Page 1

SUBMISSIONS RECEIVED ON DRAFT MOTUEKA WARD RESERVE MANAGEMENT PLAN
- SORTED BY TOPIC
TABLE OF CONTENTS
Topic
1-3
4-6
7-8
9
10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27

Page
Improving Ecological Health
Building Partnerships
Increasing Enjoyment
Reserve Development (playgrounds, landscaping etc)
Otuwhero Carpark Reserve, Marahau
Walkway linkage Kaiteriteri to Stephens Bay
Walking track between Anarewa Point and Tapu Bay
Tapu Bay - new public toilet
Pukekoikoi Historic Reserve - parking etc
Development of northern area at Riwaka Memorial Recreation Reserve
Development of flat area at Brooklyn Recreation Reserve
Lease proposal at Sportspark Motueka (new multipurpose clubrooms)
Development of Decks Reserve
Thorp Bush - entranceway upgrade etc
Goodman Recreation Park - new toilets and car park
Motueka Museum frontage (proposal to keep free of commercial use)
Fearon Bush
Pethybridge Rose Garden
Historic Reserve at Anarewa Point
Motueka Golf Course
Other parks and reserves (sorted by location, from north to south)
Any other comments on Draft Plan
Submission#19571 re Alex Ryder Memorial Reserve, Little Kaiteriteri

2-4
5-8
9
10-11
12
13
14-15
16-19
19
20
21-22
23-25
26-30
31-43
43
43-45
46-47
48-49
50-54
55
56-74
75-90
91-104

Page 2

Submission Responses, listed by Subject
ID

Submitter

Opinion Summary

01-03 Improving Ecological Health
19481 Dr Paul Mosley

Yes

Environmental outcomes
The proposed environmental outcomes need further consideration. The focus is on a small number of high value sites (and the aspirations for these is
fine), but the environmental quality of all reserves in the area (including the significant areas of public land that are unformed legal roads, including
those along coastline, watercourses, and former watercourses, which are not Esplanade Reserves) must be considered. Outcomes for different reserves
may well differ, depending on the purpose, size, location, etc. of the reserve. As the plan notes, Esplanade Reserves have ecological significance, and a
visionary and strategic approach to their management will be needed – even though they are generally very small.
The priority given in para 1 of this section to enhancing and maintaining mauri is inappropriate; a plan such as this must be based on fact-based,
scientific analysis, and mauri is a concept that is culturally determined and difficult to measure – how does one know if one has enhanced mauri, other
than by measuring environmental attributes in a rigorous way? Mauri can be included in this section as an alternative expression, appropriate to
iwi/Maori interests, of environmental status, but should not be given the priority implied by its present placement. I would expect environmental
outcomes to be couched in terms based on environmental science and management.

19481 Dr Paul Mosley

Yes

1.2 Overview of Ecological Values
This section provides a useful, succinct statement as a basis for considering those reserves (a minority, in reality) that still have ecological value. In Issues
& Opportunities, it is surprising that, yet again, the statement relating to Protection of Ecosystems and Biodiversity focuses on Maori perspectives;
surely this matter is one that concerns everyone, whatever their cultural/ethnic background, and perhaps should be couched simply in scientific terms
that as far as possible are “culture-free”? This subsection could usefully quantify the significance of the reserves in terms of ecological/biodiversity
values in the District. Other elements of the Issues & Opportunities section are well stated. The Objectives and Policies are difficult to separate, and
several of each would better be classified as Actions (e.g. compare objective 3 and policy 1). However, their intent is endorsed. I suggest an objective
that the public would be informed of the ecological, biodiversity, and cultural values of reserves through appropriate signage, leaflets, and other
technology. Does there not need to be an objective relating to weed and pest management, to respond to the opportunity identified and to implement
the policy stated?

19481 Dr Paul Mosley

Yes

1.3 Significant native habitats
This section is important and well stated (although many of the Policies look more like Actions to me). The Issues & Opportunities could be more
explicitly addressed in the Objectives and Policies for each area. The Objective for each area should be to conserve, rather than simply recognize, the
biodiversity of the reserve. In Part 5, these same reserves are again covered, but in less detail, and with different policies and objectives. This must be
reconsidered – policies and objectives in section 1.3 and 5.6 must be the same for each reserve, and the introductory material must be harmonized.

19547 Mr Patrick
Leonard

Yes

I strongly support the first three changes to the management plan. Protecting the small amount of native vegetation we have left in the area is
important for wildlife. But it also helps identify our landscape, defines the area and makes it attractive for tourists and hides some of the adverse effects
of development.

19616 Mrs Gillian
Pollock

Yes

We support: "Improving ecological health".
1. Significant Native Habitat areas to be maintained, restored, enhanced and protected from incompatible human activities.
2. Revegetation to enhance the integrity of these sites.
3. Regular weed and humane animal pest control.
4. Planting species for rongoa/medicinal or rāranga/weaving purposes in many parks and reserves BUT NOT IN SCENIC OR SCIENTIFIC RESERVES, and
encouraging harvesting of these materials on a sustainable basis.
5. Planting WITH NATIVES for greater amenity, shelter and shade.
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19616 Mrs Gillian
Pollock

Yes

We support the planting of natives wherever possible: - Natives are adapted to local conditions. - They retain moisture and cool the ground. - They
provide habitat for a suite of native species which form the New Zealand biological web of life.

19629 Mrs Jane Murray Yes

NMH supports the changes to the current management regime as proposed in the Plan that will improve ecological health, build partnerships with local
iwi, and increase people's enjoyment of parks and reserves, this will facilitate people's mental and physical health.

19630 Ms Helen
Lindsay

Yes

I support the protection of ecological values of the reserves and want to see those enhanced and protected in any development plans.

19635 Mr Lionel Solly

Yes

I support the improvements/changes under this heading. Plants used in restoration or enhancement of Significant Native Habitat Areas should be
appropriate to the locality and the Plan should encourage eco-sourcing* of plants wherever possible.
* Eco-sourced plants are those which are grown from seeds or propagules collected from naturally occurring vegetation in a locality close to where they
are replanted as part of a restoration or revegetation project.

19635 Mr Lionel Solly

Yes

ASPIRATIONS & KEY OUTCOMES SOUGHT
I support the Aspirations and Key Outcomes, and welcome the recognition given to maintaining, restoring, enhancing and protecting Significant Native
Habitat areas, including the lowland native forest at Thorp Bush and Fearon Bush; hillside forest at Brooklyn Recreation Reserve; saltmarsh habitats; and
wetland areas. I also welcome the intention to restore and enhance esplanade reserves as riparian buffer zones and biodiversity corridors.

19635 Mr Lionel Solly

Yes

1.2 OVERVIEW OF ECOLOGICAL VALUES
A reference to "Section 1.2" in the first paragraph should be amended to read "Section 1.3".
2. Policy 1 also refers to "the relevant policies specified in Part 2, Section 1.2 of this Plan", and should be amended to reference Part 3, Section 1.3 of the
Plan.
3. The Plan should make provision for community groups to undertake or support restoration planting, animal pest control and/or weed control, where
consistent with the objectives and policies in this and other sections of the Plan.
1.3.1 - 1,3.6 SIGNIFICANT NATIVE HABITATS
1. I request that the Objectives in each of sections 1.3.1 — 1.3.6 be amended as follows: "To maintain and enhance the biodiversity values of ..."

19645 Mrs Elizabeth
(Beth) Bryant

Yes

Significant Natural Areas (as compiled and researched for TDC by Shannell Courtney)
It would be useful to have all the reserves with SNA’s made Scenic reserves.
Management policies for all the SNA reserves should follow the recommendations made by Michael North in the SNA’s and decisions for these reserves
should be made in conjunction with the Department of Conservation.

19645 Mrs Elizabeth
(Beth) Bryant

Yes

Local Ecosourced Native Species in parks
Native species should be planted wherever possible as native bird/ insect species rely on Native plants. Introduced species contain little or no food for
natives and they are only used by birds for roosting purposes.
Shannell Courtney has produced excellent planting lists of various areas for Tasman district council and these should be used as well as brought to the
attention of ratepayers.

19649 Dr Joanna Santa Yes
Barbara

I'm happy with both the values and the implementation actions in the Draft Plan.
Two suggestions:
1. Where the goal of 'Increase native biomass' is put forward, add to its list of purposes 'To increase carbon sequestration'. Rationale: The climate crisis
is now so urgent that every council activity needs to be considered in this framework. Planting more native trees is one way council can contribute to
reaching net carbon zero by 2050.
2. Where there is high traffic in a reserve, consider labelling certain native trees. Rationale: Increase community knowledge and valuing of native flora.

19654 Mr Bruce
Gilkison

Each of the following items is important in the development of these Reserves generally, for the reasons below:
Improving ecological health
1. Significant Native Habitat areas are maintained, restored, enhanced and protected from incompatible human activities. Regular weed and humane

Yes
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animal pest control and revegetation enhances the integrity of these sites.
2. Planting species for rongoa/medicinal or rāranga/weaving purposes in many parks and reserves and encouraging harvesting of these materials on a
sustainable basis.
3. Increasing native biomass, to restore ecological health.
** I would stress particularly:
- more native trees, replacing exotics where appropriate, and sequestering carbon to offset greengouse gas emissions
- less concrete (to reduce carbon emissions) and lawns (to reduce the need for on-going carbon-emitting maintenance and machinery)
- plant to extend wildlife corridors (birds, especially, need not just space but ways to allow them to reach other forest remnants)
- create/expand wetlands, which are highly 'productive' for wildlife, and have been reduced to a tiny percentage of their original areas in New Zealand.
19669 Ms Aneika
Young

Yes

Support 1 & 3. Regarding 2. [Planting species for rongoa or raranga purposes] * this needs to be endorsed and managed by iwi. Raranga and rongoa is
an activity for iwi. First right of refusal.

19673 Mr & Mrs John & Yes
Jane Midgley

See handwritten original submission attached.
We would like to see more native planting at both Stephens and Tapu Bays.

19679 Ms Freda
Gerslov

Planting in reserves
I appreciate the use of native species to enhance biomass etc, but I do think it is being overdone in some areas. This results in a rather repetitive colour
and shape to the edges of our walkways, beaches and inlet margins.
I would also suggest that the planting is often too close, especially as plants get older and bigger, often obscuring the view of water, birds etc from the
walkers. Flax on the edge of a walkway can be a hazard as old fronds fall over the path and are a danger to the elderly and less robust walkers, and do
cause falls when walkers trip over the fronds.

Yes

19687 Mr Roger Gaskell Yes

See attached PDF for scanned copy of complete submission.
I fully support the 5 objectives and request proactive implementation the 5 policies outlined in Part 3. Section 1.2 for the 6 SNH Areas. Additionally,
significant biodiversity and landscape values are contained in other Reserves and these values deserve and require geater advocacy and protection from
active management.
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04-06 Building Partnerships
19481 Dr Paul Mosley

No Part 1 and Part 2 of the draft plan would benefit – as the introductory material at the front of the document – from some significant rewriting
and addition of material. There is presently a strong focus on iwi/Maori interests and perspectives, virtually to the exclusion of the interests of
the general public at large. The commitment to promoting partnership between iwi/Maori and the Crown/TDC is quite proper, but seems to
have led to the draft overlooking the interests of and the possibility of partnership with other community groups (the effectiveness of which
has been abundantly demonstrated by Soroptomists, Lions, Rotary, KMB, etc. over the years). Thus, Parts 1 and 2 provide an unbalanced
viewpoint which does not provide a complete basis for subsequent parts/sections. The introduction should establish the point that the reserves
must meet the aspirations of a wide range of sub-communities, although at times these aspirations may be irreconcilable. The management
plan is, therefore, a crucially important document in explaining policies etc., and ensuring the understanding and enlisting the support of the
community at large.
Part 1
Aspirations
The focus of this crucially important section is entirely on iwi/Maori perspectives, and there is no reference to the aspirations of the community
at large, which is predominantly non-Maori and does not necessarily subscribe to the principles enunciated in this section. There is no
reference to the aspirations of important segments of the community, notably retirees (of whom there are an increasing number in Motueka),
and the young (for whom reserve areas surely have a particularly important role to play in recreation and personal development). There is no
reference to the work of community groups such as Keep Motueka Beautiful or the Soroptomists, who have provided some major initiatives
and achievements in Motueka’s reserves. A major omission is reference to the large number of visitors to Motueka, many of whom make use of
our reserves. They are very diverse, ranging from NZ-resident, retired “grey nomads” to young European budget travelers – diverse cultures,
interests, expectations of the facilities provided at reserves, etc. As we have found at George/East Quay and Beach Reserve, the interests of
such visitors and Motueka residents may be irreconcilable; it is important to recognise this challenge in a section entitled “aspirations”.
Overall outcomes
Again, there is an undue emphasis on outcomes related to Maori aspirations, and a very unspecific recognition of the outcomes that other
segments of the community, including visitors, might desire. The plan needs to recognize that there are several segments of the community
(not just based on ethnicity, but on age, socio-economic status, etc.) whose aspirations must be acknowledged and fostered if the plan is to be
genuinely inclusive.
Cultural outcomes
Yet again, the focus is on iwi/Maori perspectives. The rest of the community – which includes several ethnic groups, some fairly sophisticated
non-Maori cultures, and many visitors from other countries – have cultural interests that also should be considered. Thus, for example, one
would have thought that European perspectives on recreation, sport, nature conservation, etc. would have as much legitimacy as the Maori
perspectives solely referred to in this section, and also that the history and archeology of non-Maori settlement deserves equivalent
safeguarding. The section Community Feedback surely indicates the perspectives of non-Maori cultures, and these should not be essentially
ignored, if not dismissed, in this section.
Part 2
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1.0 Legislative context
This could get tedious, but yet again it has to be said that the draft plan focuses almost entirely on the iwi/Maori perspective. It is as if
legislation that relates to local government responsibilities and resource/environmental management has nothing to say about the interests of
the community at large. In my opinion, this section is quite unbalanced, and does not provide a sound basis for a management plan that seeks
to achieve the legitimate interests of all residents of the Motueka Ward.
1.1 Historic cultural landscape
This certainly is getting tedious. The section speaks only of Maori pre-history, and there is no reference whatsoever to historic settlement by
European and other groups, let alone to the modern and contemporary changes that we see taking place about us – which frankly owe little to
Maori cultural values. If this section is to have any relevance to the management plan, it needs to be considerably more balanced and inclusive
than it is at present. The present landscape owes far more to historic, documented changes in land use and management than to those the
section presently describes.
2.0 Cultural and Historical Heritage
2.1 Wahi tapu, archaeological sites and taonga
This section appears to identify and address the issues well, but other people are better equipped to comment. The comment in Issues &
Opportunities about not identifying newly discovered sites should, presumably, be stated as a policy.
2.2 Post-European settlement historic/archaeological sites
There isn’t a section on this in the draft, and there should be! Yet again, the draft addresses only the iwi/Maori perspective. As the years pass
(approaching 200 years of European settlement now!), post-1830 sites are becoming increasingly important nationwide. Is this not the case in
Tasman District? Perhaps a more deliberate effort to identify and conserve such sites is required; sadly, we are not doing a very good job at
present. There are a few historic markers around – not to mention the Janie Seddon! – but they hardly cover the ground of European
settlement. The problem may be that DoC and the Historic Places Trust also have responsibilities in this subject area, but that does not release
TDC from the responsibility of ensuring that historic sites are conserved on public land under its control.
Part 3
1.1 Te Au Maori Worldview
Well, there we have it. Parts 1 and 2 have indeed provided an accurate introduction to part 3, which commences with an exclusive statement of
Maori perspectives and values, and the policies that will further them. It is extraordinary, and possibly offensive to some people, that nonMaori perspectives and values are ignored and, implicitly, dismissed. One would expect that this Part would introduce the notion that reserves
management must cater to the aspirations, values, and worldviews of all residents of and visitors to Motueka Ward, some of whom are Maori,
most NZ European, others Asian, Polynesian, etc. Instead, it simply assumes that Maori perspectives have priority over everything else. The
statement of Objective and Policies here, as they relate to the partnership between iwi/Maori and the Government of NZ (TDC in this context),
is fine. However, to present it in the way that this document does seems to imply that reserves management will not consider the interests of
non-Maori.
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19468 Mr David Armstrong

Yes Overall I am pleased to see in the draft plan explicit statement of the need to partner with iwi on reserves planning and management. This is a
very important foundation.

19576 Mr David Armstrong

Yes 2) We are pleased to see a explicit statement of the need to partner with iwi on reserves planning and management, diversity and
environmental health. This is a very important foundation which appears to have been occasionally assumed but given lip service to. We
believe this can be done while also paying consideration to other cultural values held by our diverse population.

19629 Mrs Jane Murray

Yes NMH supports the changes to the current management regime as proposed in the Plan that will improve ecological health, build partnerships
with local iwi, and increase people's enjoyment of parks and reserves, this will facilitate people's mental and physical health.

19632 Mr Ross McDonald

Yes Page 64. 5.3.13 Stephens Bay Historic Reserve
For the Iwi/Maori aspirations for this reserve to be practically feasible a public pedestrian
access way to Anarewa Crescent must be implemented (obstructing vegetation removed).
Implementation of the planned walkway between Anarewa Point and Tapu Bay in full as
shown by all of the yellow lines on Figure 7 will suitably correct the present lack of
convenient public access.

19635 Mr Lionel Solly

Yes 1.1 TE AO MÄORI WORLDVIEW
1. Whilst I generally support the objective of shared decision-making between Council and Iwi/Mãori, Council will need to ensure that any
statutory decisions under the Reserves Act are made in accordance with the powers conferred under that Act, including any delegations from
the Minister of Conservation.

19635 Mr Lionel Solly

Yes I support the improvements/changes under this heading. Consideration should also be given to partnerships with community groups and other
agencies/organisations where these would facilitate management of reserves and achievement of the Plan's objectives.

19654 Mr Bruce Gilkison

Yes Each of the following items is important in the development of these Reserves generally, for the reasons below:
Building partnerships
4. Strengthened relationships with iwi/Māori, based on mutual good faith, cooperation and respect.
5. Kaitiakitanga (guardianship) is reflected in the way that the parks, reserves and their values are managed.
6. Increased understanding, respect and consideration of iwi/Māori perspectives, tikanga (system of beliefs) and mātauranga Māori
(knowledge) and this is incorporated into reserve management. ** I am Pakeha/European, but strongly believe that tangible evidence of our
commitment to partnership with Māori is lacking in local parks and reserves.

19666 Mr Mike Ingram
(Wakatu & NRAIT)

Yes [Also see page 83 of this report].
A. SUPREME COURT DECISION – PROPRIETORS OF WAKATŪ & ORS V ATTORNEY GENERAL (SC 13/2015) [2017] NZSC 17
The decision of the Supreme Court, found in favour of Rore Pat Stafford, as one of the claimants, that the Crown owed a legally enforceable
fiduciary duty to the customary owners of the land throughout the Top of the South Island by reserving and excluding certain lands for their
exclusive use.
It is noted that this matter is mentioned on page 29, in regard to the Thorp Bush. The submitters are pleased to see an acknowledgment of this,
however believe the issues raised as a result of this decision are inadequately covered in the plan.

19666 Mr Mike Ingram
(Wakatu & NRAIT)

Yes C. CULTURAL VALUES
The submitters acknowledge and thank the Council for engaging with Iwi/Maori and giving consideration to their views.
As part of the consultation process the submitters requested the Council to consult individually with all shareholders of Tiakina:
o Ngāti Kōata Trust and Te Pātaka-a-Ngāti Koata Trust
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o Te Atiawa Manawhenua Ki Te Tau Ihu Trust and Te Atiawa o Te Waka-a-Maui Trust
o Ngati Rarua Iwi Trust and Ngati Rarua Settlement Trust
o Ngati Tama ki Te Waipounamu Trust
o Wakatu Incorporation
o Ngati Rarua Ātiawa Iwi Trust
Including as a result of the Supreme Court decision, consultation was requested to be undertaken with Rore Pat Stafford.
The submitters understand that the Council has consulted with Iwi. However we have no knowledge of any consultation with Rore Pat Stafford.
Can Council confirm what consultation it undertook with Rore Pat Stafford?
19668 Ms Olivia Hall
(Ngati Rarua)

Yes Please find attached our Ngāti Rārua positioning statement [see pages 84-85 of this report]. You will see that within that we clearly state our
rights and responsibilities to the area being discussed within the Moteuka Reserves Management Plan.
As mana whenua (those who hold the historical and territorial rights over the region), we clearly see our role as partner with Tasman District
Council on matters of importance. We would have concerns and oppose Tasman District Council advancing the rights of iwi who do not have
mana whenua rights to the areas within the Motueka Reserves Management Plan, by heeding their advice or acknowledging their input to the
same level of that of mana whenua iwi.
We are mindful of the input that we have been able to provide Tasman District Council to date via our Deputy Chair Rima Piggott, and seek a
mana whenua co-management relationship agreement on all the areas being discussed, to ensure appropriate cultural input for these reserves
both now and in the future. This will ensure that points 4 – 6 of the proposed changes which are part of the “Building Relationships” section,
are able to appropriately applied on an ongoing manner, as well as ensuring ongoing iwi input into the development of Motueka for our
community.
We seek to speak to this submission and look forward to the opportunity to reflect a true partnership between iwi and Council regarding this
matter, as well as an enactment of Te Tiriti o Waitangi rights of iwi as per Article two.
Please do not hesitate to contact me to discuss further.

19671 Ms Jaqui Ngawaka
(Ngati Tama)

Yes See submission points listed on pages 85-88 of this report.

19672 Mr Ian Shapcott
(Te Atiawa)

Yes See submission points listed on pages 88-90 of this report.

19669 Ms Aneika Young

Yes Support 4. How [will relationships be strengthened]? TDC processes.
* Acknowledgement of iwi sites of significance in and around reserves.
5. 'Kaitiakitanga' is a Maori concept.

19669 Ms Aneika Young

Yes - Establish a different consultation process with iwi as the Treaty Partner on all developments.
- Use of the correct names in documents and signs (e.g. Kaiteretere and Riuwaka).
- Activity and developments around Little Kaiteretere, Anarewa & Tapu Bay walkways.
- Use of terms kaitiakitanga, rongoa and raranga - this is for iwi to determine, not Council.
- Opportunity for iwi input into design, interpretation etc.
- Understanding of cultural values of significance in relation to reserves.
- The return of reserve lands to iwi as Treaty Partner.

19673 Mr & Mrs John & Jane Yes 6) We agree with increased respect and consideration of iwi.
Midgley
19687 Mr Roger Gaskell

Yes I fully support the 3 proposals to strengthen relationships with Iwi allow for kaitiakitanga from the community and increase understanding of
the role these reserves play in tikanga and matauranga
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07-08 Increasing Enjoyment
19481 Dr Paul Mosley

Yes Part 1. Recreational outcomes
This section should provide a visionary statement of how reserves will provide for the recreational aspirations of the community by 2028, but the
present draft principally provides a list of rather detailed proposals, ranging from a public toilet at Tapu Bay to an entire library at Decks Reserve
(recreational outcomes??) Normally, an outcome is the result of some set of policies and actions; a public toilet is, in planning terms, merely an
input, whose outcome would be comfortable and relieved reserve users and maintenance of first-world standards of public health and hygiene.
This section needs rewriting to provide a much clearer idea of the aspirations and vision for reserve management, in recreational terms. The
earlier consultation (outlined in Community Feedback) can provide a basis, but it is necessary to establish basic principles and desired outcomes
before diving into the sort of highly specific, infrastructural inputs that are listed.

