Aug 14, 2022 17:44:10 pm 

Last Seen: Aug 14, 2022 05:10:19 am 

Subject to the concerns outlined below and in the attached document, a comprehensive plan is in principle required for the 

future protection of our region's social, cultural and economic values. 

Q3. Access and parking (11.1) Do not support 

Q4. Tell us why 

Sandspit is the sole access point for Kawau Island residents, ratepayers and emergency services to access Kawau Island. It 

is also the only place for residents etc to park their cars. Future use of the carpark at Sandspit wharf area should ensure this 

area continues as a dedicated carpark. Dedicated carparks should be available for Kawau Island Residents to lease for an 

annual charge. Access to these spaces should be restricted so only residents with swipe card access can park in these 

dedicated spaces. Casual paid parking should also be available to visitors to the island within the existing carpark area. 

Q5. Buildings (11.2) Do not support 

Q6. Tell us why 

For reasons outlined in attached document pertaining to the use of Sandspit locations as the sole access for residents, 

ratepayers and emergency services to Kawau Island. 

Q7. Climate change and natural hazards (11.3) Do not support 

QB. Tell us why 

For reasons outlined in attached document pertaining to the use of Sandspit locations as the sole access for residents, 

ratepayers and emergency services to Kawau Island. 

09. Unmanned aerial vehicles (including drones)

(11.4)

Q1 0. Tell us why 

Mostly support 

For reasons outlined in attached document pertaining to the use of Sandspit locations as the sole access for residents, 

ratepayers and emergency services to Kawau Island. 

Q11. Encroachments (11.5) Mostly support 

Q12. Tell us why 

For reasons outlined in attached document pertaining to the use of Sandspit locations as the sole access for residents, 

ratepayers and emergency services to Kawau Island. 

Q13. Geological and landscape features (11.6) Mostly support 

463463
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RespondentNo:F088 

Login: Matakana Coast Trail Trust and Mahurangi 

Trail Society Incorporated

Responded At: Aug 14, 2022 18:02:52 pm 

Last Seen: Aug 14, 2022 05:57:51 am 

Q1 . Overall, what is your opinion of the draft Rodney Strongly support 

Local Parks Management Plan? 

Q2. Tell us why 

The planning method is sound and well documented. The detail of the plans fit the method and the process appears to be 

transparent. 

Q3. Access and parking (11.1) 

Q4. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q5. Buildings (11.2) 

Q6. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q7. Climate change and natural hazards (11.3) 

QB. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q9. Unmanned aerial vehicles (including drones) 

(11.4) 

Q1 0. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q11. Encroachments (11.5) 

Q12. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q13. Geological and landscape features (11.6) 

Q14. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q15. Historic and cultural heritage (11.7) 

Q1 6. Tell us why 

not answered 

Mostly support 

Mostly support 

Mostly support 

Strongly support 

Strongly support 

Strongly support 

Strongly support 

468468
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RespondentNo: F089

Login: Cecilia Howatson

 

Q1 . Overall, what is your opinion of the draft Rodney Do not support 

Local Parks Management Plan? 

Q2. Tell us why 

Responded At: Aug 14, 2022 18:22:23 pm 

Last Seen: Aug 14, 2022 06:05:38 am

For reasons outlined in attached document, pertaining to the use of Sandspit, Warkworth locations being the sole access for 

residents, ratepayers, and emergency services, to Kawau Island. 

Q3. Access and parking (11.1) Do not support 

Q4. Tell us why 

For reasons outlined in attached document, pertaining to the use of Sandspit, Warkworth locations being the sole access for 

residents, ratepayers, and emergency services, to Kawau Island. 

Q5. Buildings (11.2) Do not support 

Q6. Tell us why 

For reasons outlined in attached document, pertaining to the use of Sandspit, Warkworth locations being the sole access for 

residents, ratepayers, and emergency services, to Kawau Island. 

Q7. Climate change and natural hazards (11.3) Do not support 

QB. Tell us why 

For reasons outlined in attached document, pertaining to the use of Sandspit, Warkworth locations being the sole access for 

residents, ratepayers, and emergency services, to Kawau Island. 

Q9. Unmanned aerial vehicles (including drones) 

(11.4) 

Q1 0. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q11. Encroachments (11.5) 

Q12. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q13. Geological and landscape features (11.6) 

Q14. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q15. Historic and cultural heritage (11.7) 

Mostly support 

Mostly support 

Mostly support 

Mostly support 
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RespondentNo:F090 

Login: Ken Harcombe 

Q1 . Overall, what is your opinion of the draft Rodney Mostly support 

Local Parks Management Plan? 

Q2. Tell us why 

Responded At: Aug 14, 2022 18:32:23 pm 

Last Seen: Aug 14, 2022 04:25:13 am 

The plan to protect and enhance parks is excellent, but the interpretation of enhance means different things to individuals 

and groups. Sports groups commandeer a significant land area for a limited number of people to enjoy. Green spaces need 

to include trees and not just single trees. 

Q3. Access and parking (11.1) Mostly support 

Q4. Tell us why 

I feel there should be sufficient parks around urban areas to preclude the need to travel by vehicle to access green spaces 

thus reducing the need for parking, also parks should be connected by safe pedestrian and cycle access. 

Q5. Buildings (11.2) Mostly support 

Q6. Tell us why 

Buildings like community halls are fine, sports buildings should be on private land. 

Q7. Climate change and natural hazards (11.3) Mostly support 

QB. Tell us why 

The idea that we can mitigate climate change by planting a few trees is patently ridiculous, meanwhile providing more car 

parks in the same spaces. You would need to plant every park in total tree cover to make even a slight difference. 

Q9. Unmanned aerial vehicles (including drones) 

(11.4) 

Q1 0. Tell us why 

Mostly support 

I don't think drones are a problem if they obey civil aviation rules. 

Q11. Encroachments (11.5) Strongly support 

Q12. Tell us why 

Encroachments must not be tolerated. If permanent structures encroach then they must be removed, in line with current 

legal constraints when a house is built too close to, or over, a boundary. 

Q13. Geological and landscape features (11.6) Mostly support 

Q14. Tell us why 

Viewshafts are an arbitrary, subjective concept. If trees block the view that is nature in action. Build towers if you want a 

view, maybe tree top walkways. 
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RespondentNo: F091

Login: Rachel Constantine 

Q1 . Overall, what is your opinion of the draft Rodney Other 

Local Parks Management Plan? 

Q2. Tell us why 

Responded At: Aug 14, 2022 19:06:32 pm 

Last Seen: Aug 14, 2022 06:52:57 am 

The plan document is overwhelming and doesn't simply explain what the council intend for our local parks at Kumeu. I'm a 

weekly user of Glasgow park, I ride my horse 3 times a week at the local pony club and use the arena. My children also 

attend the pony situated at the park. I hope this plan keeps the equestrian facilities and allows the pony club to thrive at this 

park. Would be such a shame that it's lost. 

Q3. Access and parking (11.1) 

Q4. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q5. Buildings (11.2) 

Q6. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q7. Climate change and natural hazards (11.3) 

Q8. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q9. Unmanned aerial vehicles (including drones) 

(11.4) 

Q1 0. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q11. Encroachments (11.5) 

Q12. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q13. Geological and landscape features (11.6) 

Q14. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q15. Historic and cultural heritage (11.7) 

Other 

I don't know 

I don't know 

I don't know 

I don't know 

I don't know 

I don't know 
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RespondentNo: F092

Login: Lucille Coward 

Q1 . Overall, what is your opinion of the draft Rodney Mostly support 

Local Parks Management Plan? 

Q2. Tell us why 

Responded At: Aug 14, 2022 20:17:42 pm 

Last Seen: Aug 14, 2022 08:09:48 am 

Subject to the concerns outlined in attached document - a comprehensive plan is, in principle, required for the future 

protection of our region's social, cultural and economic values. 