19481 Dr Paul Mosley

Yes Part 2. 3.1 Visitor use and management
In the introductory paragraphs, it should be noted that several of the recreation reserves are heavily used by out-of-town visitors, even to the
extent of effectively excluding residents (notably Motueka Beach Reserve). This presents very significant management challenges which the
Council has struggled to deal with. In the section Issues & Opportunities, there should be a section addressing the potential for and actual conflict
between the interests of residents and visitors, particularly “freedom campers”. This has to be managed a lot more effectively than it has been so
far.
3.2 Organised events
The stated Objective 1 surely is a policy? Some of the stated policies are at a far higher level of detail than elsewhere in the document, e.g. 4 and
5.

19545 Mr Mike Patrick

Yes Support

19629 Mrs Jane Murray

Yes NMH supports the changes to the current management regime as proposed in the Plan that will improve ecological health, build partnerships
with local iwi, and increase people's enjoyment of parks and reserves, this will facilitate people's mental and physical health.

19635 Mr Lionel Solly

Yes I support the improvements/changes under this heading. Where possible I would request that plantings for amenity, shelter and shade include
local native species and/or species that will support native wildlife (such as tui and bellbirds), so that they will also provide opportunities for
people to experience nature in their daily lives. This would align with the concept of 'Healthy Nature Healthy People' which seeks to reinforce
and encourage the connections between a healthy environment and a healthy society. The principles are:
• the wellbeing of all societies depends on healthy ecosystems;
• parks nurture healthy ecosystems;
• contact with nature is essentiai for improving emotional, physical and spiritual health and wellbeing; and
• parks are fundamental to economic growth and to vibrant and healthy communities.

19669 Ms Aneika Young

Yes Support both. 7 - Opportunity for cultural interpretation and design from iwi.

19687 Mr Roger Gaskell

Yes I support the addition of facilities such as toilets and information panels.
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09 Reserve development (playgrounds, landscaping etc)
19481 Dr Paul Mosley

Yes

5.6 Motueka reserves
What is lacking in this section is an overview that discusses to what extent the existing network (scattering?) of reserves meets foreseeable
needs. A difficulty with commenting on the draft document is that one is presented with “what is there now”, but not with “what could
and perhaps should be there in ten or twenty years time”. A visionary document should be addressing that. Several of the small
neighbourhood reserves, e.g. Wharepapa Grove Recreation Reserve, are to be maintained for “informal, passive recreation”. Is this what
the community will want in 2028? Is the distribution of reserves appropriate to the expected distribution of people – retirees, families with
young children, youth, short-term immigrant workers, etc. – and their expectations of local reserves? I don’t know the answer to this, but
the plan should be thinking about it, because obtaining new reserve land will no doubt take a few years. Several reserves have playground
equipment, catering for young children, and others (e.g. Eginton Park, 5.6.8) have wandering sealed paths and seats, catering for the aged.
I don’t see anything catering particularly for youth, who probably need facilities such as basketball or volleyball facilities (not the whole
court...). I suggest that an overall policy/objective should be to ensure that every neighbourhood recreation reserve is provided with the
facilities to meet the expectations of the local populace, with a particular eye on the needs of the growing number of retirees. More
specifically, each reserve should be reviewed in terms of local demographics and likely demand in ten years time. And the section on each
reserve should be to a standard format, ensuring that issues and opportunities, objectives, and policies are all stated (at present they are
not).
A particular issue is the lack of walkways/cycleways in the northwest of Motueka, in comparison with the very good provision of such
facilities in the southeast. There are a number of unformed legal roads and former watercourses that could be managed as reserves and
used to extend the walkway network over to the northwest of town. Further, the skate park and other facilities in the vicinity of Goodman
Recreation Reserve are too far away from the northwest suburb to be of use to residents. Is there a case to be made for providing a similar
facility in the northwest, to cater particularly for young people?
Section 1.3 considered several reserves that have particularly sign

19576 Mr David Armstrong

N/A

North-west and west Motueka
A look at the maps of Council facilities shows a preponderance of developed parks, walkways and reserves in the south-east sector of
town. Most of the recent, current and future growth of the town is to the west and north-west, and we think TDC should be doing a little
more development of its reserves and land holdings there. Depending on land ownership issues, this may include some better access to
the Motueka River bank in places, and could also include a cycle path along the river.
We are pleased to see that Council is planning to improve the amenity value of the two existing but undeveloped reserves in the newish Te
Maatu and Kerei Street subdivisions.

19545 Mr Mike Patrick

Yes

Support

19547 Mr Patrick Leonard

Yes

I am slightly concerned by the emphasis on built development in the 'Improvements' section of the plan. Whilst car parks, toilets and
libraries are all very necessary, they inevitably reduce the natural area of our reserves. I would be more supportive of the new
Management Plan if you had a policy which said that for each hectare concreted over you would extend the councils reserves by acquiring
and protecting 10 hectares.

19610 Mrs Brenda Woodman

Yes

Thank you, sounds wonderful to improve the recreation areas in Motueka.

19629 Mrs Jane Murray

Yes

The availability of public open space provides the opportunity for people to gather and socialise which has many health and wellbeing
benefits.* NMH supports the enhancement of recreational amenities such as toilets, shade sails and information panels across Motueka
Reserves. * Regional Public Health (2010) Healthy Open Spaces: A summary of the impact of open spaces on health and wellbeing.
Regional Public Health, Wellington. Retrieved from http://www.rph.org.nz/content/d893f45e-9d354906-bde7-c4912036c97e.cmr 27 July
2017
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19629 Mrs Jane Murray

Yes

NMH notes that TDC's Street Furniture Inventory Summary (Transportation Asset Management Plan, pg. 17) shows that there is only one
drinking fountain in the Tasman Region. Given that the district is one of the sunniest in the country, NMI-I was encouraged to see that TDC
is considering increasing drinking fountains in Motueka reserves. Adequate hydration is important especially in the warmer months.
Increasing the number of drinking fountains is a way that TDC can contribute to the health and wellbeing of its citizens by giving people the
option of free easily accessible water in public places.

19629 Mrs Jane Murray

Yes

NMH supports initiatives to provide more plantings in reserves for shelter and shade. There are only three shade structures in the District
(identified in the Transportation Asset Management Plan) and it is important that consideration is given to increasing either the number of
structures or suitable trees that will alleviate the effects of extreme heat by providing shade and allow cooler air to accumulate and
circulate at ground level.* This will enable more people to get refuge from the sun.
*Ministry of Health (2018) Heat Health Plans https://www.health.govt.nz/system/files/documents/publications/heat-healthplansguidelines-decl 8.docx

19629 Mrs Jane Murray

Yes

NMH supports the extension of walkways and cycleways in the reserves. Investment in these type of paths deliver a range of social and
environmental benefits which increase health and wellbeing.

19629 Mrs Jane Murray

Yes

NMH supports Council's decision to install more seating in Kahu Close Recreation Reserve, Motueka Museum Reserve, Decks Reserve and
the Sanctuary Ponds. Seating in public spaces is important because it gives people a place to rest and socialise. Seating spaces need to have
a plain design and be easily recognised as chairs to help those people with sight impairments and dementia.* Public benches need to
include a centre handrail so that people can easily get in and out of seats. Given Tasman's ageing population, it is important that the
Council assesses the level and standard of public seating.
*Alzheimer's Australia Vic (2016) Creating Dementia-friendly communities: A toolkit for local government Commonwealth and Victoria
Government's Home and Community Care program https://www.fightdementia.org.au/files/NATlONAL/documents/Dementia-friendlycommunities-toolkit-for-local-government.pdf 4

19629 Mrs Jane Murray

Yes

NMH supports the installation of new play equipment. Playgrounds are an important community asset in terms of social connection and
increasing physical activity. NMH encourages the Council to continue to invest in playgrounds across the district, including placing
playground and fitness equipment into new subdivisions. Such equipment can help people improve balance, strength, flexibility and
coordination as well as providing people with the opportunity to exercise with others. Given that Tasman District's population is ageing,
consideration should also be given to installing adult-friendly play equipment into parks such as wider slides and swings. This enables older
caregivers to be active alongside children.*
*https://www.health.harvard.edu/staying-healthy/the-benefits-and-risks-of-multigenerational-fitness-parks

19632 Mr Ross McDonald

Yes

Signage.
“Signs play a major part in establishing the image of a reserve.” More importantly, signs are essential in confirming to the public that each
piece of reserve land is in fact a public space and that it is therefore available for public use. Please give priority to erecting adequate
signage at those reserve entrances that presently have no signage. For example Anarewa Crescent Historic Reserve has no signage at the
Anarewa Crescent entrance.
Similarly please also give priority to erecting signage to identify pedestrian access ways where no adequate signage exists. Only when all
reserves and pedestrian access ways in the ward have at least basic signage installed should any consideration be given to image building
embellishments at sites where signage already exists.

19667 Ms Fiona Guyan

Yes

Please leave some reserves free from suburbanisation - as manifested. at the Motueka marina end-point, & the new Resurgence
landscaping: grading, kerbing, allocated carparks, general dumbing-down. That look is very suitable for semi-urban Richmond, not semiwild reserves out in the country. The concept of a reserve is exactly that it is not Nature tidied away, that something is left to the
imagination.
Thankyou.
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10 Otuwhero Carpark Reserve, Marahau
19545 Mr Mike Patrick

Yes

Support

19657 Mr John Ayling

Yes

4. Otuwhero Car Park
Thank you for your work in improving the Otuwhero Car Park.
On the whole, both residents and commercial operators seem very happy with the new layout – in functionality/safety and in improved
appearance. New rubbish bins in this area are much appreciated also. For the future, we would really appreciate:
a. this area being maintained on a regular basis – heavy vehicle use (holiday makers with campervans and most notably frequent use by kayak
companies carrying heavy loads) will quickly deteriorate the surface, which has not been sealed and accordingly significant pot holes etc. will
reappear relatively quickly; and
b. the public toilets should be upgraded. It causes considerable stench for the residents located close to this area and is unpleasant for the large
number of visitors passing through the carpark. More regular servicing does little to help the horrid smell. The toilet area is not attractive,
being right at the start of the beach – it could be a much more presentable structure. (The new toilets in other areas of Marahau are a
significant improvement – these should be replicated at Otuwhero.)

19669 Ms Aneika Young

Yes

Support
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11 Walkway linkage Kaiteriteri to Stephens Bay
19545 Mr Mike Patrick

Yes

Support

19547 Mr Patrick Leonard

Yes

Support. I commend some of the work you have already done on the footpath at Stephens Bay.

19558 Ms Sandy Stephens

Yes

I wish to submit comments on the draft Motueka Ward Reserve Management Plan, specifically on the following: (improvement ideas 1113). Progressively extending walkway linkage from Little Kaiteriteri to Stephens Bay, as subdivision occurs.
I am in favour of the extension of this much-used walkway.

19559 Mr Trent Shepard

Yes

I have comments on three of the changes to the proposed draft plan. Under Improvements, these three are numbered 11-13.
I am very strongly in favour of the fastest possible redevelopment of the Little Kaiteriteri-Stephens Bay track.

19632 Mr Ross McDonald

Yes

Page 56. 5.3.6 Little Kaiteriteri to Stephens Bay Walkway Reserve.
The stated aim “to secure a contiguous extent of walkway reserve linking Little Kaiteriteri Beach to Dummy Bay and Stephens Bay” is highly
commendable. Ground works for Stage 7 of the development is well advanced. Presumably Council has already approved the development
plans for Stage 7 and reached agreement with the developer as to vesting in the Tasman District Council of land for reserves so perhaps an
opportunity already exists to extend the walkway reserve to the south. The existing informal section of coastal walkway is an important
pedestrian link between the settlements of Little Kaiteriteri and Stephens Bay but is in a poor state of repair.

19636 Mr & Mrs John & Sally
Palmer

Yes

We applaud the TDC' vision concerning the walkways in the Kaiteriteri, Dummy Bay, Stephens and Tapu Bays. These walkways should
provide the greatest degree of access which makes the most sensible use with neighbours helping with maintenance as they are willing. Too
often we are told not to touch these areas when we are only too willing to get rid of weeds, problem exotic plants etc. Increasing tourism
and housing developments in the greater Kaiteriteri region makes preservation of public spaces more crucial than ever.

19669 Ms Aneika Young

Yes

Development of the walkway needs iwi monitoring. * Use correct name Kaiteretere.

19673 Mr & Mrs John & Jane
Midgley

Yes

We strongly support the extension of the walkway from Little Kaiteriteri to Stephens Bay.

19674 Mr & Mrs John and
Marie-Jo Kennedy

Yes

We feel that the money would be spent to upgrade the track between Stephens Bay and little Kateriteri ( or create a footpath on the main
road from the mountain bike park to Kateriteri which is badly needed and very dangerous for pedestrians .

19676 Mr John Edge

Yes

See attached PDF of handwritten original submission.
11. You state that the TDC is "progressively extending walkway linkage from Little Kaiteriteri to Stephens Bay, as subdivision occurs." I am
surprised that this existing walkway was not protected/reserved at the outset when planning consent was granted. Why not?
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12 Walking track between Anarewa Point and Tapu Bay
19559 Mr Trent Shepard

No

I have comments on three of the changes to the proposed draft plan. Under Improvements, these three are numbered 11-13.
I have commented to the TDC before that I think spending money on a short track from the Tapu Bay Reserve to Anarewa Point is a bad
idea and a waste of money. It would be a very short track along an unstable cliff top. If access to the point is the goal (which I'm in favour
of) I'd suggest that the track start at the Anarewa Cres. cul-de-sac, follow the existing right of way to the reserve, and then continue out to
the point from there. If that's done, I'd suggest that the track not be advertised or signed and be known about instead by word of mouth
by the people of this area. The plan that had access through the right of way next to 22 Anarewa Cres. would be a very poor place to
access the reserve area. There's not good parking there or anywhere along Anarewa Cres. I think I, and a lot of my neighbors that would
be bordered by this track, would feel the need to lock their houses and garages more because of the outsiders who could potentially be
drawn with the promise of a good walk on this proposed track. I'd prefer that the track be shortened as I mention above and the extra
budgeted money be spent on the Little Kaiteriteri-Stephens Bay Track instead.

19655 Mr & Mrs Grant & Diane No
Maycroft

See attached submission re walking track to Tapu Bay.
We write regarding key change improvement item 12 being the new walking track along reserve land located between Tapu Bay and
Anarewa Point
We are the owners of 18 Anarewa Crescent one of the seaward properties affected by the proposed walking track. We have owned the
property for over 20-years doing a major alteration to the property in 2011 but aren't permanent residence at this time.
We have made several submissions to the TDC on this topic which we can forward again if required. We have three areas of concerns
should the proposed work be undertaken;
1. The major alteration carried out in 2011 which obtained a Resource Consent, Building Consent and Code Compliance Certificate also
included major hard and soft landscaping onto the reserve land which we and the other seaward property owners have maintained and
used for the last 60 plus years.
2. Security to our property which will be fully accessible from the proposed track not being a permanent residence.
3. Safety for the users of the proposed track as the reserve below our property is a near vertical face.
In relation to point one we have raised our concerns with TDC in our previous submissions and we have also meet with Stephen Richards
on several occasions to discuss the proposed track and where the track could be placed without effecting too much of the work
completed or causing ongoing conflict with TDC on what they have allowed us to complete as consented work.
We would be happy to add to any of our comments either by letter or in person.

19674 Mr & Mrs John and
Marie-Jo Kennedy

No

To Whom it concerns
We strongly oppose the walkway from Tapu Bay to the point at Anarewa Crescent for various reasons.
1/ This would impact heavily on the privacy of many of the residents living on the Tapu Bay side on the street .
2/There is not enough parking in Anarewa crescent and this will have a effect for noise in this quiet neighbourhood .
3/ There is a existing walkway between 34 and 37 Anarewa crescent which takes you to the point and the beach ( so no other walkway
needed ).

19545 Mr Mike Patrick

Yes

Support

19547 Mr Patrick Leonard

Yes

Support

19558 Ms Sandy Stephens

Yes

I wish to submit comments on the draft Motueka Ward Reserve Management Plan, specifically on the following: (improvement ideas 1113).
New walking track along reserve land located between Tapu Bay and Anarewa Point. I am very strongly in favour of this walkway which
will reopen a much-loved walking and sight-seeing area for public enjoyment.
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19632 Mr Ross McDonald

Yes

I support the planned walkway between Anarewa Point and Tapu Bay in full as shown by all of the yellow lines on Figure 7. All the track
sections should be signposted and shown on Council maps of the open space network such that the location and full extent of the track
system is plainly apparent to the general public, including:
(i) the track link to the eastern end of Anarewa Crescent (DP 5620 Lot 43);
(ii) the link to Anarewa Crescent opposite No. 21 (DP 5620 Lot 31); and
(iii) the existing access way between Anarewa Crescent and Stephens Bay Road (DP 5620 Lot 42).

19636 Mr & Mrs John & Sally
Palmer

Yes

We applaud the TDC' vision concerning the walkways in the Kaiteriteri, Dummy Bay, Stephens and Tapu Bays. These walkways should
provide the greatest degree of access which makes the most sensible use with neighbours helping with maintenance as they are willing.
Too often we are told not to touch these areas when we are only too willing to get rid of weeds, problem exotic plants etc. Increasing
tourism and housing developments in the greater Kaiteriteri region makes preservation of public spaces more crucial than ever.

19646 Mr David Penrose

Yes

I fully support the following Increasing access to the Anawera reserves with the improvement of the walkway and removal of encroaching
landowners It would be good to see more weed removal especially the gorse. It would be good to involve the residents in the weed
removal. Confirm that the time frame for the Completion of the Anawera track.

19669 Ms Aneika Young

Yes

* Issue - consultation with iwi.

19673 Mr & Mrs John & Jane
Midgley

Yes

We strongly support the construction of a new walkway track between Tapu Bay and Anarewa Point. In addition, we would strongly
support a clifftop walkway from Anarewa Point to Stephens Bay, thereby creating a wonderful seaside walk from Little Kaiteriteri to Tapu
Bay.

19676 Mr John Edge

Yes

12. The proposed walking track along Reserve land between Tapu Bay and Anewara Pont is welcome.

19680 Mrs Sue Newman

Yes

See attached submission. Long-term Plan:
I fully support the notion of a walkway linking the point (Stephens Bay Historic Reserve/Esplanade Reserve) to the Anarewa Crescent
Historic Reserve with the inclusion of a walkway from Anarewa point to Stephens Bay via the continuing Stephens Bay Historic Reserve.
The exact location of such a track should maximise the walking experience with a mix of bush-walking and views (like that between Little
Kaiteriteri and Kaiteriteri) and should minimise the impact on the privacy of adjoining owners.

19681 Mr Derek Newman

Yes

See attached submission. Lonq-term Plan:
I fully support the notion of a walkway linking the point (Stephens Bay Historic Reserve/Esplanade Reserve) to the Anarewa Crescent
Historic Reserve. However, rather than accept that the Anarewa Crescent Historic Reserve is a destination of itself, I suggest that it should
rather be considered as part of a greater plan to link Tapu Bay and Stephens Bay (and thence eventually Dummy Bay and Little
Kaiteriteri/Kaiteriteri. I also believe that it would be a well used asset for both locals and tourists. The exact location of such a track should
maximise the walking experience with a mix of bush-walking and views (like that between Little Kaiteriteri and Kaiteriteri) and should
minimise the impact on the privacy of adjoining owners.
The present proposal begs the question of appropriate parking spaces. The end of Anarewa Crescent is already clogged with the cars of
adjacent owners, their visitors and those accessing the beach from the public track. Rubbish trucks have trouble turning there already. If
the walkway extends in a loop (for example Tapu Bay to Stephens Bay) parking will not occur at a single-entry point, but rather at multiple
entry points thus spreading "the load".
I note also that the only proposed access to the beach is in front of 22 Anarewa Crescent. I suggest that the existing walkway to the beach
adjacent to 34 Anarewa Crescent be included in the plan; this is the route commonly used to access the beach and is the easier track.

19687 Mr Roger Gaskell

Yes

I support the building of a new walking track between Tapu Bay and Anawera point.
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13 Tapu Bay - new public toilet
19588 Mr Phil Mauger

No

Good Morning,
Please find attached my objection letter for Paragraph 12 of the Draft Motueka Ward Reserve Management Plan (re proposed toilet at Tapu
Bay).
I look forward to hearing from you.
Kind regards,
Phil Mauger
To whom it may concern,
I am an owner of 5 Tapu Place, Tapu Bay and I strongly object with the plans to erect a toilet block in the Tapu Bay Reserve. This will be directly
in front of our home.
Myself and my family have been using the Tapu Bay Reserve for 60 years and never once have any of us had an issue with not having an easily
accessible toilet. There will be no benefit to putting this toilet block in the reserve, especially when there is a toilet so very close down at
Stephens Bay, put the money into upgrading that one instead as it is very below par.
We feel this toilet at Tapu Bay will only encourage more freedom campers, which will in turn create more rubbish and waste and will soon be
over run. I myself have never ever seen any person use the bushes as a toilet. So following on from that this proposal is quite simply a waste of
money. This is absolutely absurd.
As a resident myself and my family often enjoy a walk around to Stephens bay, but as this is tidal we often can not get around. We believe that
any funds used should be put towards making a safe and enjoyable walk way for all ages to enjoy.
You absolutely do not have my support to erect this toilet block. And I hope the council comes to its senses and spends the money on
something that will benefit the reserve and keep it the secluded oasis that it is. This is an incredible spot, and you are going to ruin and devalue
the beauty of it with this ridiculous concept.

19589 Mr Paul Mony

No

Dear Sir/Madam
With respect to the above, as owner of 7 Tapu Place, Tapu Bay: adjacent to the service road and beach.
I object and disagree with Paragraph 12 to erect a toilet block or facility on Tapu Bay Reserve.
Firstly this is a Tapu and the local Iwi need to be consulted and will not be in support of this.
Secondly this is a Reserve and breeding ground for birds, fish and ocean life.
Thirdly the Tapu Bay area, is actually on or lower than sea level and a flood plain. ( meaning every ten to fifty years the area will be adversely
affected by flooding water).
An environmental impact study would need to be properly conducted before any building is erected any where in this area.
Fourthly, there is a toilet facility at Stephens bay that adequately services the entire area of Stephens bay and Tapu Bay.
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This toilet facility is visible to the main road so cannot be target to vandalism and abuse, where as Tapu Bay Reserve is hidden from the road or
neighbours and open to freedom camping abuse, vandalism etc.
Please can our rates be utilised for better use, more urgent and environmentally friendly matters, like patrolling the area for reckless jet skiers
and unruly dog handlers who let their dogs off the leash, some having up to five dogs running wild here.
Perhaps you can erect a better facility for them to manage the dog doo. I have personally witnessed many ( at least two out five people) simply
leave the dog doo, some cover it with sand and others pick it up and throw it into the bushes. This foreign matter will ultimately wipe out the
reserve’s delicate ecological own waste management.
The Tapu Bay Reserve is a Tapu and a very unique secluded and natural beach reserve area.
It needs to be kept as simple and natural as possible.
A well constructed walk way joining it up with Stephens bay with natural rock etc. will be more beneficial for all visitors, bathers and walkers.
Please do not listen to the ridiculous hearsay about people abusing the reserve by defecating in the bush. I have never in four years witnessed
anything remotely of this nature.
The urgent need for someone to use the toilet, is a 90 second walk at Stephens Bay.
Please confirm receipt of my objection.
Kind regards
Paul Mony
19590 Mr & Mrs Don &
Sue Sache

No

With reference to paragraph 12: Installation of toilets at Tapu Bay Reserve
Dear Sir,
I am a the owner of 11 Tapu Place. My house is adjacent to the reserve access road and will be close to the proposed site of the toilet block. I
strongly disagree with the proposal to erect a toilet block.
There is no need to build any toilet facilities. There is a block of toilets at Stephens Bay which already provides adequate toilets for the area.
The reserve does not have a problem with people urinating or defecating in the reserve. All comments regarding this are anecdotal. I have
never had to admonish anyone for abusing the reserve.
The majority of Tapu Place residents do not want a toilet block on the reserve. We do not see it benefiting the area in any way.
Those who support the proposal are a small vocal minority.
The reserve has only one small “no overnight camping” sign which is either not seen or ignored by overnight freedom campers who are
becoming a problem.
The addition of a toilet block will only exacerbate this problem and encourage such people to use the reserve as an ablution facility. This is
currently being seen in the overnight camping in the Motueka car park at Decks reserve where the small toilet block is overrun by people
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washing, doing laundry etc.
The reserve has far more pressing issues than a toilet block. For example
- Drainage.
- Urgent need for re-leveling due to concave surface causing pooling with any rainfall.
- Adequate signage is required regarding overnight camping, uncontrolled dogs, shellfish quotas
- The completion of the proposed path from Stephens Bay
- Regular rubbish removal in the reserve not just the bin
- Policing of speed limits by jetskis. This is a major problem over the Xmas/New Year period.
- Prevention of shoreline erosion which is a serious concern. The reserve is getting slowly washed away.
I strongly suggest that the TDC directs its energy and resources towards the above matters and does not erect an expensive toilet block which
I foresee will cause nothing but problems. e.g. maintenance, regular cleaning, resupply of paper and of course the potential of abuse and
vandalism.
It is a beautiful reserve and all the residents are committed to keeping it that way. A toilet block will detract from this and is neither needed nor
wanted.
Please redirect your financial resources to other more urgent matters in the reserve and nearby areas
Yours faithfully
Don & Sue
19661 Ms Julie K Simpson

No

Draft proposal of public toilet at Tapu Bay. Public toilet installation is strongly opposed as it would be inevitable that the freedom campers will
creep back sign or no sign. I would suggest an additional note put on the main notice board with directions to the Stephens bay reserve toilet.