Q3. Access and parking (11.1) Do not support 

Q4. Tell us why 

For reason outlined in attached document, pertaining to the use of Sandspit locations being the sole access for residents , 

rate payers and emergency services Kawau Island 

Q5. Buildings (11.2) Do not support 

Q6. Tell us why 

For reason outlined in attached document, pertaining to the use of Sandspit locations being the sole access for residents , 

rate payers and emergency services Kawau Island 

Q7. Climate change and natural hazards (11.3) Do not support 

Q8. Tell us why 

For reason outlined in attached document, pertaining to the use of Sandspit locations being the sole access for residents , 

rate payers and emergency services Kawau Island 

Q9. Unmanned aerial vehicles (including drones) 

(11.4) 

Q1 0. Tell us why 

Mostly support 

For reason outlined in attached document, pertaining to the use of Sandspit locations being the sole access for residents , 

rate payers and emergency services Kawau Island 

Q11. Encroachments (11.5) Mostly support 

Q12. Tell us why 

For reason outlined in attached document, pertaining to the use of Sandspit locations being the sole access for residents , 

rate payers and emergency services Kawau Island 

Q13. Geological and landscape features (11.6) Mostly support 

Q14. Tell us why 

For reason outlined in attached document, pertaining to the use of Sandspit locations being the sole access for residents , 

rate payers and emergency services Kawau Island 
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RespondentNo: F093

Login: Emma Pearson

 

Q1 . Overall, what is your opinion of the draft Rodney Mostly support 

Local Parks Management Plan? 

Q2. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q3. Access and parking (11.1) 

Q4. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q5. Buildings (11.2) 

Q6. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q7. Climate change and natural hazards (11.3) 

Q8. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q9. Unmanned aerial vehicles (including drones) 

(11.4) 

Q1 0. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q11. Encroachments (11.5) 

Q12. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q13. Geological and landscape features (11.6) 

Q14. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q15. Historic and cultural heritage (11.7) 

Q1 6. Tell us why 

not answered 

I don't know 

I don't know 

I don't know 

I don't know 

I don't know 

I don't know 

I don't know 

Responded At: Aug 14, 2022 20:14:30 pm 

Last Seen: Aug 14, 2022 07:46:04 am 
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RespondentNo: F095

Login: Charlotte Owens-Pring 

Q1 . Overall, what is your opinion of the draft Rodney Mostly support 

Local Parks Management Plan? 

Q2. Tell us why 

Responded At: Aug 14, 2022 20:52:03 pm 

Last Seen: Aug 14, 2022 08:28:20 am 

I support the Management plan as long as it supports local groups including Warkworth Pony Club. Having some stability 

around the use of the showgrounds via a lease or similar will help our tamariki have accessible riding programmes that 

support our local community. 

Q3. Access and parking (11.1) Mostly support 

Q4. Tell us why 

I would like to see an increase in accessible parking for Disabled people. 

Q5. Buildings (11.2) Mostly support 

Q6. Tell us why 

It would be good to have a changing places accessible bathroom for people with high and complex needs so that caregivers 

are able to use a hoist and large changing space. 

Q7. Climate change and natural hazards (11.3) 

Q8. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q9. Unmanned aerial vehicles (including drones) 

(11.4) 

Q1 0. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q11. Encroachments (11.5) 

Q12. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q13. Geological and landscape features (11.6) 

Q14. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q15. Historic and cultural heritage (11.7) 

Mostly support 

Mostly support 

Mostly support 

Mostly support 

Mostly support 
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RespondentNo: F096

Login: Warkworth Pony Club

 

Responded At: Aug 14, 2022 21 :33:15 pm 

Last Seen: Aug 14, 2022 08:38:12 am

Q1 . Overall, what is your opinion of the draft Rodney Do not support 

Local Parks Management Plan? 

Q2. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q3. Access and parking (11.1) 

Q4. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q5. Buildings (11.2) 

Q6. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q7. Climate change and natural hazards (11.3) 

QB. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q9. Unmanned aerial vehicles (including drones) 

(11.4) 

Q1 0. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q11. Encroachments (11.5) 

Q12. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q13. Geological and landscape features (11.6) 

Q14. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q15. Historic and cultural heritage (11.7) 

Q1 6. Tell us why 

not answered 

Strongly support 

Mostly support 

Strongly support 

not answered 

not answered 

not answered 

not answered 

504504
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507507



RespondentNo: F097

Login: Warkworth Pony Club

 

Q1 . Overall, what is your opinion of the draft Rodney not answered 

Local Parks Management Plan? 

Q2. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q3. Access and parking (11.1) 

Q4. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q5. Buildings (11.2) 

Q6. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q7. Climate change and natural hazards (11.3) 

Q8. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q9. Unmanned aerial vehicles (including drones) 

(11.4) 

Q1 0. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q11. Encroachments (11.5) 

Q12. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q13. Geological and landscape features (11.6) 

Q14. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q15. Historic and cultural heritage (11.7) 

Q16. Tell us why 

not answered 

Mostly support 

Mostly support 

Mostly support 

Mostly support 

Mostly support 

Mostly support 

Mostly support 

Responded At: Aug 14, 2022 22:23:25 pm 

Last Seen: Aug 14, 2022 10:12:52 am 
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RespondentNo: F099

Login: Moreen Taylor 

Q1 . Overall, what is your opinion of the draft Rodney Mostly support 

Local Parks Management Plan? 

Q2. Tell us why 

Responded At: Aug 15, 2022 05:17:32 am 

Last Seen: Aug 14, 2022 16:36:17 pm 

We need green spaces, but only because council has allowed high density housing with no individual green spaces. As with 

all parks unless they are safe and kept free from criminals and drug users, they will never be used. A win/win would be to 

invest in playing fields on local schools, the schools benefit and they have a security systems inbuilt and can never be 

acquired by council at later dates for housing. 

Q3. Access and parking (11.1) Mostly support 

Q4. Tell us why 

We need green spaces, but only because council has allowed high density housing with no individual green spaces. As with 

all parks unless they are safe and kept free from criminals and drug users, they will never be used. A win/win would be to 

invest in playing fields on local schools, the schools benefit and they have a security systems inbuilt and can never be 

acquired by council at later dates for housing. 

Q5. Buildings (11.2) not answered 

Q6. Tell us why 

We need green spaces, but only because council has allowed high density housing with no individual green spaces. As with 

all parks unless they are safe and kept free from criminals and drug users, they will never be used. A win/win would be to 

invest in playing fields on local schools, the schools benefit and they have a security systems inbuilt and can never be 

acquired by council at later dates for housing. 

Q7. Climate change and natural hazards (11.3) 

QB. Tell us why 

not answered 

Q9. Unmanned aerial vehicles (including drones) 

(11.4) 

Q1 0. Tell us why 

I don't know 

Mostly support 

All aerial vehicles, planes, microlight, helicopters and drones should have GPS fitted and linked to council GeoMaps . This 

avoids off target flying by any vehicle, including those spraying chemicals which are harmful to human, aquatic and soil 

health. It also avoids criminals using drones to commit property crimes. the only exception should be for Police and Military, 

they should be tracked but data should only be available to their offices, all other tracking should be available for 

prosecution, by council and individuals, if required. 

Q11. Encroachments (11.5) Other 
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RespondentNo: F100

Login: Peter Sergent 

Q1 . Overall, what is your opinion of the draft Rodney Mostly support 

Local Parks Management Plan? 

Q2. Tell us why 

Responded At: Aug 15, 2022 07:32:31 am 

Last Seen: Aug 14, 2022 18:46:39 pm 

Subject to the concerns outlined in attached document. A comprehensive plan is, in principle, required for the future 

protection of our regions social, cultural and economic values 

Q3. Access and parking (11.1) Do not support 

Q4. Tell us why 

for reasons outlined in attached document, pertaining to the use of sandspit locations being the sole access for residents, 

ratepayers and emergency serviuces to kawau island 

Q5. Buildings (11.2) Do not support 

Q6. Tell us why 

for reasons outlined in attached document, pertaining to the use of sandspit locations being the sole access for residents, 

ratepayers and emergency serviuces to kawau island 

Q7. Climate change and natural hazards (11.3) Do not support 

QB. Tell us why 

for reasons outlined in attached document, pertaining to the use of sandspit locations being the sole access for residents, 

ratepayers and emergency serviuces to kawau island 

Q9. Unmanned aerial vehicles (including drones) 

(11.4) 

Q1 0. Tell us why 

Mostly support 

for reasons outlined in attached document, pertaining to the use of sandspit locations being the sole access for residents, 

ratepayers and emergency serviuces to kawau island 

Q11. Encroachments (11.5) Mostly support 

Q12. Tell us why 

ffor reasons outlined in attached document, pertaining to the use of sandspit locations being the sole access for residents, 

ratepayers and emergency serviuces to kawau island 

Q13. Geological and landscape features (11.6) Mostly support 

Q14. Tell us why 

for reasons outlined in attached document, pertaining to the use of sandspit locations being the sole access for residents, 

ratepayers and emergency serviuces to kawau island 
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