19675 Mr & Mrs Paul and
Anne Townend

No

With Reference to Paragraph 12: Installation of Toilets at Tapu Bay Reserve
To Whom It May Concern
We are the owners of 388 Riwaka-Kaiteriteri Road.
Our driveway leads down to Tapu Bay and adjoins a small part of the reserve which we and our neighbours happily regularly maintain.
We strongly oppose and object to this proposal to erect a toilet block at Tapu Bay Reserve.
A toilet facility at Stephens Bay, a very short walk away, provides adequately for the needs of Tapu Reserve users eliminating any further costs
to the council/ratepayers.
Such a proposal has the potential to make a small reserve and its responsible neighbours even more susceptible to policing overnighting
freedom campers and having to endure the burden and annoyance brought about due to the difficulties this illegal activity brings.
This is already a pressing issue throughout the Tasman area. Let’s not add anymore burdens to that problem by providing them a new facility to
use and promote on social media sites.
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Some of the more pressing issues facing this Reserve which we believe would be a better use of Council resources are:
- Freedom camping enforcement (including upgrading signage)
- Reserve signage upgrades re camping, fishing, wildlife protection and dog regulation
- Reserve drainage
- Creek clearance and maintenance
- Dog littering and management issues
- Overflowing rubbish in peak times
- Shoreline protection.
Please confirm your receipt of our submission. Unfortunately we will not be available to speak to this submission.
19545 Mr Mike Patrick

Yes

Support (about time there was a toilet block at Tapu Bay!)

19547 Mr Patrick Leonard

Yes

Support

19558 Ms Sandy Stephens Yes

I wish to submit comments on the draft Motueka Ward Reserve Management Plan, specifically on the following: (improvement ideas 11-13).
Installation of a public toilet at Tapu Bay.
I am in favour of this facility especially during high summer season where many gather without hygienic human waste disposal.

19559 Mr Trent Shepard

I have comments on three of the changes to the proposed draft plan. Under Improvements, these three are numbered 11-13.
I am in favour of building a toilet facility at the Tapu Bay Reserve.

Yes

19573 Mr Graham Ingram- Yes
Monk

A toilet at Tapu Bay is a necessity.

19632 Mr Ross McDonald

Page 67. 5.3.15 Tapu Place Recreation Reserve
The absence of public toilets at this reserve for so long is lamentable. Every reserve which is intended for extended passive public recreation
should have at least one serviceable public toilet handy. Therefore the plan to install a Norski full access toilet in substitution for the two long
drop toilets at Tapu Place Recreation Reserve is commendable. Walking over the hill to toilet at Stephens Bay Recreation Reserve is impractical
and often unsafe due to the absence of formed foot paths on Anarewa Crescent and Stephens Bay Road. The traffic risk to pedestrians is
compounded by vehicles parked on the road shoulders especially in summer.

Yes

The ex Krammer bach should have been removed long ago in accordance with Council policy, building bylaws, and common sense. Expedite the
demolition, please!
19673 Mr & Mrs John &
Jane Midgley

Yes

We strongly support public toilet faciltiies at Tapu Bay.

19674 Mr & Mrs John and
Marie-Jo Kennedy

Yes

Having a toilet at the Tapu Bay reserve is badly needed and would great to have .

19676 Mr John Edge

Yes

13. The proposed public toilet in Tapu Bay is welcome.

14 Pukekoikoi Historic Reserve - parking etc
19545 Mr Mike Patrick

Yes

Support
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15 The northern area of Riwaka Memorial Recreation Reserve is currently undeveloped. How would you like to see it developed?
19616 Mrs Gillian Pollock

Riwaka Memorial Recreation reserve - we ask that where possible there is some landscaping using native trees for shelter and shade.

19632 Mr Ross McDonald

No further development. The undeveloped reserve land is low lying and therefore prone to flooding as demonstrated by the February 2018
event. Either maintaining the status quo or managed retreat is called for rather than an imprudent advance in development. Predicted increase
of sea level will exacerbate the existing flooding risk. In any case Riwaka is already well served by existing developed reserves and other open
spaces.

19642 Mr Jim Butler

Outside my area, no opinion.

19652 Ms Caz Gray

A pump track/bike track for kids would be great in Riwaka. Would fruit trees be ok to be planted there or is the old use of the space (market
garden) mean that spray toxins will still be present and affect the trees?

19662 Mrs Maree Cook

Riwaka Memorial Recreation Reserve.
No real ideas to submit re development of Reserve but it wouldn’t have to be anything that flooding would destroy. A community orchard (not
apples!) is the first thing that comes to mind.
I support:
Policies as listed. Casual use of the tennis courts is such a wonderful asset for Riwaka locals and visitors.

19665 Mr Peter Hansen

This a charming & rather quaint area with the formality of the Memorial garden & cluster of buildings & sports facilities leading to the
playground. The paddock to the nw flows on from the playground. It's a great place for afternoon sun & watching the sunset. An upgraded
playground would be ideal beside a grassed & planted area.replacing the current paddock. Some seating & perhaps a picnic table. No freedom
camping.
An acknowledgement of the area's history would be helpful. The first school was in the vicinity as was a flour mill. I've read in Moteuka histories
that Maori from Golden Bay brought their grain in waka up the Riuwaka river & then up the Little Sydney stream in vicinity of the Memorial
reserve.

19667 Ms Fiona Guyan

I really like the Riwaka reserve & the Brooklyn reserve as they are.

19669 Ms Aneika Young

Support. Integration of Te Ao Maori and iwi history of Riuwaka.

19687 Mr Roger Gaskell

RIWAKA MEMORIAL RECREATION RESERVE
I would like to see lowland swamp forest planted in the northern area of Riwaka Memorial Recreation Reserve. This forest type is severely
diminished in the Motueka Ecological District and this reserve is an ideal site to actively re plant this forest type.

19688 Ms Sandra Ingram

This paddock is often under water. Plant it up as a wetland.
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16 The large flat mown area of Brooklyn Recreation Reserve is suitable for a number of potential uses. What could it be used for in future?
19545 Mr Mike Patrick

A sports field perhaps? Football (soccer).

19570 Mr Paul Smith

As the grass area does not seem to be have been used for a regular purpose in the 12 years I have been driving passed it, maybe it would
be a good idea to extend the existing native bush area on the hill down on to this flat area. This area could be planted with natives with
emphasis on species that attract native birds. A walking track could loop around this area and extend the existing walking track up the hill.
Is this an opportunity to involve Brooklyn School students in the planting (with funding from TDC) It may be something the students can
adopt and help care for in future years as they learn about conservation? There is a great supplier of locally sourced native trees at
Westbank Natives just up the road.
My property further up the valley has regenerating bush on it and this summer I have seen my first native Tomtit and Robin here so these
birds are slowly making their way from the nearby Kahurangi Park towards Motueka. Any more native bush we can provide can only help.
Cheers,
Paul

19616 Mrs Gillian Pollock

Brooklyn Recreation reserve - we ask that where possible there is some landscaping using native trees for shelter and shade.

19632 Mr Ross McDonald

The existing public open space provides an attractive foreground to the
hillside bush area. To offset maintenance costs, perhaps a portion of the open grassed
area might be fenced off and leased for grazing.

19639 Mrs Karen Hawker

I would like to see the play ground upgraded. It’s pretty old and there’s not much to play on. I don’t think there is much point putting the
open field back into trees.

19642 Mr Jim Butler

Outside my area, no opinion.

19645 Mrs Elizabeth (Beth) Bryant

I would like to see Brooklyn reserve made a Scenic Reserve as this is an important reserve for native species.

19652 Ms Caz Gray

Forest restoration? But I'm not sure how the space is mostly used.

19660 Mr Frank Hawker

The flat area is used for a variety of activities by locals and visitors now and it would be a total waste to try to put it back into bush. People
play ball ,practice golf, run, archery practice as a few examples.
The children’s play area needs updating and a few more activities would be good.
The gorse and pine trees could be removed from the bush walk and some minor upgrades on the trail.

19665 Mr Peter Hansen

Personally I'm quite happy with the current state of the large flat mown area of Brooklyn reserve. Perhaps a few more playground
facilities. It's a pleasant area for children & dogs to play in.
I'm impressed with the health of the bush reserve & track. A variety of native tree & shrub seedlings establishing themselves.
My main concern is the viewing area at the top. The view towards Motueka & Nelson is increasingly being blocked by kanuka. The pines in
the neighbouring property block the view of most of Riwaka. The ideal would be for the reserve to be extended to the next ridge from
where a magnificent sweeping view from towards the Abel Tasman National Park and around to Nelson.

19667 Ms Fiona Guyan

I really like the Riwaka reserve & the Brooklyn reserve as they are - Brooklyn reserve great for frisbee-playing.

19669 Ms Aneika Young

Support.
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19682 Mr David Ogilvie

See attached submission on Brooklyn Recreation Reserve (pages 28-30)
Brooklyn Recreation Reserve (Refer p86 - 87, 25 - 26, 84).
Legal Description: Part Lot 1, DP 5289, Block Ill, Motueka Survey District
Area: 4.6387 hectares
Location: 78 Brooklyn Valley Road, Brooklyn (Map 13, p84 of Draft Motueka RMP).
Classification: Recreation Reserve
Description:
The Reserve was formerly Crown Land and was vested with the Waimea County Council in 1984, having been classified Recreation Reserve
in 1980. (Locally known as the Brooklyn Domain).
The Reserve is in two sections.
(1) Alongside the Brooklyn Valley Road, a Iha area of grassed flat land. It includes playground equipment, picnic seat, wood barbeque,
toilet. The area is perimeter fenced, apart from a gravel car park. The open area is popular for picnics.
(2) The balance of the Reserve (over 3.5ha) is relatively steep, with black beech, rimu, kanuka, and kahikatea. It has been classified as a
"significant native habitat" within the Arthur Ecological District. Not unlike areas within the Abel Tasman National Park, it features mosses
and fungi. Bird life is strong and the understorey of ferns I low canopy is wide-ranging.
Tracks lead from the car park to a look-out through the bush. The Look-out offers extensive views over Riwaka, Motueka River towards
Tasman Bay.
Policies:
1. Provide portection for the ecological values of the bush area. Changing the classification from Recreation Reserve to Scenic Reserve
would provide this protection, although seeking Queen Elizabeth It National Covenant status would be more appropriate.
Note: It is possible within this Reserve to retain Recreation Reserve status for the lowland, flat area and to institute Queen Elizabeth Il
National Covenant status for the steep hillside balance.
2. Upgrade and maintain a single walking track from the car park to the Lookout. Close other tracks.
3. Install signs and provide information about the bush area and the Arthur Ecological District.
4. Initiate a re-vegetation programme on the flat grassed area of the Reserve, based on those recommended by Shannel Courtney and / or
Michael North in their publications.
5. Upgrade and maintain the picnic facilities and play equipment adjacent to the car park.

19687 Mr Roger Gaskell

BROOKLYN RECREATION RESERVE
I support the 5 policies and encourage the gradual revegetation of a part of the lower paddocks into tall valley floor forest as outlined in
issues and options for this reserve.
"The gradual restoration of this forest community, through planting and natural regeneration, would be a worthwhile conservation
objective. Such a forest would complement the existing hillside forest and provide a valuable future recreation resource."
Additionally; planted inappropriate native trees (N. Island kowhai and N. Island Hoheria spp) should be progressively removed. Secondary
species already densely planted on the edge of the hill forest should have a gradual inclusion of kahikatea and lowland totara. This forest
type is severely diminished in the Motueka Ecological District and Brooklyn Reserve is an ideal site to actively re plant lowland alluvial
forest. Remove the silver birch tree that is now surrounded by native secondary forest species. Some open space should be left for
recreation and amenity purposes but goves of trees rather than a solid line/edge would add to the landscape value.
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17 We are proposing to lease part of Sportspark Motueka to Huia Sports Club to allow them to build a new multipurpose clubroom. The public
could hire this facility when not used by the Club. The proposed lease period is 34 yrs. Do you support this proposal?
19483 Mrs Philippa Peychers

Yes

I support this proposal.

19550 Mrs Avei Douglas

Yes

Our family highly support this submission and would feel like our family belongs to a club that has it's facility on ground

19620 Mr Scott Gibbons

Yes

We support the building of a recreational facility to be built on the grounds in order to service the wider regions growing sporting and
community needs.

19466 Mr Martyn O'Cain

Yes

I fully support the leasing of part of Sportspark Motueka to Huia Sports Club allowing them to build a multipurpose club rooms.

19467 Mr Kendall Riley

Yes

Im am in favour of Huia Rugby Club building a new club rooms at sportspark Motueka, I think this will benefit the club and will help to see
steady growth for the club with player numbers and more custom as well. This will also benefit sportspark as well with a club rooms at the
park may see bigger games held there. This is a win win for the town and the rugby club.

19468 Mr David Armstrong

Yes

Anything that helps make the Sports Park area (between the school and CBD) a more integrated and better used community and sports
facility will be good for the town. At present it's all a bit under-developed and certainly unplanned. Help with building and maintaining an
enclosed swimming pool where the high school pool is would also help this potential "sports hub" enormously - TDC should assist with
funding and maintaining this.

19479 Mr Ron Lock

Yes

Support

19480 Miss Andrea Tomlinson Yes

I fully back the leasing and building of this development to go ahead. Would be a fantastic addition to our community.

19484 Mr Ruben Fry

Yes

This would be a huge asset to the community and I'm in full support.

19485 Mrs Stacey De Roo

Yes

The Huia club rooms really need to be on the sportsgrounds for so many reasons. For one to be able to use it for what it is! It’s desperatly
needed for practices and games it’s just crazy being located where it currently is. I’ve never heard of a club rooms not being located on its
home sports ground before it sort of defeats the purpose. It would get so much more use located in the home ground please consider a
lease for the Huia club for players and community alike.

19545 Mr Mike Patrick

Yes

Support

19546 Miss Anne Campbell

Yes

I support allowing the clubroom sports facility being built by Huia on the Sports Park grounds.

19553 Mr Martyn O'Cain

Yes

The Huia Rugby Club support the notion of establishing a sports club on Sports Park Motueka. Huia have been in discussions with the
Council on this matter for some time. We will forward a feasibility study prepared in June 2017 to support our application to establish a
clubrooms on the grounds (see attachment). If you have any questions regarding the report that you would like answered prior to the
hearing please do not hesitate to contact me.

19560 Mrs Kara Simkin

Yes

Fully support this development.

19561 Mrs Jody Drummond

Yes

Yes please!!! This would be such a fabulous thing for the club!!

19562 Mrs Susie Wells

Yes

I think the club as well as the community would benefit from this facility.

19572 Mr Alan McKenzie

Yes

I an writing in support of the proposed clubrooms at the Motueka Sportspark.
This new clubrooms would help to consolidate rugby in the region as I believe the future of rugby in the Motueka area would be to
amalgamate all the clubs centralised at the Sportspark, this would encompass the four clubs.....Huia, Riwaka, Motueka United and the
Motueka High School. I would not propose this be forced but its inevitable that it will happen by attrition in the future. We need to be
ready.
Therefore there is a need to build a good solid construction and sports headquarters that would not only serve rugby but other recreation
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and sports organisations.
I am also of the opinion that Motueka needs this to show that we are progressive town and have a new and modern facility for all to use.
19591 Mr Steven Hodges

Yes

Motueka Squash Club supports the lease of land to Huia Rugby Club at Sportspark, however, when Huia moves we almost certainly will be
asked to vacate the Squash Club.
We are very concerned about the future of the club and would like to know how TDC will be able to support the community in replacing
the courts that would be lost?
Is TDC able to lease land to build new Squash courts?

19624 Mr Mark Simkin

Yes

im in favour of this its about time the park got used

19625 Mrs Emma Aukafolau

Yes

I have been a supporter of local rugby (in particular Huia rugby club) for a number of years. Supporting both my husband and both our
children still currently playing Junior rugby. I volunteer my time as a Manager for a junior, as does my husband who coaches. We are
continously trying to encourage teamwork and foster team spirit - it is difficult to do when there are no clubrooms ready available to
teams. The lack of visibility and availability of a clubrooms at Sportspark makes it near impossible to do this. We want to encourage
parents and kids to 'stick around' and support other teams, but without facilities this is difficult to do. It's a fantastic ground that could
host amazing things, but we need the clubroom to be on site to do this. I am 100% in support of clubrooms being located at Sportspark.

19626 Ms Laura Parkin

Yes

I think it will great for the club

19631 Mr Barry Dowler

Yes

Good Sports Motueka Incorporated would like to support the Huia Rugby Football Club proposal to construct a Multi-use Clubrooms on
the Eastern Boundary of Sports Park.
Good Sports Motueka Inc. was the contributor of 20% of the building cost of the new Grandstand (1.3 million dollars) and contributed a
further $30,000.00 towards the new toilet block and driveway work that has been completed to date.
A new clubrooms was displayed on the original concept plan when the new Grandstand was constructed.
The clubrooms position would now be shifted towards the Southern Boundary of Sports Park to allow for the alignment of the changed
direction of the number 2 playing field, if the land purchase is ever achieved off of Wakatu Incorporated and a number 3 field created.
This facility would be a major benefit to all Sporting Events that will be held at the Sports Park in the future.

19632 Mr Ross McDonald

Yes

Yes, subject to conditions (i) the annual lease payment being set at a sum
(inflation adjusted) not less than the amount the Club presently expends on rates or rent for their existing premises, and (ii) no automatic
rights of renewal be granted coincident
with expiry of the initial term.

19633 Mrs Louise Fry

Yes

Support

19640 Mr Dion Iorns

Yes

Sportspark Motueka is currently under utilised, this facility would offer opportunities for sportspark to be utilised for longer periods of the
year.
Sporting opportunities is a key part of developing healthy communities, Huia Rugby Club's proposal would be a great asset to the Motueka
and wider communities.

19641 Mrs Rosina Iorns

Yes

This would be a great asset for the Motueka community.

19642 Mr Jim Butler

Yes

Conditionally, that it will not cause any rate increases.
SPORTSPARK MOTUEKA, pages 102 to 106.
Under Policies on page 105, item 3.
The main justification for the expenditure on a link road joining Manoy St with Talbot St is the additional parking spaces that would be
provided. There is a shortage of carparks in Motueka.
Provision of these carparks should coincide with the opening of the new library in Decks Reserve. So as to take some pressure off the
increased requirement for parking the new library will generate.
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19652 Ms Caz Gray

Yes

Support

19658 Mr Grant Roberts

Yes

Support

19663 Mr Brent Prestidge

Yes

Sports Park Motueka We would implore Council, should the Huia R.F.C clubrooms go ahead, to dovetail into Huia's inevitable requirement
for car parking, pave the full area between Manoy and Talbot Street. Previously there has been plans to join these streets, it has been on
and off the draft annual plan for a while now, which is a shame as we feel this would be an improvement for traffic management in
Motueka, especially in regards to school traffic. As such a paving parking area with access from Talbot and Manoy Street would possibly be
a better option as parking on the west wide of Motueka is sparse. The parking area could be utilised by Parklands faculty, freeing up street
side parking along Pah Street. A dedicated bus bay for Parklands along Talbot would also contribute positively for safety and traffic issues
at the top end of Pah Street. (High Street intersection, Supermarket car park etc). We understand there are plans for a pathway from Grey
Street through Motueka High School to the centre of town. If it could link in some way to the new parking area at the Sports Park we feel
would be a benefit. The location of the proposed community pool would further enhance the value of this proposal, providing a central
parking area adjacent to the commercial recreational and educational areas in Motueka.

19667 Ms Fiona Guyan

Yes

Don't mind about in front of the museum, or Huia clubrooms.

19669 Ms Aneika Young

Yes

Support

19673 Mr & Mrs John & Jane
Midgley

Yes

Suggest Huia be given three years to build, otherwise lease will lapse.

19683 Ms Eileen Stewart

Yes

Support

19685 Mrs Susan Brown

Yes

Support
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18 Development of Decks Reserve could be planned in a more cohesive way, highlighting this area as the central heart of Motueka town. What
would you like to see included in a future development plan for Decks Reserve?
19468 Mr David Armstrong

The planned library for this reserve presents a vital and unique opportunity to make Decks Reserve the heart of the Motueka community,
where people can go to, relax, recreate, meet, celebrate and learn. The existing i-Site and Kiyosato Gardens and playground will help this.
The exact siting of the library will probably affect the historic path and plaques, but this should be relocated where necessary and the
plaques affected moved to the new path line. If the library is at the favoured Wallace Street end, the picnic facilities currently bordering
Wallace St can be moved to the northern side of the library and other landscaping done around the library and between the library and iSite building to connect between the buildings and to the large green space remaining. The central green area should remain at perhaps no
less than 75% of its existing area, to enable large outdoor events to be run unimpeded by landscaping. An inviting connection between the
library surrounds and the Kiyosato garden area would be needed. And if the library is set back from the Wallace Street footpath by 4 metres
or more, some good quality landscaping should fill the area between Wallace and the library entrance. The present children's playground is
probably fine where it is, and could have a bit more equipment added and an inviting visual connection made between the library and
playground.

19479 Mr Ron Lock

Wider shared pathways with directional signage

19481 Dr Paul Mosley

5.6.14 Decks Reserve
It is virtually impossible to comment on this section (or, indeed, to write it!), given the uncertainties about future developments. A high
level policy should be to manage the reserve and any future developments therein to provide an aesthetically attractive, harmonious,
integrated locale that will be the major focal point of Motueka, while retaining the best existing elements (e.g. the Japanese Garden,
Community House). It is very unfortunate that the reserve has become, essentially, the primary off-street car park in town, but this should
not be taken as a permanent arrangement. For instance, the library could be constructed on part of the present car park, and parking
provided elsewhere. One thinks of town squares in European towns – attractive places to gather, and the focal point of the town. Decks
Reserve could be like that – but, of course, not in the next ten years!
Obviously, completion of this section must await further planning and consultation, and assimilation of all the ideas that already have been
offered. Decks Reserve is too important not to be developed and managed with a well-considered, far-sighted strategic plan. The sort of ad
hoc-ery that has led to Decks Reserve being designated for “freedom camping” must be avoided in the future.
In light of the comments in Issues & Opportunities about freedom camping, and the strong antipathy among many residents to “freedom
camping” (i.e. sleeping in cars and vans) in the town, draft policy 5 is not appropriate as a statement of policy for the planning period. It
should be made clear that the Council’s policy is to reflect the majority wishes of the community of ratepayers, which most certainly is not
to permit camping at Decks Reserve, and to review and amend the freedom camping bylaw.

19545 Mr Mike Patrick

The new library will suffice, but DO NOT get rid of the Japanese garden area!

19573 Mr Graham Ingram-Monk

Please do NOT build/move the library to Decks Reserve, it is a lovely open space and should stay that way

19576 Mr David Armstrong

The planned library for Decks Reserve presents a vital and unique opportunity to make Decks Reserve the heart of the Motueka community,
where people can go to, relax, recreate, meet, celebrate and learn. For almost six years now the development of the block bordered by
High, Wallace, Wilkinson and Greenwood streets as te manawa o Motueka, the community and business heart of Motueka, has been a core
project proposal for Vision Motueka. Indeed, it was a presentation to Council in March 2013 of such a proposal based around a library,
visitor information facility and TDC service centre which triggered the serious consideration of Decks Reserve as the best site for a new
library.
We are therefore very keen to see this project advanced -- but not just as a new building but as the first step in the development of the
surrounds of the reserve into te manawa. And so we are also very pleased that in the draft Motueka Reserves Management Plan there is a
strong proposal to enhance the whole of the reserve area with additional open-air recreational facilities, landscaping and planting.

Page 27
The existing i-Site and Kiyosato Gardens and playground will help this. The exact position of the library will probably affect the historic path
and plaques, but this should be relocated where necessary and the plaques affected moved to the new path line. If the library is at the
favoured Wallace Street end, the picnic facilities currently bordering Wallace St can be moved to the northern side of the library and other
landscaping done around the library and between the library and i-Site building to connect between the buildings and to the large green
space remaining. The central green area should remain at perhaps no less than 75% of its existing area, to enable large outdoor events to be
run unimpeded by landscaping. An inviting connection between the library surrounds and the Kiyosato garden area would be needed. And if
the library is set back from the Wallace Street footpath by 4 metres or more, some good quality landscaping should fill the area between
Wallace and the library entrance. The present children's playground is probably fine where it is, and could have a bit more equipment
added and an inviting visual connection made between the library and playground. A water feature and sculpture and surrounds,
highlighting the importance and cultural value placed on local water, would be an excellent feature to set off the area and provide extra
focus.
A shared courtyard-style area (indoor and outdoor) should be included in the library design with the i-Site, as an area for visitors to relax
and use the wi-fi facilities without affecting library users and i-Site sales.
Vision Motueka would prefer to see Community House remain its operation in its present building, rather than have it removed to make
way for more parking. The facility there plays a very important role in the social health of our community. We believe extra parking for the
new library can be achieved better by allowing angled parking along the length of Wallace Street.
Vision Motueka would also like to see in the plan for the next 10 years some thought given to improving the disgraceful appearance of the
rear end of shops that front the east side of High Street, leading to a much more pleasant interface with the car park. Decorating the
alleyways between High St and the car park would be a good start. The long-term plan envisaged by our group continues to include the
building of new shops facing east into the car park. With Wilkinson St now zoned commercial, the development of the whole area east of
High St into a commercial and community heart can become a reality, if TDC is prepared to look at possible land swaps with owners of the
present buildings whose rear ends (the buildings that is) are so ugly and untidy.
If the opportunity arises, Vision Motueka would like to be considered a partner for Council in the future planning of this area, given our
multi-year interest and advocacy in the area.
19603 Mrs Isobel Mosley

Keep Motueka Beautiful endorses in general those parts of the draft RMP specific to Decks Reserve (Section 5.6.14). We note that most of
the proposed policies are quite general, and don't refer to many of the particular improvements requested by KMB, but none of the
proposed policies cut across what we put forward in our submission.
We note and acknowledge that since the KMB submission, TDC has decided to site the new library on the reserve, at a precise location yet
to be determined. KMB is pleased to see that the updated RMP policy is clear on the need to further develop Decks Reserve with the goal of
making it a key community-use facility; and that an important part of this will be further landscaping and planting, not only around the
library but also around the whole reserve in general. We agree that the central space should remain open for informal recreation and that
much of the development will be around the reserve boundaries and the boundary between the green and the car parking area. Council
should also consider purchase or lease of land for the library and/or parking. The sections to rear (east side) of High Street form the ugliest
part of town with tin sheds and other temporary looking structures. Council planning should consider this whole area adjacent to Decks
Reserve as well as the Reserve itself, and seek to turn it into an attractive area that is buzzing with shops, cafes, green space and socialising
areas, rather than the eyesore it is.
In planning future development, particular consideration should be given to providing an attractive and safe gathering place for young
people; consultation with representatives obviously will be needed to identify appropriate facilities. We would rather see young people
gathering at Decks Reserve than at Thorp Bush.We are happy to see consideration and policy regarding the licences for leaseholders
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operating on the reserve, and particularly Sunday Market, but note that there is no mention of the need for an area/facility to be
constructed to enable safe access for vehicles onto the green reserve, which will be required for most large community events to be held
(such as Motueka Kai Fest).
In lining up the draft new policies and objectives with the earlier KMB submission, we note that there is no specific reference made to
maintaining Kiyosato garden and provision for Community House, the i-Site visitor centre, the picnic area, and toilet facilities. Although
these may be taken as assumptions, KMB feels that they should be made explicit.
Several of our earlier submissions - such as further development and planting of playground areas, the western boundary between the
green and the car park, and the Greenwood St path - have not been considered within this draft plan. KMB assumes that these and other
details will become aspects within the design around the library placement, and the general development of the reserve as part of that
project. In the design process, the present location and extent of the car park emphatically should not be taken as a given; Decks Reserve is
a centrally important element of Motueka’s public space, and its current use as a very unattractive car park is a terrible waste of such an
asset. There are several other options for car parking around the High Street business district which may be considered, to allow Decks
Reserve to be developed as an attractive space.
One key current issue which was not on the horizon at the time of KMB's submission to the management plan review is freedom camping
and overnight parking issues. The draft RMP’s comments on freedom camping are very inadequate, given the heat that has been generated
among Motueka ratepayers. KMB considers that Decks Reserve should not be used for this purpose, consistent with Policy 4.1.2.6 in the
Council’s RGP document, and urges TDC to make available suitable facilities for such camping in areas outside of the urban Motueka
boundaries. Policy 5 should be amended to make clear that the arrangements for freedom camping it describes are the 2019 status, and
that they are subject to review and possible amendment of the Freedom Camping Bylaw:
Policy 5. At time of Plan preparation, overnight camping (i.e. between the hours of 6 p.m. and 7 a.m. every day, except Sunday when the car
park must be cleared by 6 a.m.) in either self-contained or non self-contained vehicles is permitted within the formed car park area of Decks
Reserve, as defined on Figure 13. Camping is restricted to a maximum period of two nights in any calendar month or consecutive four-week
period. Campers must comply with Council’s Freedom Camping Bylaw and the daytime parking restrictions that apply to this car parking
area. This policy is subject to review and possible amendment of the Freedom Camping Bylaw.
KMB requests that we be considered a partner and stakeholder in any project to develop any of the green spaces and landscaping in Decks
Reserve.
19610 Mrs Brenda Woodman

Decks reserve carpark is often full in summer, more parks will be needed elsewhere if this is used for the library and other development.

19616 Mrs Gillian Pollock

If the Motueka library is moved to Deck's reserve we support an adjoining outside area with seating and native trees for shade.

19623 Ms Elise Vollweiler

I'd love to see a drinking fountain near the playground at Decks Reserve - preferably one that included a bottle refill station too. The lack of
fountain sometimes drives us home early from our play (and by our, I largely mean my 3 and 5 year-old), if we pass by there on the spur of
the moment and don't have a water bottle with us. I'd also love to see a splash pad there, as per the current community discussion. It would
be a wonderful drawcard for Decks Reserve.
Also, I think the idea of a splash pad in Decks Reserve is great! It would be so well used - we stumbled across the Picton one a few months
ago and it's such an asset. Let's make use of our sunshine hours and loooong summers! (In fact, we were in Picton in May, and the kids still
adored it.)

19632 Mr Ross McDonald

Surely every Motueka resident knows that the central heart of Motueka
town is the summer traffic jam on High Street between Whakarewa and Pah Streets.
Decks Reserve is just a side show. Before embarking on more development of Decks
Reserve, Council should first focus on persuading NZTA to get serious about a bypass
to divert SH6 through-traffic from Motueka town centre. Only once the traffic density on
High Street is corrected should considerations about further development of Decks
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Reserve be addressed. By progressing in the correct sequence, with through-traffic
diversion from High Street implemented first, the future Decks Reserve would be
configured to appropriately complement the future revitalized, traffic-light, peoplefriendly,
Motueka High Street town centre.
19642 Mr Jim Butler

Agree, but see my comments attached. DECKS RESERVE, pages 108 to 110
Under Policies on page 110, Item 1.
Another Oh dear Oh dear. Is it a typist error, or is the intention to get this grumpy old ratepayer going again ?
By far the most important facility on Decks Reserve has been omitted from Item 1, the large off street parking area.
Without this carpark the Motueka CBD would suffer and provide less rate income to TDC. This carpark is barely big enough as it is and will
certainly not be big enough if the new library is built on the parking area.
I agree Motueka Residents are very lucky to have a green area in the centre of the town, I like it. But the carparking area in Decks Reserve is
an essential facility for Motueka. The green area of Decks Reserve is nice, but not essential, as its usage is much less compared with that of
the parking area. The new library should be built on a small part of the green area. .
In my comments on Sportpark Motueka, I suggested that a road linking Manoy and Talbot Sts would provide a lot of parking that may take
some of the pressure off the Decks Reserve parking area when the new library is opened. This may be a cheaper option than buying up land
adjacent to the Decks Reserve carpark.
While Community House on Decks Reserve is an old building, it is much used by the community. Also the beautiful 100 year old wood
panelling in its interior is worth preserving.

19645 Mrs Elizabeth (Beth) Bryant

It would be useful as well as safer to encourage young people to use decks reserve rather than Thorps bush.
Exciting playground equipment for children and youth would be fantastic in Decks reserve especially as the library is to be put in this area.
Some beautiful natives for shade for picnicking and such would be an excellent choice. An open area should be maintained for community
activities.

19652 Ms Caz Gray

Hard to comment on this with the new library proposed to go there. Would be good to keep the open green space there. If more trees are
to be planted then fruit trees would be great. A drinking fountain close to the playground would also be great.

19663 Mr Brent Prestidge

Decks Reserve. We feel it would be prudent to leave Decks Reserve wholly or in a large part unclassified. The reasoning behind this is the
area and location make this a vital area in the commercial heart of Motueka that must be so designated as to seamlessly fulfill roles relevant
to the growth of the town. Classification could well preclude Decks Reserve as a viable option for unexpected opportunities as Motueka
moves forward.

19665 Mr Peter Hansen

The development of Deck's reserve into a civic centre/squre for Motueka is a no-brainer. With the new library there's the potential to
create a cluster of buildings & green space - most of which already exist.
Ideally the market should be kept somewhere in the immediate vicinity & not sent packing elsewhere
I am concerned that loss of parking would be remedied by re-planning parking in nearby streets. Do they have the capacity to hold the
amount of parking required?

19669 Ms Aneika Young

Support. Iwi engagement in the design and decision-making process.

19671 Ms Jaqui Ngawaka

This submission outlines key outcomes and recommended policies, to ensure Ngāti Tama concerns are taken into account in all aspects of
the management of the land parcels as notified in the draft Plan. POLICY FOR SPECIFIC RESERVES.
Decks Reserve
1. The draft plan signals that the new Motueka library may be built on green space in Decks Reserve. Ngāti Tama recommend halt the
process with regard to developing a new library facility on Decks Reserve, and consult and work with iwi, with respect to library
redevelopment on the existing site.
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19672 Mr Ian Shapcott

Policy for specific reserves
Decks Policy
1. Halt the process with regard to developing a new library facility on Decks Reserve, and consult and work with iwi, with respect to library
redevelopment on the existing site.

19673 Mr & Mrs John & Jane
Midgley

Yes, more native planting

19679 Ms Freda Gerslov

A new library would be an asset.

19683 Ms Eileen Stewart

Classify the whole area known as Decks Reserve as a reserve. Retain Community House, Kiyosato Garden, iSite building and Historical
Footpath and carpark.
Reasons:
1) This is the only green space adjacent to and easily accessed by most of the central businesses and shopping area. It is used by a wide
cross section of people - tourists, business lunchers, dog walkers, children (playground), teenagers and all those who just want a green
space to relax in.
2) Community and Councils have already spent much time and money developing an attractive area, so it needs to be protected.
3) No further building allowed.

19684 Mrs Ann Calder

In the future I would like to see Decks Reserve kept a green space and the historical footpath retained.

19685 Mrs Susan Brown

To keep this space as a green space, as very little central in Motueka. Put under reserve status.

19688 Ms Sandra Ingram

The less development the better. Keep it as a green space.
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19 Thorp Bush - entranceway upgrade etc
19468 Mr David Armstrong

Yes

I am very pleased to see current planning for a better, safer and more inviting and educational western entrance to Thorp Bush, and ideas
for interpretive signs around the natural bush walkway. It is vital that the entrance and current playground area be kept separate (for
planning) from the rest of the bush, which is an ecological taonga and must be retained in its native state. There must be no clearance
work done to the bush undergrowth; and at least some of the small grassed open spaces within the bush should be replanted with
appropriate natives. Despite the common perception that the bush is a hiding place for criminal and antisocial activities, this is very much
overplayed and I have never felt unsafe when in the bush (I often go) in the 9 years I've lived nearby. Ideally, in time, the main walking
track loop within the bush could be boarded for walking to discourage mountainbikers from going off-track and damaging bush.

19481 Dr Paul Mosley

Yes

5.6.20 Thorp Bush
It is important that this section is in complete harmony with 1.3.5. The issues, opportunities, objectives and policies should be the same.
Major issues are that (1) there are some in the community who do not understand the ecological significance of Thorp Bush, and are
promoting its development and use for recreation; (2) the “natural” part of the bush presently is being badly damaged by tracking,
creation of “hang-outs” (often involving breaking branches of trees to provide building material), litter, etc.; (3) the lack of a number of
species that would naturally be found here, because of the effects of grazing and the lack of nearby seed sources. It is necessary to
educate the public about the ecological value of the bush, and vigorously discourage and hinder damaging access and activity, as recently
has been done by placing rope barriers and signs, etc. Neither section makes sufficient mention of the need to re-establish species that
should be present, but are not, because of grazing. Good progress has been made over the decades, but a concerted effort should be
made, which will probably involve ordering particular species from nurseries a year or two in advance, and obtaining plant material from
other bush remnants in the district. It is noted that, because of hydrological changes resulting from drainage, the original nature of the
forest cannot be faithfully restored.
In this section, policy 1 should be replaced by the specific policies enunciated in 1.3.5. There should be a specific policy to re-establish the
full range of species that should be found in this locality, to the fullest extent possible. Policy 3 of 1.3.5 should be amended to include
planting up in forest species of the patches and fingers of grass that are presently found in the forest area. These patches are a significant
threat to the integrity of the forest, as they introduce edge effects, are an avenue for weed invasion, and encourage people to enter the
forest along well-defined tracks, therefore hindering regeneration. With the extent of grassed areas in the northwest of the bush, there is
no need for these patches and fingers in the forest itself. Policy 5 is hopeful to “ensure” that there is no damage; perhaps “Take all
practicable measures to ensure...” It may be worth mentioning the ongoing maintenance of the footpath/cycle path through the forest,
and active discouragement of tracking through the bush itself (cf. Policy 3 in 1.3.5, which tackles two separ

19545 Mr Mike Patrick

Yes

What does this mean exactly? What entrance? What 'upgrade'?

19576 Mr David Armstrong

Yes

Te Maatu/Thorp Bush
Vision Motueka is very pleased to see current planning for a better, safer and more inviting and educational western entrance to Thorp
Bush, and ideas for interpretive signs around the natural bush walkway. It is vital that the entrance and current playground area be kept
separate (for planning) from the rest of the bush, which is an ecological taonga and must be retained in its native state. There must be no
clearance work done to the bush undergrowth; and at least some of the small grassed open spaces within the bush should be replanted
with appropriate native species. Despite the common perception that the bush is a hiding place for criminal and antisocial activities, we
believe this is very much overplayed. The main walking track loop within the bush could be boarded for walking to discourage
mountainbikers from going off-track and damaging bush.

19603 Mrs Isobel Mosley

Yes

Part 3 Section 1.3.5
We are very pleased to see the recognition given to the ecological value of Te Maatu/Thorp Bush and the attention given to the North
SNH report. The focus is on botanical values (see also “values” in 5.6.20), but we note that the Bush does have significant value for birds,
and this should be mentioned in the RMP, with appropriate policies/objectives developed. An additional policy is suggested:
Policy 5. Enhance bird habitat by carrying out trapping of small predators (rats etc.) and possums.
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We recommend that, as per General Policy 3.5 the Council should: “work with DOC to identify the best methods for sustaining such
biodiversity values, considering the costs, benefits and possible alternative solutions.” This policy should apply to all the Significant Native
Habitats.
Objectives: We recommend that the objective should be not just “to recognise” but:
“To conserve and enhance the biodiversity significance of …”
The policies in this section should be reproduced in 5.6.20, the specific plan for Thorp Bush, to ensure they are not overlooked.
Policy 1: We agree that it should be a Scenic Reserve. We recommend that in the longer term TDC should seek a QEII National Trust
covenant over Te Maatu/Thorp Bush, as the best way of ensuring its protection in perpetuity.
Re policy 3: At this time the network of tracks has been reduced to a single loop with four entrances and a branch to the bridge to the NE
corner. Last year KMB initiated and funded rope and post fencing to block off informal tracks which were being used by cyclists and
others and started under-storey planting to fill in some of the old tracks. We do not recommend any significant reduction in the current
network of footpaths, though the cracked asphalt parking area could be removed and consideration could possibly be given to removing
the southern entrance from Edgewood Crescent. Grassy clearings and “leads” in the bush area have little recreational use or value, but are
ecologically harmful by causing edge effects that affect forest species adapted to shade. We believe that it is desirable to infill gaps in the
bush cover by progressively ceasing to mow and planting up the grassy clearings in the SE and NE corners, as recommended by North in
his SNH report, commissioned by the Council:
“The need for the extent of the remaining mown areas between pockets of trees in the SW sector is questionable, in the light of the
ecological significance of the site. It is suggested. Grassy clearings and “leads” in the bush area have little recreational use or value, but are
ecologically harmful by causing edge effects that affect forest species adapted to shade. We believe that it is desirable to infill gaps in the
bush cover by progressively ceasing to mow and planting up the grassy clearings in the SE and NE corners, as recommended by North in
his SNH report, commissioned by the Council:
“The need for the extent of the remaining mown areas between pockets of trees in the SW sector is questionable, in the light of the
ecological significance of the site. It is suggested that many of the tree pockets are allowed to coalesce into forest by a reduction in
mowed lanes between then and an extension of restoration planting to link them.”
So we would re-word Policy 3 to say:
3. Infill gaps in the bush cover by planting up the grassy clearings in the SE and NE corners with appropriate locally indigenous, ecosourced species. Continue to discourage the use of informal tracks and consider the removal of the cracked asphalt parking area and the
track to the southern entrance from Edgewood Crescent for infill planting.
We would add to Policy 4 on weed removal: “… giving priority to the most invasive weeds, including NZ native species that are not
indigenous to this locality.”
Part 5, Section 5.6.20
We are concerned that the draft Policy 4 justifies extending the playground area, which we oppose. We suggest the following
amendments to clarify this:
Policy 3. Concentrate recreational uses in the northwestern part of Thorp Bush/Te Maatu, utilising the existing mown area.
Policy 4. Continuing development and upgrading of the playground, within its existing limits and with no impact on the native bush, with
equipment that caters for a range of ages and abilities, siting some equipment in shaded spaces and other equipment in more open areas.
It is part of KMB’s long term vision to have a footpath from Te Maatu/Thorp Bush to Sanctuary Ponds – a route which is regularly used by
walkers. So we would amend policy 7 to say:
Policy 7. If land to the east is subdivided in future, establish a walkway link through to Thorp Street and Sanctuary Ponds.
We recommend adding a new policy in line with TDC General Policy 3.9 on naming reserves:
8. Re-name the reserve “Te Maatu/Thorp Bush”.
We have noted evidence of fires and “cigarette” smoking within the bush area. Given the risk of uncontrolled fire, this should be
discouraged, although whether the only practical means, signs, would be effective is questionable.
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19604 Mrs Jody Maru

Yes

Submission to Council – Entrance way to Throp Bush
It is with much frustration that the Tasman Youth Council see in the draft Motueka Ward Reserve Management Plan question 19 for
consultation again.
The Tasman Youth Council started a project called “Take back Thorp Bush” back in 2015 with 9 Tasman Youth Council representatives.
This project took over a year to complete with some Ministry Youth Development funding. Part of the project was to investigate/
research, build partnerships with police, keep Motueka Beautiful and Council. A local company was paid to develop an open plan design
with a sum of $10,000.00 given to Council to start some upgrade works on the front entrance. Council matched this sum with another
10,000.00 to kick start the project.
Late 2018 TYC members Tiegan Maru and May Takahashi met with Lynn Hall along with other interested parties and were given a clear
indication that this project was progressing well with a planned unveiling for April 2019.
It is disappointing that significant consultation was undertaken as a youth lead project in 2015, further consultation over the preceding
years and a final plan agreed in 2018 to now see no further progress and consultation once again.
We believe that currently the park is looking shabby, unloved and is still attracting undesirables (not just youth) into this park meaning
that it is still not being respected in the way that it should.
We believe that the current plan will make Thorp Bush more inviting, more appreciated and promote the significance of the reserve for all
to enjoy.

19616 Mrs Gillian Pollock

Yes

19622 Mr & Mrs Yvonne and Yes
Laurie Hope

We support the Tasman District Council resolution to classify Thorp Bush as Scenic Reserve and an entranceway upgrade with data about
the history of the area.
See attached submission.
Hi, We are residents of 10 Woodland Ave Motueka and live adjacent to the small park on the Western side of Woodland Avenue which is
on the opposite side of the road to the main part of Thorp Bush. We understand the small park was part of Thorp Bush prior to the road
being put through to High Street.
Given our location we have a front seat view of what happens around this side of Thorp Bush and we are also impacted by any
development of the part of the reserve which runs along our northern boundary.
We would like to see the part of the reserve adjacent to us a bit more open. We see more anti social behaviour where there is privacy
provided by thick bush growth. We would also prefer not to have picnic tables or seating put into the area near our boundary. We see the
picnic tables and seating presently in place in the main part of Thorp Bush used heavily by smokers and drinkers and apart from the
unpleasantness of having cigarette (and potentially vaping and marijuana) smoke intruding on our property it would pose a security risk
for us.
The recent fires and potential of more fires in future, as climate change impacts increase, raises the question of fire risk posed by shrubs
and trees on the reserve.
Since we have been here the council has allowed unconstrained growth of self sown trees on the reserve and particularly on our
boundary. This is in addition to planting carried out by the council. We put a fence along part of the boundary when we moved here and it
seems to have encouraged both the rapid growth of any vegetation and planting of more trees and shrubs.
We now have a growing wall of trees and shrubs along and over our boundary which poses several problems for us. There is an increase
fire risk. The trees are increasingly shading our property including our solar panels in the winter time. A lot of leaf waste falls on our
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property. There are hidden spots where we have seen drinking and camping take place.
In terms of the strategy we would like to see our specific issues taken into account and in general for neighbouring properties of the
reserves and parks to be consulted individually and weight being given to their concerns.
Thank you
Yvonne and Laurie Hope
19635 Mr Lionel Solly

Yes

I support provision for an entranceway upgrade at Thorp Bush, provided this is within the context of the objective and policies for Thorp
Bush set out later in the Plan.

19635 Mr Lionel Solly

Yes

This reserve contains one of the last remaining lowland alluvial podocarp forest remnants in the Waimea-Motueka area, which is of high
ecological value. Protection and enhancement of the reserve's biodiversity values should be a priority, with recreation as a secondary
objective and focussed on the main grassed area. I therefore support the Policies in this section of the Plan. I also support future
consideration of classifying the land as scenic reserve, so as to better recognise and protect its significant natural values.

19645 Mrs Elizabeth (Beth)
Bryant

Yes

Thorps bush is a very special area of rare lowland forest and the conservation of this precious area should come before any other
considerations.It would be good to see Thorps put into QE11 as is expounded by TDC for other private bush areas in the district.

19652 Ms Caz Gray

Yes

Thorp Bush: would be great to see local schools get involved with the restoration of this special piece of forest. As the Plan recognises it's one of the last remaining patches left of bush that would have covered this area. Mot High and Parklands School are both really close
to this park and it could provide a great space for kids to learn about NZ unique flora and fauna and learn about ways to protect and
restore.

19669 Ms Aneika Young

Yes

Support

19670 Mr David Mitchell

Yes

2. My submission on the draft plan deals only with two historic Motueka reserves (Thorp’s Bush and Fearon’s Bush). These were the
subject of my original submission on the earlier draft of the plan considered in August 2018 by the council’s sub-committee.
3. Thorp’s Bush and Fearon’s Bush parks are the only surviving fragments of a Māori 350ha reserve area of native lowland forest and
cultivations, known as Te Maatu, which was culturally important to tangata whenua Māori for many reasons. As parts of the former Te
Maatu, Thorp’s Bush and Fearon’s Bush have a historical significance that goes back further in time than any other reserve areas I know
of. They are important symbolically to Māori people and a valuable part of Motueka and Tasman’s cultural history. I believe they deserve
particular attention.
4. My further explanatory submissions on the reserves are:
A. Thorp’s Bush: I support the proposal in the plan to declare the main area of Thorp Bush/Te Maatu as Scenic Reserve under the Reserves
Act 1977, “to provide appropriate legal protection for the significant ecological values of this site”. (A small area of the eastern side of the
main reserve is already classified as “scenic reserve”).
I urge the council to begin the process classifying the main part of Thorp Bush/Te Maatu as Scenic Reserve on completion of the plan, and
not, as proposed, to defer action until completion of a court case appealing a Supreme Court Decision on the Nelson tenths.
Further explanation about my submission on Thorp’s Bush:
i. While I understand the council being cautious about legal matters, I do not believe the outcome of the court case is relevant to the
council’s current role and obligations as the administering authority of Thorp Bush/Te Maatu.
ii. I do believe that the classification process should involve particular consultation with Motueka Māori represented by Wakatū
Incorporation, Ngāti Rārua –Te Atiawa Iwi Trust and the plantiff in the Proprietors of Wakatū case, Rore Pat Stafford.
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iii. The judgement in the case Proprietors of Wakatū v Attorney-General (2017) was limited to the single important issue involving the
fiduciary responsibility of the Crown over a failure by the New Zealand Company to set aside sufficient “tenth” reserve areas for Māori in
Motueka for land purchases in the Mouteka District.
iv. As recorded in the summary of the judgement of the case Proprietors of Wakatū v Attorney-General (2017) on the Supreme Court’s
website, the court ruled that:
“The Crown owed legally enforceable fiduciary duties to:
1. “Reserve one tenth of the 151,000acres of land purchased by the New Zealand Company for the benefit of Māori customary owners
and…to exclude their pā, urupā and cultvations from the sale.
2. “The Crown reserved only 5100acres of the Nelson Tenths and failed to reserve the remaining 10,0000 acres, Further there were
subsequent loses to the 5100acres, but the extent of the loss is not yet clear.”
3. The Supreme Court decision in the case was by a bench of five Supreme Court judges, with the decision upheld by a 4-1 majority. The
judgement document carries the authority of the chief judge of the Supreme Court Dame, Sean Elias. The judgement itself has been
welcomed by lawyers as clarifying an important legal issue of the fiduciary responsibility of the Government for land sales conducted in its
name.
v. As the matter stands at present, as a result of the decision, the Government will have a financial responsibility for the historic loss 175
years ago by Motueka Māori of more than 10,000 acres of land. That will be substantial. If the judgement is not struck down, it will mean
that successors of the historic Māori residents of Motueka are likely to be awarded by the courts a very significant sum of money in
damages to settle this case.
vi. So far as I understand it, there would not be a specific effect on Thorp’s Bush of the proceeding with re-classification as recommended,
and it would further add to this reserve’s significance as a remnant of the 350ha forested Māori reserve of Te Maatu.
vii. The effect of the council waiting for the outcome of a court appeal would be likely to mean a delay for many years the classification
process for this reserve, This would only compound the injustice that was the source of the original complaint to the court by Motueka
Tangata Whenua.
viii. As I understand it, the appeal case will have no bearing on the present role and responsibility of the Tasman District Council as
administering council of Thorp’s Bush. I believe that the council should proceed with its management of the reserve according to its
responsibilities under the Reserves Act - and that would mean proceeding with the proposed present draft change in classification for all
of Thorp’s Bush to a scenic reserve.
ix. Adopting the change for the park classification (following consultation and agreement with the Māori groups with a particular interest
in the reserve) would enable the council to proceed in a timely fashion with improvements to Thorp’s Bush. That would be in accord with
the wishes of manawhenua Māori, as well as the community.
x. To delay until all legal issues and challenges re this case are resolved could mean the council is unable to improve and enhance the
historic and important reserve of Thorp’s Bush until legal cases are completed. That could be a very long wait.
19682 Mr David Ogilvie

See attached submission on Thorp Bush (pages 1-25). [Hearing Panel – see David’s full submission for photos and map]
Te Maatu I Thorp Bush
(Refer p119 - 121, 28 - 29, 117 - 118)
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Legal Description:
1 . Part Lot 1 DP 4811 being part Section 151 District of Motueka. Certificate of Title NL1B/46. Area: 4.5289 hectares. Acquired: 1952.
2. Lot 5 DP 16,000, Block IV District of Motueka, Certificate of Title NL4C/479 Area: 0.1733 hectares. Acquired: 1993.
Area of Both Titles: 4.7022 hectares.
Location: 3 Woodland Avenue, Motueka.
Classification (Reserves Act 1977):
Following the Council's re-classification process, in 2018 — Lot 5 was classified Scenic Reserve and Part Lot 1, primarily because of the
Tenths Claim, is not classified. In essence, it is a Scenic Reserve in accord with the Reserves Act specifications and requirements (S. 19
Scenic reserves).
Te Maatu:
Te Maatu ("The Big Wood") is the defining feature of Motueka in pre-European times. It was a significant food and forest garden alongside
the Motueka River. The river and estuary provided fish, the forest with wood and a rich bounty of birds, the soil was rich, the climate
excellent and they had pure clean water. Culturally and agriculturally it was fundamental. During early European surveys, it was
understood that Te Maatu (10%) would be protected, which did not eventuate. The Tenths (10%) claim remains unresolved in 2019.
Thorp's Bush (and Fearon's Bush) were part of Te Maatu, both podocarp forests within some 370 hectares. Acknowledging the historic
significance of this Reserve recognises and honours the Maori forebears.
-Beginnings of Thorp Bush:
In 1952, the Trustees of the Estate of the late F.W. Thorp vested a large part of the bush area (Lot 1, 4.5289ha) to the Motueka Borough
Council. Locally, the area became Thorp's Bush.
The Council formally agreed, in a documented legal argreement, "for all time to preserve the native trees on the Bush Reserve". Jeremy
Thorp's high regard for indigenous trees generally was well known. This was his legacy to the Motueka people.
It is appropriately recognised in this important and historic legal agreement with the Motueka Borough Council, which stands alongside
the 1977 Reserves Act.
In modern terms, the 1952 agreement relates equally to the Nature Reserve classification of the 1977 Act, and to the Queen Elizabeth Il
National Covenant status. (Refer: Policy 2, of this submission).
19682 Mr David Ogilvie

(Continued) Ecological District:
Thorp Bush is within the Motueka Ecological District which comprises two distinct areas, specifically the lower valley floors of both the
Motueka and Wai-iti I Waimea Rivers, separated by the Moutere Ecological District.
The Motueka section (relevant to Thorp Bush) is mainly river alluvium, with some beach deposits. It ranges from 5 — 10 metres above sea
level. The climate is warm in summer with regular droughts, and mild in winter with moderate frosts. Sunshine hours approximate 2400
annually and rainfall above 1000mm.
The district was originally covered in tall forests, and with ample mid to low canopy.
Facilities:
During the 1960's and 1970's a Scout Den (now Image Theatre), toilets, play-ground equipment, and picnic tables were erected in the
north-western corner, with loss of some totara trees. Until the mid-1970's, sheep grazed the grassed areas.
In the 1990's a Motueka walkway grid was established and tracks were built through the Bush. In 2019, two of these remain, one from
Woodland Avenue, and one from Avalon Court. These intersect the Bush and link with the busy walkway / cycleway along the woodlands
Drain to the Recreation Centre and Goodman Park on Old Wharf Road.
A deteriorating asphalt driveway provides access for vehicles / tractor / mowers from Woodland Avenue for approximately 100 metres
towards Avalon Court.
Other amenities include two walkway bridges across the Woodlands Drain, the main one from Avalon Court and the other (seldom used
or needed) at the north-eastern corner of the Bush.
A water-bore and pumping shed and an electric power source I flood light are maintained by The Council. The Woodlands Drain runs on
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the. northern boundary of the Bush and then sweeps south at the north-eastern corner as it progresses to the tidal floodgates on Old
Wharf road.
Many of these facilities are at variance to the 1952 agreement.
19682 Mr David Ogilvie

(Continued 2). Preservation and Re-Vegetation Programmes:
(1) During 1977 the Motueka Borough Council engaged the Botany Division of the Department of Scientific Research (DSIR) "to submit and
recommend a plan to preserve and improve the stand of native trees at Thorp's Bush". G.N. Park the Regional Botanist, based in Nelson,
proposed two management options for the Borough Council to consider:1. Re-constitute a piece of healthy native bush in one urban environment, or 2. Manage the area as a "parkland" with ornamental
plantings of native and exotic trees and shrubs with recreational facilities in an open grassed setting. Mr Park argued that "reconstituting" was a feasible option. He recommended a series of "core-planting areas" with 200 — 300 native tree species and detailed
the species required- He also recommended a "Thorp's Bush Trust" be formed to manage the protection of the Bush. The Borough
Council adopted G. N. Park's "reconstituting" recommendation. Motueka Rotary offered and partly funded planting of the "core areas", a
programme which has been continued irregularly by other volunteer groups and Council since. The "Trust": concept was not adopted as
such, other than by the Council taking up the role through its Reserves Department.
(2) In 1994, the Tasman District Council, acknowledged the value of the Bush and engaged Sissons & Conway, Landscape Architects, based
in Richmond, to prepare a Re-vegetation Plan. Sissons & Conway noted "the important conservation values" of Thorp's Bush and
prepared a detailed re-vegetation plan "to accelerate the natural process of regeneration, helping to re-create a plant community more
closely resembling the original forest cover of the plains. Re-vegetation will ensure the long term survival of the bush and preserve a small
representative sample of a natural ecosystem and landscape".
The authors described the current management problems of exotic weeds, wide grassed areas, lack of a damp humus layer and
understorey (e.g. ferns) and also the competing demand in the open areas for public recreation, picnicking and playground.
They divided Thorp's Bush into seven areas and devised a Planting Plan for each area detailing the trees and shrubs suitable for planting in
each of those areas. The planting method and plans for monitoring, and interpretative signage were provided.
This "Revegetation Plan" by Sissons & Conway remains in 2019 as a practical base and important guide for the continuing developmen

19682 Mr David Ogilvie

(Continued 3). This "Revegetation Plan" by Sissons & Conway remains in 2019 as a practical base and important guide for the continuing
development of Te Maatu I Thorp Bush as a lowland podocarp-hardwood remnant.
(3) The 1994 "Revegetation Plan" became the "Thorp Bush Management Plan" (February 1998) prepared for the Tasman District Council
by David Sissons. With minor amendments, it was repeated in the Motueka Ward reserves Management Plan, Tasman District Council,
December 2001.
Note:- The 2001 Plan is the one now being reviewed in 2019.
(4) During 2008, as part of the Council's "Significant Native Habitats (SNH) Survey Programme", Michael North provided a Site Assessment
Report on Thorp's Bush. He emphasised "this site is of immense value as the largest example of its kind in the (Motueka) Ecological
District — as a podocarp-hardwood forest". While exploring and assessing the botanical and fauna values, he also indicated the threat to
the health of the Bush from weeds, exotic species and excessive tracking. Michael North lauded the improvement in Thorp's Bush since
the 1977 Report by G.N. Park. North recognised not only the biodiversity significance of Thorp's Bush, but acknowledged the historical and
landscape value of the area for Motueka.
(5) In a letter to the Motueka Community Board (June 5th , 2013) a Department of Conservation staff member (C. Golding) wrote of the
need for increased plantings, the removal of some tracks, and his concern with pine bark for mulching.
(6) In 2014, the District Council published its "Motueka Ecological District Report". This was prepared by Michael North, Ecologist, and
reviewed by Mike Harding, Environmental Consultant. It was approved for release by Rob Smith, Environmental Information Manager for
the Tasman District Council, and Lindsay Vaughan, Biosecurity Co-ordinator for the Council. The publication highlights the considerable
significance of Thorp's Bush with its biosecurity values. It recommends tighter protection as a Scenic Reserve, and promotes the Q.E.II
covenant status as protection in perpetuity. The booklet summarises the opportunities and the threats, underlining North's 2008 report-
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(7) During 2014-2015 the Motueka Cluster of the Tasman Youth Council completed a "Take Back Thorp Bush" community project. In
summary, the group concluded the Bush is "an iconic treasure" to be "preserved for eternity". They sought "an entrance way to the Park,
and a useable recreation area that does not det
19682 Mr David Ogilvie

(Continued 4).
(7) During 2014 — 2015 the Motueka Cluster of the Tasman Youth Council completed a "Take Back Thorp Bush" community project. In
summary, the group concluded the Bush is "an iconic treasure" to be "preserved for eternity". They sought "an enrance way to the Park,
and a useable recreation area that does not detract from its key environmental and historical purpose as a remant of lowland podocarphardwood forest".
A new entrance to Thorp Bush, with local iwi input, is a possible action resulting from this Management Plan review.
(8) Conclusion. The various reports since the G.N. Park Report (1977) to the present day illustrate the value of Thorp Bush / Te Maatu.
It's bio-diversity, ecological significance and landscape value are without question. The relevance to local iwi culturally, as a remnant of Te
Maatu can not be under-stated. And within the community of Motueka these various aspects — biodiversity, culture, landscape — are
being acknowledged widely.
Thorp Bush / Te Maata is a living legacy, a taonga (special treasure) in the heart of Motueka. It deserves and demands special protection.
Council policies, with the support of iwi (both manawhenua and matawaka) and the Motueka community, is to provide that special
protection in perpetuity.

19682 Mr David Ogilvie

(Continued 5). Policy 1: Ecological Importance of the Bush
To recognise and value the ecological and biodiversity significance of this lowland podocrop-hardwood forest. To protect the indigenous
forest in the reserve. To promote natural regeneration and to revegetate with appropriate plantings.
Action Items
1. Plant kahikatea, totara, titoki and matai for the upper canopy. The understorey layers (3m — 10m) to include mapua, kowhai, cabbage
tree, pigeonwood, kaikomako, coprosma. The lower understorey (below 3m) is sparse, and requires ferns and native grasses. Plant lists
are readily available, while seeds may be collected and grown off-site from the remnant canopy trees for replanting, not only within Thorp
Bush / Te Maatu but in planting projects within the Motueka Ecological District.
2. The improved health of the Bush to be achieved by a concentrated planting programme within the first five years of the Management
Plan.
3. The existing "open" areas to be planted to increase the area for longer-term natural regeneration, and to reduce the drying effect of
winds. (These "open" areas vary in size and location in the Bush).
4. Limit and control the human impact of the Bush, including the number of tracks, and trails. Clearly delineate the north-western area for
informal public recreation, from the bush area balance.
5. Particular care should be taken to protect and to help the re-generation of the white maire tree, (Nestegis lanceolata). This is a rare
species and
Department of Conservation advice for propagation and planting is needed.
6. An irrigation programme from the existing well over the dry summer months will encourage the development of a natural understorey
and will ease the establishment of new plantings in "open" areas.
7. Consider and consult on the establishment of a "Thorp Bush / Te Maata Trust" to manage the planting projects, to provide funding, and
to publicise the value of the remnant lowland forest.
I believe this is needed. Currently, the management of the Bush is irregular depending on funding, the interest of District Council officers
and the relative priority within its Plans.
A "Trust", or similar organisation, would establish policies for re-generation and revegetation, encourage and provide funding, and include
representaties from iwi, Department of Conservation, the District Council, and the Motueka community. An annual report to the Tasman
District Council would be required.
Such an organisation would avoid the e

Page 39
19682 Mr David Ogilvie

(Continued 6). 7. Consider and consult on the establishment of a "Thorp Bush / Te Maata Trust" to manage the planting projects, to
provide funding, and to publicise the value of the remnant lowland forest.
I believe this is needed. Currently, the management of the Bush is irregular depending on funding, the interest of District Council officers
and the relative priority within its Plans.
A "Trust", or similar organisation, would establish policies for re-generation and revegetation, encourage and provide funding, and include
representaties from iwi, Department of Conservation, the District Council, and the Motueka community. An annual report to the Tasman
District Council would be required.
Such an organisation would avoid the existing spasmodic situation in managing and caring for this special place within Motueka. Thorp
Bush / Te Maatu deserves this committed and serious attention from such an organisation.

19682 Mr David Ogilvie

(Continued 7). Policy 2: Reserve Status : Classification
(a) To determine a Reserve Status for the whole of Thorp Bush as a Scenic
Reserve, as soon as practicable, per the terms of the 1977 Reserves Act(b) To secure a Queen Elizabeth Il National Trust covenant over Thorp Bush, to realise finally the terms and conditions of the legal
agreement between the Thorp Estate and the Motueka Borough Council of 1952.
Notes
1. The Reserves re-classification process during 2018 did not include most of Thorp Bush because of the "Tenths Claim" by local iwi. It was
pleasing that the smaller area was classified as Scenic Reserve, replacing the previous "Local Purpose Reserve" status.
2. Thorp Bush, the greater part, is not therefore formally classified. It is essential that the District Council and local iwi agree that the
management of Thorp Bush / Te Maatu be in accord with Scenic Reserve status until the "tenths Claim" is determined. This is urgent.
3. Scenic Reserve status, either formally or informally, does not give Thorp Bush / Te Maatu the protection "for all time" as a native Bush
area that was in the legal agreement between the Motueka Borough Council and the Estate of J. W. Thorp.
A Scenic Reserve allows opportunities to develop recreational areas which could undermine the Bush's ecological value, as well as acting
contrary to the 1952 legal agreement
4. A Queen Elizabeth Il National Covenant over Thorp Bush / Te Maata would satisfy the terms of the 1952 agreement. If a National
Covenant arrangement had been available in 1952, then this is what the 1952 agreement would have stated.
5. The covenanting status is at no cost to the Council, while iwi and community interests are guaranteed protection, recognising the huge
significance of this Reserve. A QEII Covenant provides oversight of the Reserve by a nationally recognised authority.
It is the best way (only way?) of ensuring the "in perpetuity" protection agreed by the 1952 donors of the land and the tehn Council.
5. A method, to partly resolve the impasse regarding the "Tenths Claim" by local iwi, could be to institute QEli National Covenant status
over Thorp Bush I Te Maatu. This would acknowledge the wahi taonga status of Thorp Bush I Te Maatu which is richly deserved.

19682 Mr David Ogilvie

(Continued 8). Policy 3: Tracks, Trails & "Tracking"
To continue to provide walking and cycling access through Thorp Bush I Te Maatu from Woodland Avenue and from Avalon Court to the
Woodland
Drain walkway / cycleway to Old Wharf Road, by a single 2.0 metre wide track from Woodland Avenue to link with the existing Avalon
Court track.
Note Action
1. Public access to and through the Bush is essential, both to allow appreciation of this remnant of indigenous bush, but also to provide a
walkway / cycleway link from both Woodland Avenue and Avalon Court through the Bush to the path leading to Old Wharf Road
(Recreation Centre, Goodman Park).
2. Nevertheless, it is possible to close one of the existing two tracks, and also to limit "tracking" elsewhere.
A single 2.0 metre wide path / track from Woodland Avenue along the existing driveway would link with the track from Avalon Court.
The other track could be closed and prepared for planting in the following season.
For educational purposes the single track allows the trees and shrubs to be identified.
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3. The ranch-style low fencing and similar barriers should be used to discourage access into the central-bush areas. At present, various
tracks and "meeting points" are destroying the developing under-storey and new plantings in this central bush area.
4. The 5m driveway provides for tractors and vehicles for mowing, dumping mulch etc. While this is convenient, within ten years the
driveway itself should be narrowed to 2.0m and the balance prepared for planting. Mowing will be required only at the north-western
recreation section.
5. Closing access from 10pm to 6am is an option, needed to be considered, similar to the public toilets being closed.
19682 Mr David Ogilvie

(Continued 9). Policy 4: The Grass Areas :- Weeds and Pests
To remove the grass swards and revegetate the areas with appropriate native trees.
To remove weeds, including convolvulus, old man's beard, jerusalem cherry, and other exotic weeds. To create a predator-free Bush
Note Action Items
1 . Within Thorp Bush / Te Maatu, there are sizeable grassed areas which are readily available for planting. A programme for planting, with
lists of appropriate trees, is included in the Sissons & Conway Report (1994) and the Michael North Report (2008). The Department of
Conservation has published lists of plantings suitable for the Bush.
These include species for low storey, middle storey and upper canoy within the Bush.
2. There is a range of weeds and pests in the Bush, although considerably less than previously, the result of community and Council
efforts. Their removal is a priority. (The Michael North 2008 Report) provides a full list of the weed species recommended for removal.
3. The most frequent pests are feral cats. Their impact on the Bush bird-life has been significant. Rats and stoats do not appear to be as
troublesome.
Ultimately, a pest free / predator free Bush is possible.
The introduction of weka would be welcome.
4. In January 2011 the Tasman District Council published its "Native Habitats Restoration Guide Technical Information".
This excellent publication details methods for re-vegetation and for dealing with weeds and pests.
5. Restoring the Bush means restoring the biodiversity within the Bush, particularly the birdlife (Tui, Kaka, Kereru, Weka). Birds are crucial
in spreading seeds, helping to develop an understnorey, and encouraging lower canopy.
6. Mulching around those trees on the bush perimeter to be a regular activity. (Not pine-bark mulch). When mowing the grass areas, keep
the mower at a height away from trunks and exposed roots.

19682 Mr David Ogilvie

(Continued 10). Policy 5: Indigenous Trees not Endemic
To leave in place, to control, but not to remove those indigenous trees and shrubs which are not endemic to Thorp Bush / Te Maatu.
Notes and Action Items
1 . A variety of indigenous trees and shrubs, not endemic to the Ecological District, has been planted in revegetation programmes during
the last 40 -50 years.
2. These threaten the ecological integrity of the Bush, but their removal is not warranted. Removal will damage the existing vegetation. It
is preferable to allow non-endemic plants to continue, but to control, (perhaps by poisoning), most will wither and die.
3. The emphasis for regeneration and revegetation of endemic species. The energy and cost involved in removing "foreign" native species
is better spent on planting of appropriate indigenous.
4 These "foreigners" include hybrid varieties (astelia, coprosma, hebes); pohutukawa, and kauri. On the western side of Woodland Avenue
the Bush has a distinctive "parkland" element. The non-endemic can be left to die, encouraged by new plantings of endemic species.
5. It is more urgent and essential to remove the exotic weeds, and grassed areas, per Policy 4.
Refer photos in attached submission.

19682 Mr David Ogilvie

(Continued 11). Policy 6: Woodland Drain
To maintain the open drain on the northern and eastern boundaries of Thorp Bush I Te Maatu.
Initiate grasses, shrubs and low-storey plantings in accord with those within Thorp Bush / Te Maatu.
Notes I Action Items
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1 . The Woodland Drain is a major stormwater outlet for that area in Motueka, draining towards the inner section of the MotuekaMoutere estuary. Tidal gates at Old Wharf Road control the flow in and out of the Drain.
2. The Drain is post-and-wired fence, but only a small area is planted. Riparian margin species would shade the water from the summer
sun and provide aesthetic appeal to the open drain.
Policy 7: Neighbouring Properties
Encourage the addition of adjoining lands to the reserve (east boundary).
Encourage neighbouring property owners to manage their properties to complement the conservation values of the Bush.
Notes
This Policy relates specifically to rural land east of the Bush. Other areas have established residential and commercial (motels) properties.
19682 Mr David Ogilvie

(Continued 12). Policy 8: Recreation Area
Concentrate recreation uses in the north-western part of Thorp Bush I Te Maatu.
Ensure recreational activities do not damage the native vegetation, with mulching or fencing the tree areas.
Continually reduce the area for recreational use.
Notes / Action Items
1 . Two separate areas with play equipment; picnic / barbecue style tables, Ilitter bins, public toilets, the Image Theatre, and a footpath
leading to the New World supermarket are located in the north-western grassed area.
2. Within the recreational area are four small areas of mature trees, mostly totara with some titoki and a rimu.
Fencing these may be unsuitbale, but they need to be heavily mulched to the drip line. The mower raised so that the extended rooting
systems are not damaged.
3. To the north and west sides of the Image Theatre, an area of 350m2 is available for mulching and planting. Kahikatea, totara and
kowhai trees are healthy here.
4. A recent suggestion at the Motueka Community Board to move the play equipment closer to the footpath (and therefore to New
World) has merit and should be actioned.
This would benefit the Bush area, and also encourage increased use of the play equipment by young children, linked to shopping at New
World.
There is no need for additional play equipment.
5. Picnic tables, litter bins, public toilets. These are suitable and convenient. An existing table and litter bin south of the driveeway ought
to be re-located closer to the play equipment and Woodland Avenue, i.e. north of the driveway, to be more available.
This area could then also became available for revegetation.
6. Across Woodland Avenue (west) is a seldom — used part of Thorp Bush / Te Maatu. It is planted in both exotic and native trees with an
outstanding kahikatea, and has "parkland" appeal. A seat is available, and additional seating would be beneficial.
The recreational area of Thorp Bush I Te Maatu occupies approximately 1 hectare of the Reserve- It competes with the naative vegetation
and is contrary to the 1952 agreement between Council and Thorp.
Ultimately, the play equipment, picnic tables should be transferred elsewhere and the Bush area extended to its boundary limits.
Guidance towards this could be acknowledged.

19682 Mr David Ogilvie

(Continued 13).
Policy 9: Entranceway
Assess carefully the merits and impacts of the proposed changes at the entrance to Thorp Bush.
Any further "human" impact on Thorp Bush / Te Maatu to be avoided.
Notes / Action Items
1 . The existing entrance is via a lockable gateway for vehicles and a two-metre open space adjacent to the toilets.
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2. A proposal to change this includes:(1) Erecting two Pou or a Waharoa at the pedestrian walkway.
(2) Erecting interpretative signs, describing the Thorp Bush / Te Maatu biodiversity, near the Pou.
(3) 120m oval concrete surface to incorporate a Kowhaiwhai design with additional "conversational" style seating.
(4) Underplanting of nearby trees with groundcovers.
(5) Additional lighting at the entranceway, seating areas and under trees.
(6) Additional concrete paths to link the driveway and the toilet block.
3. My recommendation:(1) The Pou / Waharoa needed and is welcomed as a reminder of Maori heritage and kaupapa.
(2) Educational and interpretative signs, similarly.
(3) The 120m concrete feature, the kowhaiwhai design and the conversational 5 seating is not appropriate in the Bush.
(4) Additional concrete paths and lighting to be abandoned, as most inappropriate, and un-necessary.
(Note: There are 4 conversational-style seats, plus another west of Woodland Avenue, which is sufficient. More concrete, and lighting,
destroys the ambience, appeal and character of the Bush).
4. Closing any access from 10pm to 6am (per Policy 3) to be considered.
Note: The public toilets are closed during this time.
19682 Mr David Ogilvie

(Continued 14). References:
Legal Agreement:- Trustees of the Estate of J.W. Thorp with the Motueka Borough Council, 15 July 1952.
2. D.S.I.R. (Botany Division):- G.N. Park, Regional Botanist, Thorp's Bush, Motueka, 15 August, 1977.
3- Tasman District Council:- Sissons & Conway, Landscape Design & Planning.
Thorp Bush Draft Management Plan, 1994
Thorp Bush Revegetation Plan, 1994.
4. Tasman District Council:- Motueka Ward reserves Management Plan, December 2001. Prepared by Mike Harding.
5. Motueka — Riwaka Plains and Valleys Eco-system — a Native Plan Restoration List. Prepared by Shannel Courtney for the Tasman
District Council in August 2003, and updated in July 2008.
6. Significant Native Habitats (S.N.H. Survey Programme Site Assessment
Report — Thorp Bush
Site M02 Tasman District Council.
Surveyed by Michael North, October, 2008.
7 Tasman Native Habitats Project — Technical Report for Tasman District Council, by Geoff Walls, Ecologist, June 2009. (Includes some
Motueka Ecological areas, e.g. Faulkner's Bush, but not Thorp Bush).
8. Native Habitats Restoration Guide — Tasman District Council January, 2011.
9. Go Wild: Guiding native restoration in Tasman District. Written by Maggie
Atkinson and Michael North, with Project Manager, Lindsay Vaughan 2012.
10. Chris Golding:- Letter to the Motueka Community Board, 5 June, 2013.
1 1 . Motueka Ecological District Report — Biodiversity Values of Significant Native Habitats.
Report prepared by Michael North, reviewed by Mike Harding and approved for release by Lindsay Vaughan and Rob Smith for Tasman
District Council. April 2014.
12. "Take Back Thorp Bush - Tasman
Youth Council (Motueka Cluster). June 2015.
13. Native Habitats Tasman — Mike Harding, Michael North and Jeroen Lurling. October, 2018.
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19687 Mr Roger Gaskell

Yes

THORP BUSH/TE MAATU
I support the policies outlined in the Draft plan and for Maori /lwi aspirations to be realised Additionally:
• appropriately knowledgeable people (with restoration planting) are keen to have a role with kaitiakitanga.
• I strongly encourage progressive removal of inappropriate species eg hybrid pseudopanax planted and self invading within the reserve
• Te maatu should be managed primarily for its highly important biodiversity and cultural values rather than amenity values. While
amenity values are no doubt important and appreciated by the community these can be accommodated and catered for in a smaller area
than has been the case in the past.

20 Goodman Recreation Park - new toilets and car park
19603 Mrs Isobel Mosley No

A significant issue is poor drainage along the eastern and southern border of the Park, which limits use of the Park at some times of year and
has an impact also on Sanctuary Ponds (5.6.31). Surface drains to Woodlands Canal likely would fix the problem. We suggest an additional
policy:
Policy 5. Provide drainage of the periodically inundated areas along the eastern and southern borders of the Park.

19545 Mr Mike Patrick

Yes

Support

19567 Mrs jody Maru

Yes

On behalf of Sport Tasman we support council officers historical proposal to develop parking and ablution block at the northern end of
Goodman park. We would ask that any plan consults with Motueka Football Association and Sport Tasman.

19669 Ms Aneika Young

Yes

Support

21 We are proposing that the area in front of the Motueka Museum is kept free of commercial uses, other than for outdoor dining associated
with the museum café. Do you agree?
19632 Mr Ross McDonald

No

Council should sweat the asset by granting a lease to whichever approved commercial activity can return the greatest income for the Council
in exchange for the privilege of using this outdoor space. If concerned about new competition using this space, nearby retail and hospitality
businesses would of course have the option to bid to secure the lease of this space, individually or collectively, to protect their commercial
interests at their own expense.

19642 Mr Jim Butler

No

MOTUEKA MUSEUM RESERVE, pages 102/3. Oh Dear Oh Dear. This grumpy old ratepayer suggests that the person who drafted the
Consultation Question has proved my suspicions that consideration for Tasman District ratepayers is not a high priority in the thinking of
some TDC staff.
The plaza in front of the Museum is a prime advertising site that could earn good money for Council. Now that the garden in front of the
Museum has been removed, there is ample room for both pedestrian traffic (including my scooter) and displays.
I am not suggesting that there should be advertising displays every day of the week, but enough bookings to cover the cost of control and
make a profit.
Non profit organisations should get the chance of free bookings. Even church services some Sundays.
But most importantly the plaza area should be booked for a whole month before the Local Body Elections for candidates to be able to present
both themselves and their advertising (Suggest the latter should be cleared away after each day) Hopefully this will increase our woefully
low percentage of voting at this years’ Local Body Elections.

19468 Mr David Armstrong Yes

Largely yes. The only exception I would like to see would be allowing one or a few specific regular event(s) on a regular basis involving sales.
I'm thinking specifically of say a monthly farmers market held in the summer evenings (after surrounding shops close). Also the odd
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community event such as mid-winter and Starlight Parade evenings when food sales could be permitted (after retail hours). I think a monthly
or even weekly farmers market in this area over tourist months would be a great bonus for the town and for visitors.
19479 Mr Ron Lock

Yes

Support

19481 Dr Paul Mosley

Yes

5.6.10 Motueka Museum
The area in front of the museum could be a huge asset to the town, but with recent removal of planter boxes it has become a bare, stark, hot,
uninviting open space. In my opinion, the Museum Management Committee, which no doubt is doing a good job of managing the museum
per se, is not making the best use of the frontage – this is obviously not their interest or focus. I therefore disagree with policy 1, unless
modified to emphasise that management of the land (as distinct from the building) must take account of the land’s value to the public at
large, and its potential for providing a gathering place. I have no problem with policies 3 and 5 (although they appear rather monopolistic in
favour of the cafe), but this does not mean that the open space should just be left in its present impoverished state. In other words, there
should be a policy to make full use of the museum frontage as an attractive gathering place for the public, which will imply enhancements
such as potted shade trees, more seats, etc.

19545 Mr Mike Patrick

Yes

Agree

19573 Mr Graham Ingram- Yes
Monk

I agree it should be kept free of commercial activity.

19576 Mr David Armstrong Yes

We think that this area is underused for the general public, but we would not like to see it providing any commercial activities other than for
the Muses Cafe patrons. The only exception we would like to see would be allowing one or a few specific regular event(s) on a regular basis
involving sales, say a monthly farmers market held in the summer evenings (after surrounding shops close). Also the odd community event
such as mid-winter and Starlight Parade evenings when food sales could be permitted (after retail hours). We think a monthly or even weekly
farmers market in this area over tourist months would be a great bonus for the town and for visitors.
Notwithstanding, the museum forecourt could do with some landscaping and the addition of some facilities for public use, such as more
seating. It is rather barren and uninviting at present. A unified plan to make the area a "community place" was attempted by Parklands School
around 5 years ago, but this never got far due to resistance from the museum volunteer staff. Talking of which, car parking for those staff
should not be allowed on the forecourt (or for anyone else).

19603 Mrs Isobel Mosley

Yes

In our view, the museum frontage is a significant asset which at present is undervalued and seriously underutilized. KMB has made
suggestions to the Museum management committee regarding beautification of the Museum frontage, but has been rebuffed. In 2014 there
was substantive discussion among several organisations on how to improve this area, with several valuable ideas proposed, but unfortunately
nothing has come of this, except on the area owned by Parklands School. The present wording in “Values” is misleadingly positive. Since
planter boxes and trees were removed from in front of the Museum building (note that the present photo misleadingly shows the Museum
with planter boxes), most of the frontage has been bare, stark, uninviting, and in the height of summer downright inhospitable (and the
frontage is even used for parking cars – how extraordinarily inappropriate!). We advocate enlightened landscaping of the entire frontage, to
provide a gathering place that is not limited simply to patrons of the cafe (policies 3 and 5 appear rather monopolistic in favour of the cafe,
but this would not be unacceptable if the rest of the frontage area was made more usable to the public at large). In other words, there should
be an explicit policy to make full use of the museum frontage as an attractive, public gathering place:
Policy 2. Actively encourage use of the entire Museum frontage as an attractive, public gathering place, by providing shade, seating, and
vegetative features to soften the harshness of the paved area, prohibiting car parking on the frontage, and enhancing separation from the
High Street roadway.
We feel that the present Policy 6 is unduly restrictive; we note for example the frequent appearance of buskers outside New World
supermarket, and consider that such a use of the Museum frontage should be encouraged.
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19610 Mrs Brenda
Woodman

Yes

Yes please keep the Museum area free.

19616 Mrs Gillian Pollock

Yes

We support keeping the area in front of Motueka museum free for outdoor dining.

19629 Mrs Jane Murray

Yes

In terms of the uses for the area in front of Motueka Museum, NMH notes that Council is proposing that this area is used for outdoor dining
associated with the museum café. TDC's Reserves General Policies states that TDC Reserves are smokefree. NMH encourages the Council to
make this area Smokefree, and consider adapting this Smokefree policy to make all outdoor café areas in Motueka smokefree. The
Nelson/Tasman Fresh Air Project showed that 95.8% support for venues to have smokefree dining areas.

19630 Ms Helen Lindsay

Yes

Support

19637 Mr Brian Harrison

Yes

I would also strongly suggest that the Museum frontage be made more attractive than the current tar seal and really awful pebble artwork
there at present. Thirty odd years ago, the Museum frontage was a beautiful green space and stone wall, making it an attractive and well
used place for people and families to meet, with a natural spinoff of people entering the Museum also.
I understand, that due to costs, earthquake strengthening and so on, that gradually, all greenery had to be removed. Sadly, the frontage is
now uninteresting, unattractive and has lost it`s appeal altogether, with the subsequent reduction of foot traffic into the Museum itself.
Surely, even a few planter boxes of attractive flowers would make all the difference. I understand that there is some suggestions to make
Deck`s Reserve a ' central hub '. What a pity, the Museum was just that !
But yes, at the very least, do try to prevent the frontage from becoming just more parking space - please !

19643 Mrs Lynda Frater

Yes

Re the Motueka Museum frontage. I think this area should be further developed to become a 'Town Square' . More seating is needed in
this area. Definitely no commercial use.

19645 Mrs Elizabeth (Beth) Yes
Bryant

This area could be made into an attractive meeting area.
Cars should not be allowed to park in this area. Not safe.
It would be a great area for busking and suchlike. The youth were having some concerts here which is great.
A stand for exchange books could be installed and some appropriate seating.
I think it would be good for people to be able to sit in the shade of the tree there. At present this is totally used by the restaurant, but it
would be useful for anybody to sit there and eat there sandwiches/read, etc

19652 Ms Caz Gray

Yes

Support

19663 Mr Brent Prestidge

Yes

Museum. We feel this area in front of the Motueka District Museum is under utilised. With several cars parked in this off street area, it limits
use for events and is a safety concern as well.

19667 Ms Fiona Guyan

Yes

Don't mind about in front of the museum, or Huia clubrooms.

19669 Ms Aneika Young

Yes

Support

19673 Mr & Mrs John &
Jane Midgley

Yes

Support

19679 Ms Freda Gerslov

Yes

Some resources could be put into maintaining the mosaic, which shows wear and damage.

19683 Ms Eileen Stewart

Yes

Providing Service Clubs are allowed to use it to make money for community projects.

19685 Mrs Susan Brown

Yes

Support

19688 Ms Sandra Ingram

Yes

Support
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22 Fearon Bush Recreation Reserve
19481 Dr Paul Mosley

5.6.6 Fearon Bush
Cross-reference to section 1.3.4 is noted. Section 5.6.6 does not reflect the importance (as properly emphasized in 1.3.4) of the remnant trees
and the management issues involved in conserving them, and I suggest that it should be strengthened by incorporating key points, objectives
and policies from 1.3.4, which is a great deal more comprehensive and detailed. Surely the policies and objectives of 1.3.4 and 5.6.6 should be
identical? I suggest that these two sections be rationalized, harmonized, or whatever the best word is. At the least, they should lead to the
same management strategy!
I am aware of the difficulties that have been experienced in the past regarding restricted public access and damage to tree roots and tree
health by insensitive management of the campground. Policies 2 and 3 in 5.6.6 seek to address these, but of course the real test will be
whether the lessee actually does operate with full recognition given to general public interest and ecological values – and whether TDC staff are
able to monitor performance and arrange remedial action if necessary. Unfortunately, if mismanagement results in ill-health or death of a tree,
there is nothing that can be done to remedy the situation.

19603 Mrs Isobel Mosley

Part 3 Section 1.3.4 presented a well-argued case for careful management of the ecological values of Fearon Bush, and 5.6.6 should be
substantially strengthened by drawing thereon. The policies and objectives in 1.3.4 should be reproduced in 5.6.6. The crucial issue will be
whether there is adequate monitoring of performance by the lessee, and remedial action if necessary. In the past, this has not been the case,
unfortunately. Policy 1 should be strengthened to include protecting trees planted as replacements for original trees that have been chopped
down:
Policy 1 Manage activities to ensure remnant trees, planted replacement trees, and other native vegetation on the reserve are protected from
damage.
Policy 2 certainly should be strengthened to include monitoring and remediation. Note that it should refer to Appendix 3 Table A:
Policy 2. Monitor the performance of the lessee of the campground, ensure that the relevant terms and conditions of the lease for this reserve
are complied with, and ensure that remedial action is carried out when necessary (see Appendix 3, Table A).
The “Issues & Options” section asserts that the lease provides for public access, but in fact it is restricted to daylight hours from 16 February to
16 December, i.e. is not allowed in the peak summer season, and visitors have to report to the office, which is a discouragement, and
dependent on staff actually knowing that public access is permitted. The section should refer to “restricted public access”, and the conditions
of the lease should be revised to reduce or eliminate these restrictions.

19664 Mr & Mrs David and
Ruth Cook

Re Fearon's Bush Recreation Reserve
We support the Objectives and Policies laid out in the Draft Motueka Ward Reserve Management Plan No's 1-4
We believe the remedy for the destruction that has already occurred to Fearon's Bush should include specifying Long Term Plan funding to
ensure that these Objectives and Policies are achieved.
To obtain access to this public reserve as opposed to accessing the Motor Camp it would be possible to develop an access way on the Eastern
side of the Reserve fronting on to Fearon Street. This access would make a good part of the remaining bush available to the public.

19670 Mr David Mitchell

2. My submission on the draft plan deals only with two historic Motueka reserves (Thorp’s Bush and Fearon’s Bush). These were the subject of
my original submission on the earlier draft of the plan considered in August 2018 by the council’s sub-committee.
3. Thorp’s Bush and Fearon’s Bush parks are the only surviving fragments of a Māori 350ha reserve area of native lowland forest and
cultivations, known as Te Maatu, which was culturally important to tangata whenua Māori for many reasons. As parts of the former Te Maatu,
Thorp’s Bush and Fearon’s Bush have a historical significance that goes back further in time than any other reserve areas I know of. They are
important symbolically to Māori people and a valuable part of Motueka and Tasman’s cultural history. I believe they deserve particular
attention.
B. Fearon’s Bush: I believe that the classification and use of Fearon’s Bush needs a full public review and reconsideration by council. In the past
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decade under council management, this reserve has changed drastically from its previous character.
Numbers of campers and vehicles have increased markedly. A big area of the park has been taken up by motel units, a conference centre and
associated facilities and parking. Visits by residents for recreation are not encouraged. I feel that the historic link to one of Motueka’s most
important early settlers, Edward Fearon, has been diminished by the commercial nature of the park. I also feel that this historic link is in danger
of being lost. At the same time, important recommendations to the council by its contracted adviser re historic native trees in Fearon’s Bush
have not been adequately addressed.
I do not have any further explanatory comments re my submission re Fearon’s Bush.
Thank you for considering my submissions on the plans for these two historic reserves.
19682 Mr David Ogilvie

See attached submission on Fearon Bush Reserve (pages 26-27).
Fearon Bush Reserve (Refer p98 - 99, 26, 90, 97, 165)
Legal Description: Part Section 156, Block IV, Motueka Survey District, DP 514.
Area: 3.0351 hectares.
Location: 10 Fearon Street, Motueka.
Classification: Recreation Reserve
Description:
The area is a remnant of Te Maatu, the lowland - forest which dominated the Motueka plains pre-European. It remains a "significant habitat"
within the Motueka Ecological District, with many of its trees (kahikatea) protected under the Council's Resource Management Plan. It is
currently leased as a Camping Ground to Top 10 Holiday Parks. The lease allows limited access to the Reserve and requires the Camp owners to
manage the area emphasising protection of the trees and encouraging re-vegetation. Council officers administer this.
Policies:
1 . Heavy and wide mulching of the high canopy trees, possibly a fencing requirement, to protect against vehicles' and camper's impact.
2. Limit the use of the Reserve for camping to meet the terms of the Reserve Act. Council Officers to monitor the lease terms regularly.(6
monthly) with formal written reports following each monitoring event.
3. Develop a re-vegetation programme, in association with the camp owners, initially from the eastern end of the Reserve. (Note: this section is
low-lying, frequently wet, and is distant from camping facilities). A re-vegetation programme in other areas, particularly around the mature
kahikatea, totara and titoki.

19687 Mr Roger Gaskell

FEARONS BUSH RECREATION RESERVE
I support the 4 policies outlined in the Draft Plan for this Reserve Additionally:
• vehicle barriers (bollards) should be added under vulnerable remnant trees to prevent compaction to sensitive root zones.
• Supplementary planting of understorey species and replacement tall tree specimens of kahikatea and totara should occur as soon as possible.
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23 Pethybridge Rose Garden
19481 Dr Paul Mosley

Yes 5.6.7 Pethybridge Rose Garden
This garden is Motueka’s best kept secret. It is a wonderful community asset. I don’t know how to encourage greater use – much better signage
on the road would be a start – but an important management action (policy?) should be to actively promote public enjoyment of the garden by
appropriate signage and information (e.g. leaflets at i-site). It would also help if the gate at the east end could be kept open, so that people can
walk through the garden.

19603 Mrs Isobel Mosley

Yes 5.6.7 PETHYBRIDGE ROSE GARDEN
We regard Pethybridge Rose Garden as a real gem which is sadly under-used, but which certainly should be maintained. More publicity –
including much more striking signage on High Street – would assist; arranging for the rear (east end) gate to be left open and for public use of the
accessway to the Masonic Centre might also encourage people to use the Garden as part of a through walking route. We understand that dogs
are formally prohibited from the Garden; permitting dogs on leashes might encourage usage, and surely would not compromise the value of the
Garden. We suggest an additional policy, along the lines of :
Encourage use of the Garden by improved signage and publicity, encouraging its use for appropriate events, permitting walking of dogs on leash,
and – in consultation with the Masonic Lodge – creating a through route that uses the eastern entrance and the accessway to the Masonic
Centre.

19632 Mr Ross McDonald

Yes Page 99. 5.6.7 Pethybridge Rose Garden
The intensive work by Council contractor planting and nurturing successive waves of shortlived plants at the road frontage of Pethybridge Rose
Gardens appears excessively extravagant in comparison to the meager attention given to addressing pressing long term ecological issues at the
truly precious Thorp Bush /Te Maatu.
In several respects Pethybridge Rose Garden is an anachronism in that:
- Ongoing intensive maintenance is very expensive at a time when TDC is heavily indebted and many residential ratepayers are suffering financial
duress.
- The formal layout reflects a colonial legacy inconsistent with contemporary New Zealand landscape design. NZ society has moved on. This
garden should too.
- Extensive use of exotic fauna disrespects the many attractive NZ native alternatives.
- A continual succession of annuals planted west of the front fence demonstrates unnecessarily wasteful window dressing. Grass is great.
Reducing the intensive gardening work in town centre locations could contribute to a more equitable spread of effort/expenditure among
Motueka Ward reserves, in particular to the benefit of those largely neglected reserves located beyond Motueka township.

19642 Mr Jim Butler

Yes My previous submissions on the Motueka Ward Reserves management, mostly focused on the presumed cost of maintaining the Pethybridge
Rose Garden in its excellent condition. So I must thank the advice received from TDC staff that the annual cost is about $30,000. This is
peanuts against Community Development’s Facilities and Parks expenditure in the 2017/18 year of about $16.5 million out of the TDC total of
about $126 million.
But costs listed in TDC Annual Reports tend to be broadbrush and one has to resort to guessing. My guess is that Parks and Gardens share of the
$16.5 million is about $5 million and Motueka Ward's share of the $5 million is about $1 million.
But to return to the annual cost of $30,000 to maintain the Pethybridge Rose Garden. I presume this is what the contractor receives for doing
the work and does not included overhead expenses, of which TDC has quite a long list.
An exercise on Motueka Ward River Care expenditure some years ago by Grey Power Motueka, is that the cost of overheads can more than
double the cost of getting works done.
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Overhead expenses cannot be avoided and are a particularly costly part of local governments' expenditures (also of central government as well)
when compared with private businesses. This because of the much greater amounts of consultation and publicity required on spending public
money. This is a big expense for local governments.
So while the contractor receives about $30,000 a year for maintaing the Pethybridge Rose Garden, because of the allocation of overhead
expenses, the cost to ratepayers for getting this work done could be between $60,000 and $100,000. A substantial chunk out of the $! million,
which is my guess for the annual cost to ratepayers of maintaining Reserves and Gardens in the Motueka Ward.
There is another way at looking at the cost of maintaining the Pethybridge Rose Garden. Say it gets 300 visitors a year at a cost of $60,000, or
maybe 600 visitors a year also at a cost of $60,000. When Decks Reserve and some Motueka walkways can get those sort of numbers of visitors
in one day. I suspect the rose garden could get more visits from the contractor’s workers than from members of the public.
I am pleased to note on page 99, under Issues and Opportunities, the following appears, quote “In prior years, volunteers assisted with the
management of the land which helped to keep costs down. There is potential to explore such opportunities again in future.” This indicates to
me that staff are aware of the cost of maintaining this Rose Garden which gets so few visitors and that some consideration is being given to deal
with this problem.
I would like to be kept informed of the progress.
I have edited, the following, extracted from a previous submission.
According to a 4 page document ‘The history of the Pethybridge Memorial Rose Garden Motueka produced by Ken Wright in 2016, the land was
purchased by WD & HO Wills (NZ) Ltd in January 1963 for a rose garden.
The memorial plaque at the entrance to the rose garden reads :“PETHYBRIDGE ROSE GARDEN
These gardens have been named to perpetuate the outstanding service given by Charles E. Pethybridge Esq., over a period of 50 years (19141964) to the company of W.D. & H.O. Wills (NZ) Ltd. On Nov 26th. 1964 the chairman of the company Mr G. W. Johnston opened the rose
garden for the use and pleasure of the citizens of and visitors to the District of Motueka.”
On 5 October 1988, WD & HO Wills (NZ) Ltd transferred the rose garden land to the Motueka Borough Council, but TDC staff have not been able
to find the Deed of Gift. Maybe because of the demise of the Motueka Borough Council the following year when TDC came into being, 1989.
I have been told that it was about that time that the voluntary organisation that had provided the maintenance of the rose garden for many
years began having difficulties, and when TDC took over the maintenance in 1995, the rose garden was in a poor condition.
Since TDC has taken over the maintenance of this rose garden, it has been maintained very well. Also much money has been spent on upgrading
work on several occasions. The most recent to provide a colourful garden of flowering annuals at the entrance to the rose garden in an effort to
attract more visitors. But as these are being replanted with different flowering plants three or four times every year, to maintain the colour, this
must have added to the cost.
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24 Historic Reserve at Anarewa Point
19632 Mr Ross McDonald

Page 66. 5.3.14 Anarewa Historic Reserve
Policies 1 through 4 are all good and reasonable. These policies should all be actioned with urgency as prolonged intransigence has denied both
Iwi/Maori and the public at large from conveniently accessing this valuable reserve for about 20 years.
Policy 3, removal of vegetation that is obstructing part of the reserve entrance at Anarewa Crescent is the key to unlocking Anarewa Historic
Reserve for convenient public access.
Beyond the vegetation barrier on the reserve land is a well formed gravel driveway of easy gradient direct to the main body of the reserve.
Erection of signage at the entrance as proposed is also important to confirm to the public the location and purpose of Anarewa Historic Reserve.
The owners of 21 Anarewa Crescent located directly opposite the reserve entrance, are favorably disposed to Council erecting simple post and
finger signage on the street frontage of 21 Anarewa Crescent where it will be very conspicuous to passing public and yet not further obstruct the
reserve entrance.
Presently vegetation is obstructing at least 90% of the reserve entrance at Anarewa Crescent. See the annotated picture below. A tertiary
qualification in surveying is required to definitively identify any portion of the reserve entrance that is not obstructed by
vegetation because there is no conspicuous clue as to the position of the reserve boundaries. Further confusing the issue is the presence of a
private letter box and hose reel at the reserve entrance. The letter box and hose reel should be relocated to the street frontage of the residential
property to which they both belong.
A stay cable for an electricity utility pole is anchored to the ground part-way across the reserve street frontage. This stay cable could be
reconfigured as indicated below to permit direct vehicle access to the reserve for development or maintenance purposes if desired. (see photo in
attachment).

19632 Mr Ross McDonald

Page 34. Recreational Use of Parks and Reserves.
3.1 Visitor Use and Management
The list of “Other pedestrian access ways …” on page 35 could be improved by inclusion of the two long-established access ways communicating
with Anarewa Crescent, these being DP 5620 Lots 42 and 43. Whether or not these access ways are classified as reserves, they do represent a
useful part of the open space network and the general public certainly has a right to know about them. Furthermore both these access ways are
illustrated as part of the work plan for the planned walkway between Anarewa Point and Tapu Bay in Figure 7 on page 63 so for completeness,
these access ways should be coloured green with a yellow border on Map 8, page 59.

19653 Mr & Mrs Bruce &
Sue Marshall

Submission: Anarewa Historic Reserve 5.3.14
Please find below our comments on your policies.
Policies:
2. We have seen the removal of structures, such as sheds, but the removal of the exotic plantings on the reserve still remain a high priority, for
instance, prickly pear, banana and eucalyptus.
4. We look forward to communication and collaboration with council on developing a planting plan of appropriate native grasses and low shrubs
for the reserve. The planting plan should be sympathetic and respectful to the neighbouring residential properties looking across the reserve. We
currently maintain the reserve immediately adjoining our property by way of mowing the grass on controlling weeds, such as gorse & blackberry.
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If not for our continuous commitment to maintaining the reserve, it would an overgrown wildness of weeds and represent a significant fire
danger.
19680 Mrs Sue Newman

Thank you for the opportunity to provide feedback on the proposed plan.
I regret that the proposal suggests that the public (including Iwi) has been denied access to the reserve area. While access has not been publicly
signposted, access, in particular that adjacent to 34 Anarewa Crescent, has not been obstructed and has been widely used by locals particularly
to gain direct access to the Tapu Bay beach area.
There is also an existing walking track into the reserve area which locals occasional avail themselves of. I note that the new owners of 22
Anarewa Crescent, while unable to do anything to remediate the apparent obstruction caused by a driveway, have ensured that the access is not
blocked with vehicles parking in this location.
With respect to access to Anarewa Point (LOT 44DP5620), locals used to keep the way open to the point and more recently have been asked to
desist from this activity which was to be undertaken by Council staff. Over the past few years this accessway to Anarewa point has become
overgrown with gorse and broom to the extent that it is now virtually impassable.
It would be prudent for the council to consider that maintenance under supervision by locals will assist to keep this track open.
I acknowledge the Council's rights to manage these Reserves. I support in general improving public access to the reserves and to and Anarewa
Point. I am grateful that adjoining owners are being given the opportunity to help shape the proposal.
My general concerns can be grouped broadly into four areas: privacy, access, long term plan and future management.
Privacy:
It is noted in the Tasman District Council reserves general policy that it is important to ensure that activities on reserves do not unduly affect the
quiet enjoyment of neighbouring properties.
Adjoining owners have for many years enjoyed the benefits of their proximity to the Reserve areas in particular the Anarewa Crescent Historic
Reserve and the Stephens Bay Historic Reserve. During this time there has been a range of landscapes evolved on what was previously farmland
(l note that old photographs taken prior to the subdivision show little evidence of bush cover over this area and I suggest that one would have to
go a long way back in history to find it so).
Some of this evolved landscaping has occurred in consultation with the Tasman district council.
It is a concern that, in my particular cases (28 and 34 Anarewa Crescent) privacy, security and safety are a potential tension with public access.
It is reassuring to know that legislation and Council protocols require that adjoining owners' concerns must be taken into account when changes
are being promulgated.
Overall Access:
There are two existing public access points to the beaches of Tapu Bay (not including that off Tapu Place). They are those adjacent to 22 Anarewa
Crescent and at the end of Anarewa Crescent adjacent to 34 Anarewa Crescent. These should be suitably developed to provide safe public access.
Over the years some of the locals have been maintaining the track at the end of Anarewa Crescent to the beach (through the Stephens Bay
Historic Reserve) to ensure public access. Further work on this track would enhance the access to the Tapu Bay beach. These locals are to be
applauded for their work as otherwise this access would have become impassable. This is contrary to some comments that locals are restricting
access.
This proposal does not address access/walkway through the Stephens Bay Historic Reserve beyond Anarewa Point to Stephens Bay other than
recommending the partial use of Anarewa Crescent to get between the two. A walkway on the
Stephens bay historic reserve from Anarewa point to Stephens Bay would provide a unique coastal walkway as is experienced between Stephens
Bay and Kaiteriteri. Whilst the terrain in parts may be steep, a number of structures may be used to ensure a safe accessway. There are examples
of these from little Kaiteriteri and also other great walks throughout New Zealand such as the Hollyford and Routeburn tracks. I understand in the
past that locals have offered to assist with supporting the council in developing such structures.
I suggest that the walkway from Anarewa point to Stephens Bay via a coastal walkway should be included in the long-term planning proposal.
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The exclusion of this section of the walkway appears to have been an oversight. This extension of the current proposed walkway concept would
appear to fit with the Tasman district council reserves general policy.
Parking:
The present proposal begs the question of appropriate parking spaces. The end of Anarewa Crescent is already clogged with the cars of adjacent
owners, their visitors and those accessing the beach from the public track. Rubbish trucks have trouble turning there already. If the walkway
extends in a loop (for example, Tapu Bay to Stephens Bay) parking will not occur at a single-entry point, but rather at multiple entry points thus
spreading "the load".
The only proposed access to the beach is in front of 22 Anarewa Crescent. I suggest that the existing walkway to the beach adjacent to 34
Anarewa Crescent be included in the plan; this is the route commonly used to access the beach and is the easier track.
Future Management:
It is proposed that, for the management of the Anarewa Crescent Historic Reserve, the TDC constitutes a local committee, including Iwi, that
would operate under very tight specifications to manage the Reserve congruently with the wishes of the TDC. Historically there has been little
council involvement in managing weed control and ensuring fire risks are minimised by cutting of grass. It seems to me that the best people to
manage the Reserve are those with the most to lose by its deterioration. It is acknowledged that even within a group such as proposed there
would exist a wide range of opinions as to what planting should occur and what structures should be permitted. TDC should specify this but allow
the local committee to manage its facilitation.
As previously mentioned TDC have been involved informally in some of the current landscaping decisions of the Anarewa Historic Reserve.
For the proposed group to be successful and cost effective there would need to be a range of key performance indicators and appropriate
sanctions for actions incongruent with the specification, but this would be not only a cost-effective way for the Council to manage the reserve,
but would also achieve a level of buy-in and agreement by the neighbours and other interested parties that might be difficult to achieve
otherwise.
Where there may be Occupational Health and Safety concerns to be considered (e.g. use of sprays, mowers etc), these difficulties can be
overcome. Such matters can be addressed in the specification to the management committee. Where appropriate skills are not contained within
the group, the committee may need to purchase such skills or employ approved contractors.
In alignment with the TDC policy and as has occurred in some areas of the Anarewa Crescent Historic Reserve (in discussion with the TDC) the
area should be further planted in flaxes, hebes and grasses appropriate to the area and which will enhance birdlife. The Stephens Bay Historic
Reserve should be planted in native trees and bushes that would not adversely impinging on the outlooks of the surrounding dwellings. There are
already some beautiful stands of tree ferns and native mistletoe that only the locals are aware of.
Some of the "little tracks" to and through these that have been constructed by locals over the past 50 years could be enhanced so that public can
also enjoy these sites.
In summary:
With respect to the policies summarised on page 67 of the proposal, I am generally in agreement with them. However, I am concerned about the
following:
Point 1 does not address the issue of access from Anarewa Point to Stephens Bay via a coastal walkway using the Stephens bay historic reserve.
Point 3 suggests "clearly mark[ing] the reserve boundaries along the access strip". I note that Figure 7 (page 63) denotes "boundary planting"; the
area in front of 28 and 34 Anarewa Crescent has already been planted and developed following discussions with T DC (as shown in the
photographs accompanying the figure). Altering this landscaping would be detrimental to the unique landscape and birdlife.
Figure 7 recommends the installation of bench seats/half tables. Careful consideration to the siting of such structures is critical from a safety
perspective.
Before the house was built on the Point, people used to use the land for picnics and parties. They left rubbish behind them, used the surrounding
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bush as a lavatory and threw bottles and rubbish over the cliffs and were a fire risk with their smoking and barbecues particularly during the
summer season.
The provision of tables would provide opportunities for unsupervised alcohol drinking groups that are evident at Stephens Bay and Tapu Bay
despite their being more in the public eye; it is adjacent landowners who will have to take responsibility for managing these situations as there is
currently insufficient formal policing (or funding for this purpose) of this area.
I suggest that the privacy afforded by the proposal in figure 7 would result in drinking, noise and antisocial behaviour which can only be
detrimental to the area.
I am less concerned about appropriate seating (there are many examples of bench seats along most walkways in New Zealand) but tables are
rare for good reason. There are picnic tables at the Tapu Place Recreation Reserve and at Stephens Bay. There is not only no need for them in the
Stephens Bay Historic Reserve, but to install them would detract from the very things that the reserve has to offer: birdlife, cleanliness, peace
and tranquillity.
19681 Mr Derek Newman

I am Derek Newman and am a Trustee of a Trust that owns properties at 28 Anarewa Crescent and 34 Anarewa Crescent. These properties adjoin
the Anawera Crescent Reserve (and the latter adjoins also an access strip to the Stephens Bay Historic/EspIanade Reserve.
Firstly, I commend the planners for their proposals. Many of the issues that were raised in a previous planning round have been addressed as far
as our area is concerned.
Secondly, I regret that the proposal suggests that the public (including Iwi) has been denied access to the reserve area. While access has not been
publicly signposted, access, in particular that adjacent to 34 Anarewa Crescent, has not been obstructed and has been widely used by locals
particularly to gain direct access to the Tapu Bay beach area. There is also an existing walking track into the reserve area which locals occasional
avail themselves of. I note that the new owners of 22 Anarewa Crescent, while unable to do anything to remediate the apparent obstruction
caused by a driveway, have ensured that the access is not blocked with vehicles.
With respect to access to Anarewa Point (Stephens Bay Historic Reserve), locals used to keep the way open but were asked to desist from this
activity which was to be undertaken by Council staff. Over the past few years this accessway has become overgrown with gorse and broom to the
extent that it is now virtually impassable. I suggest that, with the permission of the Council, there is much to be gained by encouraging the local
population to undertake maintenance under supervision to keep this track open.
Thirdly, I acknowledge the Council's rights to manage these Reserves and I support in general improving public access to the reserves and to and
Anarewa Point. I am grateful that adjoining owners are being given the opportunity to help shape the proposal before it is advised to the general
public.
My general concerns can be grouped broadly into four areas: privacy, access, long term plan and future management.
Privacy:
Adjoining owners have for many years enjoyed the benefits of their proximity to the Reserve areas in particular the Anarewa Crescent Historic
Reserve. During this time a range of structures and landscapes have been imposed on what was once farmed grassland (l note that old
photographs taken prior to the subdivision show little evidence of bush cover over this area and I suggest that one would have to go a long way
back in history to find it so). In many cases dwellings have been sited to maximise the advantage of their closeness to the Reserve.
It is a concern to me that, in our particular cases (28 and 34 Anarewa Crescent) privacy (and security) and public access are in potential tension. It
is reassuring to know that legislation and Council protocols require that adjoining owners' concerns must be taken into account when changes
are being promulgated.
Access:
There are two existing public access points to the beaches of Tapu Bay (not including that off Tapu Place). They are those adjacent to 22 Anarewa
Crescent and at the end of Anarewa Crescent adjacent to 34 Anarewa Crescent. These should be suitably developed to provide safe public access.
I have been personally maintaining that at the end of Anarewa Crescent to the beach (through the Stephens Bay Historic Reserve) and believe it
to be safe, but it does need some work at the bottom beach entry point to reduce the steepness. I have had some assistance from other
members of the local public in this endeavour and hope that we will not be asked to let the accessway revert to becoming impassable.
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This proposal does not address access through the Stephens Bay Historic Reserve beyond Anarewa Point to Stephens Bay other than
recommending the partial use of Anarewa Crescent to get between the two. I suggest that this is very short-sighted. Even if there is no
immediate proposal to take a walkway around the south side of Stephens Bay, it should be included in the long-term planning proposal. I have
walked through much of the bush comprising the reserves. Barring only a couple of notable places where bridging would need to be constructed
e.g. adjacent to "Davies"' and "Palmer's" it is my opinion that the cost of constructing such a walkway would be minimal and I commend to the
Council the notion of adopting a long-term plan for this area in its entirety. While there may be added technical difficulties in this endeavour, I
am aware that there has been an offer of financial assistance from local interests to help facilitating this. The bold notion of being able to walk
around the coast from Tapu Bay (or Riwaka) to Kaiteriteri (and beyond) should not be dismissed.
Future Management:
On a previous occasion I have proposed that, for the Anarewa Crescent Historic Reserve, the TDC constitutes a local committee, including Iwi,
that would operate under very tight specifications to manage the Reserve congruently with the wishes of the TDC. It seems to me that the best
people to manage the Reserve are those with the most to lose by its deterioration. I acknowledge that even among this group there would exist a
wide range of opinions as to what planting should occur and what structures should be permitted. TDC should specify this but allow the local
committee to manage its facilitation. There would need to be a range of key performance indicators and appropriate sanctions for actions
incongruent with the specification, but this would be not only a cost-effective way for the Council to manage the reserve, but would also achieve
a level of buy-in by the neighbours and other interested parties that might be difficult to achieve otherwise.
I understand that there may be Occupational Health and Safety concerns to be considered (e.g. use of sprays, mowers etc), but I am sure that
with goodwill and some training (l have, in my farming days, done a "spray" course) these difficulties can be overcome. Such matters can be
addressed in the specification to the management committee. Where appropriate skills are not contained within the group, the committee
would need to purchase such skills or employ approved contractors.
It is my view that the Anarewa Crescent Historic Reserve should be planted in flaxes, hebes and grasses appropriate to the area and which will
enhance birdlife. The Stephens Bay Historic Reserve should be planted in native trees and bushes but without adversely impinging on the
outlooks of the surrounding dwellings. There are already some beautiful stands of tree ferns and native mistletoe that only the locals are aware
of. It would be nice to think that some of the "little tracks" to and through these that have been constructed by neighbours over the past 50
years could be enhanced so that the public can also enjoy these sites.
In summary
With respect to the policies summarised on page 67 of the proposal, I am in general agreement with them. However, I am concerned about the
following:
Point 1 does not address the issue of access AROUND Anarewa Point (outlined above).
Point 3 suggests "clearly mark[ing] the reserve boundaries along the access strip". I note that Figure 7 (page 63) denotes "boundary planting"; the
area in front of 28 and 34 Anarewa Crescent has already been planted and developed following discussions with T DC (as shown in the
photographs accompanying the figure) and I would hope that this is not disturbed by a "strip" of different landscaping.
Figure 7 also recommends the installation of bench seats/half tables. I am vehemently opposed to this. Before the house was built on the Point,
people used to use the land for picnics and parties. They left rubbish behind them, used the surrounding bush as a lavatory and threw bottles and
rubbish over the cliffs and were a fire risk with their smoking and barbecues particularly during the summer season. Even supplying rubbish bins
would not, I suggest, overcome this potential problem. The provision of tables would without doubt exacerbate the drinking problems that are
evident at Stephens Bay and Tapu Bay despite their being more in the public eye; I suggest that the privacy afforded by the proposal would result
in drinking, noise and antisocial behaviour. I am less concerned about appropriate seating (there are many examples of bench seats along most
walkways in New Zealand) but tables are rare for good reason. There are picnic tables at the Tapu Place Recreation Reserve and at Stephens Bay.
There is not only no need for them in the Stephens Bay Historic Reserve, but to install them would detract from the very things that the reserve
has to offer: birdlife, cleanliness, peace and tranquillity.
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25 Motueka Golf Course
19481 Dr Paul Mosley

5.6.18 Motueka Golf Course
There is no reference, in the section “Values”, to the fact that the general public are excluded from such a large area of very attractive,
publicly-owned reserve. This seems unfortunate, if not inequitable. Frequently, and normally after about 4 pm, there is only a handful of
golfers on the course – what a waste! If the terms of the lease are to be reviewed in 2019, then access by non-golfers, . along defined
footpaths, should be considered. It should be perfectly possible to define times of day when there would be no conflict between golfers and
walkers. No doubt the golf club would resist providing opportunity for others to use the area, but given the history outlined in this section,
and the fact that we are now in 2018, not 1952, a review would be appropriate.
A particular opportunity for public use of the reserve is to provide a walkway/cycleway from Adair Place to the sea, to provide an obvious
missing link in Motueka’s walkway/cycleway system. This would be right on the boundary, but the Golf Club no doubt would oppose such a
development on the grounds of public safety (flying balls), although this apparently is not an issue for walkers along Harbour Road or the
shoreline section of the walkway from Motueka Quay to the Raukumaras. Such hazards could be dealt with by reconfiguring the fairway at
the northern boundary, and requiring golfers to take the precautions normal on courses in Europe where public rights of way are common.

19603 Mrs Isobel Mosley

5.6.18 MOTUEKA GOLF COURSE
We note that this public reserve is essentially out of bounds to non-golfers, and also that the lease is to be reviewed in 2019. Since the lease
was first signed in 1952, we consider that circumstances and demands may have changed sufficiently that a fresh look at the conditions of
the lease is warranted.
KMB has identified a gap in the network of walkways in and around Motueka, specifically from Adair Place to the sea, which would provide
a valuable shorter loop walk for people who do not wish to walk as far as Staples Street. The logical route would be along the northern
boundary of the golf course reserve (an alternative would be along the southern boundary of the grazing block to the north, but this would
require encroachment onto privately owned land, and significant expenditure on fencing). We suggest, then, that the establishment of a
walkway along the northern boundary, if necessary reconfiguring slightly the greens and fairways to reduce risk of harm to walkers, be
considered when the conditions of the lease are reviewed. We understand that the golf club would oppose such a development on the
grounds of risk of golf balls hitting walkers, although the same risk presumably exists along Harbour Road, and along the seaward side of the
course, but has not caused any problems or harm.
Further, we have noted that few golfers are on the course after about 4 pm, or indeed on many days of the year. We therefore suggest that
establishing other pedestrian routes across the course be considered.

19645 Mrs Elizabeth (Beth) Bryant

The golf course lease is coming up for renewal.
It should be made mandatory in the new lease for the golf course to plant local ecosourced native species, as well as look after the ditch in a
more environmentally friendly way (trees for example:- the local lacebark is a beautiful cone shape with a prominent trunk and is covered in
white flowers right on Christmas. In addition, some natve species are semideciduous which is useful if planting near houses.)
It would also be good to use some of the golf course for freedom camping.
It has proved difficult to find a sensible space for freedom campers.
Fearons bush is turned into a campground and it was available for the whole community to use. The golf course is used by only 400
residents as well as some visitors and would be an excellent and hospitable area for freedom camping.

19687 Mr Roger Gaskell

MOTUEKA GOLF COURSE
Require as part of lease renewal for the Golf Club to relinquish part of the reserve adjoining Motueka Quay to be more accessible as
amenity area and parking for access to Motueka Sand Spit and Raumanauka Reserve. This is a highly valued and used coastal asset and
parking is very restricted by those walking the coastal track.
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26 Other parks and reserves (sorted by location, from north to south)
19635 Mr Lionel Solly

5.1 TORRENT BAY/RAKAUROA RESERVES
1. This section includes references to "the Abel Tasman National Park & Environs SiteLed Regional Pest Management Plan (RPMP) 2017-2027". More
correctly this should be "the Abel Tasman National Park & Environs Site-Led Proqramme in the Regional Pest Management Plan (RPMP) 2017-2027'.
The Programme was developed in consultation with DOC and Project Janszoon and is supported, subject to the submissions made by DOC in that
process. I understand that Council has yet to formally approve the RPMP and some amendments to this section of the Plan may be required
depending on Council's decisions on the RPMP and the Site-Led Programme.
2. I note the intention to prepare a written management agreement between Council and DOC, outlining roles and responsibilities for maintenance
of the Torrent Bay Campsite Recreation Reserve, including associated facilities. I agree that this would be beneficial, and we look forward to
progressing the management agreement with Council in due course.

19671 Ms Jaqui Ngawaka

This submission outlines key outcomes and recommended policies, to ensure Ngāti Tama concerns are taken into account in all aspects of the
management of the land parcels as notified in the draft Plan.
POLICY FOR SPECIFIC RESERVES
Torrent Bay
1. For all land disturbance below original ground level, and the movement of beach material, an Iwi Monitor will be required for culturally sensitive
locations. There is the potential for exposure of human bones and midden.
2. Opportunities to be made available for expressions of Tikanga Māori, eg Pouwhenua. Bi-lingual signs, interpretation panels. It is important to also
implement Tikanga practices as required.
3. The management of infrastructure and wastewater services must be managed to ensure the mauri of natural resources are enhanced and or
restored to provide a positive net benefit to the environment.
4. Any threats to Maori Cultural sites through natural processes, including erosion and seal level rise must include Iwi engagement and participation.
5. Engage with Iwi early in the planning and upgrade development of reserve land parcels as notified in the plan.

19672 Mr Ian Shapcott

Policy for specific reserves
Torrent Bay Policy
1. For all development involving land disturbance and the movement of beach material an Iwi Monitor will be required for this culturally sensitive
location.
2. Opportunities will be made available for visual expressions of Tikanga Māori, e.g. pouwhenua. Bi-lingual signs, etc.
3. Work with iwi to ensure that human waste is responsibly managed, e.g. issues arising from freedom camping activity.
4. Work with Iwi where natural processes, including erosion and seal level rise present threats to Māori Cultural sites.
5. Consult with iwi on all planning for change / development from the beginning of the process.

19671 Ms Jaqui Ngawaka

This submission outlines key outcomes and recommended policies, to ensure Ngāti Tama concerns are taken into account in all aspects of the
management of the land parcels as notified in the draft Plan.
POLICY FOR SPECIFIC RESERVES.
Marahau Policy
1. For all land disturbance below original ground level, and the movement of beach material, an Iwi Monitor will be required for culturally sensitive
locations. There is the potential for exposure of human bones and midden.
2. Opportunities will be made available for expressions of Tikanga Maori, e.g. pouwhenua. Bi-lingual signs, interpretation panels within esplanade
reserves and at Otuwhero. It is important to also implement Tikanga practices as required.
3. The management of infrastructure and wastewater services must be managed to ensure the mauri of natural resources are enhanced and or
restored to provide a positive net benefit to the environment.
4. Work with Iwi where natural processes, including erosion and sea level rise present threats to Maori Cultural sites along the river and at the
Otuwhero coastline.
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5. Engage with Iwi early in the planning and upgrade development of coastal margins and rockwalls to ensure Iwi values and interests are protected
and enhanced.
19672 Mr Ian Shapcott

Policy for specific reserves
Marahau Policy
1. For all land disturbance below original ground level, and the movement of beach material, an Iwi Monitor will be required for this culturally
sensitive location.
2. Opportunities will be made available for visual expressions of Tikanga Māori, e.g. pouwhenua. Bi-lingual sighs, etc. within esplanade reserves and
at Otuwhero.
3. Work with iwi to ensure that human waste is responsibly managed, e.g. issues arising from freedom camping activity.
4. Work with Iwi where natural processes, including erosion and sea level rise present threats to Māori Cultural sites along the river and at the
Otuwhero coastline.
5. Consult with iwi on all planning for change / development from the beginning of the process.
6. Consult with iwi for all proposals for rock protection work, e.g. around issues relation to habitat, cultural sites, work affecting the whenua.

19657 Mr John Ayling

Please find attached our submission on this matter
1. As a general comment, public space at Marahau is very limited and given the number of visitors each year (which number is increasing),
consideration should be given to adding more reserves.
The area between the revetment and the road from the Otuwhero carpark to the Wakatu beach should be converted into a reserve (akin to the
Otuwhero carpark). This area is used by residents and tourists/holiday makers considerably and justifies help from the Council in its protection and
maintenance. The Residents’ Association has been working hard to fix this area in recent months, particularly following damage by Gita in 2018.
Residents have been personally working on the area, and the Residents’ Association has commissioned at its own cost expert help in advising how to
best care and replant this area for the benefit of both residents and visitors. Our primary focus is improved appearance, enjoyment by
residents/visitors and maintenance, restoration and enhancement of native plants and biodiversity. This is very much in line with the Council’s
desire to control weeds, encourage native plants back into the area and encourage animal life, as highlighted in the Draft Plan.
This foreshore area is a crucial part of Marahau’s beauty and importantly, from a practical perspective, is key to the safety of people walking along
what is now a busy area for tourist and commercial operator heavy vehicle traffic. In our view, health and safety alone is sufficient reason to
designate this area as a Reserve and for it to be managed accordingly by the Council. Designation as a reserve would also acknowledge that this area
is an important public space and would protect its status as a space to be enjoyed by residents and visitors alike.
2. In line with what we say in point 1 above, the area on Sandy Bay – Marahau Road adjacent to the Wakatu land from the beach to the Marahau
River bridge (where the path runs) should also be designated a reserve. Again, this is an important area for safety of residents/visitors accessing the
Marahau valley, river and Abel Tasman National Park.
3. Creating a Connected Pedestrian Oriented Community [Extract from our submission to the Council of 5 April 2018]:
“Marahau isn’t on the way to anywhere and this creates a unique environment for the community where pedestrians predominate over cars. This is
key aspect of the Marahau environment and it needs to be preserved. The size of the village is such that residents going about their daily business
mostly walk or cycle to their destination. This should be enhanced through the design of the roads and footpaths and through the provision of
walkways that facilitate easy movement for pedestrians between different parts of the village. Stage 1 of the Newhaven development did not
provide for a walkway to connect the street to the village and this was a lost opportunity. We would like to work with the Council and the developer
to develop a plan for walkways in the village that support the predominance of pedestrians over cars and make it easy for residents and visitors to
be connected.”
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This is another reason to designate the area along the revetment as a Reserve, this would ensure the pathway is preserved for pedestrians and not
taken over by vehicles. We are mindful of the detrimental impact a high concentration of parked vehicles on the foreshore would have on the visual
amenity and the utility of the pathway.
5. In separate discussions with the Council at present, the Residents’ Association has highlighted concerns about the process whereby stage 2 of the
Newhaven subdivision was designated a Special Housing Area (“SHA”). The Association does not object to the subdivision, however, the process by
which it was designated an SHA was rushed and there was no opportunity for the community to provide feedback on the proposal. Accordingly, in
the context of the Draft Plan, the subdivision development provides important opportunities to maintain and enhance Marahau’s unique
environment where pedestrians predominate over cars, which is particularly necessary for safety-related reasons as the main road gets busier and
busier with increasing commercial operator traffic and growing tourism. Going forward, we recommend consideration is given to:
a. enhancing pedestrian walkways to link areas of the Marahau village; and
b. consulting with the community on proposed Reserves in stage 2 of the Newhaven subdivision.
6. There are two small reserves by the road bridge immediately before the start of the Abel Tasman track. We believe these reserves could be
significantly tidied up and better able to be used for picnics and/or river play access for both residents and tourists. This area provides good shelter
from the harsh Marahau winds at certain times of the year. We would welcome the opportunity to engage with the Council about how this area
may be greater utilised and cared for going forward.
7. Thank you for the installation of the playground up Newhaven. It is a fantastic venue for children and families, and we greatly appreciate your
support in providing this for our community.
19671 Ms Jaqui Ngawaka

This submission outlines key outcomes and recommended policies, to ensure Ngāti Tama concerns are taken into account in all aspects of the
management of the land parcels as notified in the draft Plan.
POLICY FOR SPECIFIC RESERVES. Kaiteretere Policy
1. Correct spelling of Māori names for places as referred to in the Ngāti Tama Treaty settlement eg Kaiteretere not Kaiteriteri.
2. For all development involving land disturbance and the movement of beach material an Iwi Monitor will be required for this culturally sensitive
location. There is the potential for exposure of human bones and midden.
3. Opportunities will be made available for expressions of Tikanga Maori, e.g. pouwhenua. Bi-lingual signs, interpretation panels. It is important to
also implement Tikanga practices as required.
4. Protect and restore habitat areas for indigenous species e.g. ground-cover for penguins.
5. Walking easements for cultural heritage sites to be protected to ensure residential development do not block access to reserve land parcels, eg
Anarewa Point.
6. Re-establish access to Maori cultural sites, where this has occurred as a consequence of illegal development and take proactive measures to
ensure that this does not reoccur eg Anarewa Point.

19672 Mr Ian Shapcott

Policy for specific reserves
Kaiteriteri Policy
1. As a consequence of Settlement, all reference to Kaiteriteri, to be changed to Kaiteretere.
2. For all development involving land disturbance and the movement of beach material an Iwi Monitor will be required for this culturally sensitive
location.
3. Opportunities will be made available for visual expressions of Tikanga Māori, e.g. pouwhenua. Bi-lingual signs, etc.
4. Work with iwi to ensure that human waste is responsibly managed, e.g. issues arising from freedom camping activity.
5. Work with Iwi where natural processes, including erosion and seal level rise present threats to Māori Cultural sites.
6. Consult with iwi on all planning for change / development from the beginning of the process.
7. Habitat, e.g. ground-cover, will be protected and developed for penguins, weka and other indigenous species
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8. Re-establish access to Māori cultural sites, where this has occurred as a consequence of illegal Private development and take proactive measures
to ensure that this does not reoccur.
19488 Mr Geoff
Campbell

Tokongawha Recreation Reserve
We recently held a neighbourhood function at the Tokongawa Recreation Reserve, attended by 32 people from our subdivision. It was a sunny
evening and it would have been greatly appreciated if we could have been seated at 2 picnic tables (capable of holding sun umbrellas).
We are organising future events to be held at the reserve.
The public have been observed using the reserve, and have been using the low rails as seating!
Picnic tables would have certainly benefited them.
This area has in the past been used as a rescue helicopter landing pad, therefore the placing of the tables should be at the perimeter of the grassy
reserve area.
This area is currently being used for recreational games.

19656 Mr Murray Wratt

The Kaiteriteri MTB park is working well and is a real asset to the area.

19610 Mrs Brenda
Woodman

Kaiteriteri parking is a real problem, I did wonder if a paddock in riwaka or closer could be made available and have shuttle vans to take daytrippers
to Kaiteri? or better still, have more boats leave from Marahau or Motueka wharf.

19571 Mrs Linda Jenkins

See attached 14 page submission about Alex Ryder Memorial Reserve
[Note to Hearing Panel – you need to read this submission separately. A copy of this submission is provided at the end of this report]

19638 Mr Terry Kreft

We wish to endorse the submission made by Linda Jenkins and Larry Lumsden on the above plan.
In particular the issue regarding parking in Little Kaiteri by boat trailers is causing considerable concern for both residents and visItors alike.
Boat owners, rather than park at the boat trailer park provided in Martin Farm Road, choose to launch their boat at the main boat ramp and then
park their vehicle and boat trailer somewhere in little Kaiteri ,be it in the reserve or on the road. Sometimes you can can have two opposite each
other and very little room for a vehicle to travel between them.
This not only adds to the parking issues faced at the peak holiday period but also creates a small flotilla of craft coming into Little Kaiteri. This then
creates a health and safety issue by those "boaties" who don't abide by the speed and observation rules, thus putting others in the water at risk.
I am suggesting a boat trailer parking ban in Little Kaiteri, unless the boat is on the trailer during the peak holiday period from 24TH Dec until the end
of Jan.
We also support the suggestion of reconfiguring the middle road to be a walkway which will only enhance the area as a wildlife habitat and form an
attractive entrance to the Reserve.
We agree with the Controlled dog access suggestions and wish to see stricter enforcement of the same.
Rubbish collections also needs to improve in the area over the peak holiday period when we see bins over flowing on a daily basis,
many thanks,
Terry and Barbara Kreft,
Unit 3
26 Kotare Place,
Little Kaiteri

19676 Mr John Edge

Map 8. There is a gap along the beach front between lots 44 and 45. Do you know who owns that piece of land? Can it be included in the Reserve
land?
As a general comment re Lot 44, can trees be planted along the beach front at Stephens Bay, to provide shade to the beach in the afternoon, as well
as providing greater protection from coastal erosion?
Furthermore, what steps are being taken to protect the cliffs at Stepens bay from continuing erosion? e.g. concrete wall (adjacent to the concrete
steps) has been eroded behind, but no backfill has been done, which will merely encourage more erosion as waves scour in these. There are five
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houses ascending opposite the hillside, adjacent to the coastline on the south side of Stephens Bay - which are at risk unless some sort of coastal
protection is implemented. This would need to be aestheticall acceptable and need not be expensive. How is TDC addressing this?
19676 Mr John Edge

The vexed issue of the tall street lights on the crest of the hill overlooking Dummy Bay. Why, oh why, are these in place in an area of sensitive natural
beauty? The light pollution at night is totally unacceptable and affects the many houses in Stephens Bay, Tapu Bay and Kaiteriteri. Low level lighting,
pooled and discrete, is required, surely? This is a matter of referance to Reserve land as it impacts on it.

19632 Mr Ross
McDonald

See attachment for copy of submission in its entirety.
Page 61. 5.3.11 Stephens Bay Esplanade Reserve The stated policies 1 through 6 are highly commendable. Hopefully all these policies will be
confirmed and Council will promptly commence action to implement all these policies. Most urgent is the removal of the former Krammer bach
which is a monument to past mediocrity of reserves administration in the Ward, and a disconcerting case study in how unauthorized encroachment
onto public land can be a winner for the encroacher and a loser for the general rate payer. Council has been very considerate to the former owner
and should now implement Council policy by immediately removing the structure.

19687 Mr Roger Gaskell

STEPHENS BAY HISTORIC RESERVE
This reserve needs stronger advocacy to protect the remaining sentinel beech trees. These trees are a key biodiversity and landscape feature of the
headland but have suffered from landowner vandalism to enhance views. Incremental cutting of supporting vegetation has exposed these trees to
storm events and many have been windthrown in recent years. Natural regeneration should be supplemented with planting replacement forest. It is
vital this includes tall forest elements to prevent the gadual conversion of forest to low gowing secondary coastal vegetation.
Reclaiming public space from landowners that have occupied and developed reserve land as their own should be vigorously pursued by Council.
Weed confrol and replanting should be undertaken to remove invasive exotics where these have replaced indigenous vegetation. Landowners
should be prevented from dumping garden waste into the reserves. Invasive weeds ofjasmine, banana passionfruit, Old Man's Beard, and
tradescantia should be kept at very low levels in Anawera Historic Reserve, Stephens Bay Esplanade Reserve and Stephens Bay Historic Reserve.

19656 Mr Murray Wratt

The Stephens Bay beach front is a key recreation facility with a very high level of users. This is eroding substantially, resulting in a very steep and
unsafe access to the beach and encroaching into Council reserve along the foreshore. The Plan identifies a coastal walkway towards the south of the
beach, however due to coastal erosion, this will very shortly be no longer accessible or safe. There are naturally occurring boulders on the southern
side of the beach access but the coastal waters are eroding in behind the boulders, especially when there is a combination of king high tides and
easterly / north-easterly wind direction.
There are a range of options open to Council including beach nourishment, addition of naturally occurring boulders to strengthen the coastline and
extensive replanting to stabilise the coast. The most successful and cost-effective option is to add locally sourced boulders to this area and extensive
revegetation with species which will bind the soil / sand and stabilise the bank. If Council are serious about the coastal walkway on the southern side
of the beach, then this work needs to be undertaken immediately. It can only be undertaken while there is still coastal cliffs to stablise.
These works will not result in any loss of beach for beach users and plantings will enhance the coastal biodiversity.

19656 Mr Murray Wratt

The configuration of the parking area at Stephens Bay does not work at all. Stephens Bay has a very high number of users launching boats as an
alternative to Kaiteriteri boat ramp. This leads to an endless line of boats and trailers parked on both sides of Stephens Bay Road with only room for
a single car to pass between. This is not a safe environment, particularly when there are no footpaths for pedestrians and they are forced to walk on
the road, weaving in and out of the parked trailers, obscured from sight of motorists
The boat launching area and parking area at Stephens Bay needs to be given more thought with surveys taken during the peak summer season to
better understand the issues and difficulties. Consideration needs to be extending the parking to the grassed area around the bbq's. There is no
reason why this can't remain as a bbq area with increased parking facilities.
The current configuration of the parking area leads to local resident's garages being blocked on a daily basis.
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19636 Mr & Mrs John &
Sally Palmer

TDC attempts at at some parking control at Stephens Bay has been a dismal failure. Boat trailer owners increasingly use Stephens Bay to launch
instead of paying at Kaiteriteri and walking a distance from the trailer park. Increasing charters embarkation so at Stephens Bay put more pressure
on all day car and trailer-parking and should have an activity agreement with council. TDC needs to consult with residents and the general public
regarding the extent of ongoing issues at Stephens Bay.

19646 Mr David Penrose

Comments on Stephens Bay and Tapu Bay
I would like to applause the Tasman District council on the work they have done to date preserving the amenity value at Stephens and Tapu Bay.
I fully support the following
Increasing access to the Anawera reserves with the improvement of the walkway and removal of encroaching landowners
It would be good to see more weed removal especially the gorse.
It would be good to involve the residents in the weed removal
More of the coast care would be good. It was disappointing that after the storm in 2018 the TDC refused to deposit the sand back on the beach from
the car park when requested.
I would like to see the speed limit changed to 30kms as it is dangerous with no foot paths and the majority of pedestrians walking on the road.
Confirm that the time frame for the Completion of the Anawera track
As always more planting of native plants to enhance the area
Thank you for the opportunity to be involved in the consultation
On a side note the cycleways from Stephens bay to motueka are just great.

19664 Mr & Mrs David
and Ruth Cook

Re Tapu Bay Reserve
We would like to see the iconic Krammer bach retained. The bach has historic value as an example of New Zealand's cultural history which has
almost disappeared.
We would like the council to work with the Historic Places Trust on keeping the building.

19661 Ms Julie K
Simpson

Freedom camping sign at Tapu Bay.
The no camping sign for prohibited freedom camping is installed at Tapu Bay and although the problem is improved, we still get the odd case where
they are not seeing the sign as it is small and behind the rubbish bin. It would be greatly appreciated if the sign was larger and in a place that can be
easily seen when people enter the reserve.

19669 Ms Aneika Young

9. * Name change to Riuwaka Memorial Recreation Reserve.

19662 Mrs Maree Cook

See attached submission on Riwaka Reserves.
Comment Riwaka Reserves
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Thank you for the opportunity to submit on this range of issues relative to Riwaka. I may have been harsh with some of my comments but I have
watched the degradation of the estuary fringes and Ferrer Creek for years and hope that the reserves focus can be a turning point in their health and
longevity. I point no finger locally, or apportion blame to anyone in our community for past transgressions, but Council it is to you that we the
Community look to to show leadership in these issues and to apportion value to that which is important, but which many residents may still not be
able to see.
Further to this several things stand out in the draft:
- few people other than property owners know the areas that are reserves.
- Council has not in the past bothered about most of these reserves, no boundaries marked, or reserves showing signage.
- Council appears to display an attitude that if people don’t know it’s a reserve, then let us not tell them or make access easy.
- Council to this point appears to have neglected its responsibilities to the Riwaka Estuary and Ferrer Creek.
Hopefully there will be positive action following this submission process and the Riwaka Community can enjoy and reap the benefits of it’s improved
reserves.
19662 Mrs Maree Cook

5.4.6. Green Tree Lane Esplanade Reserve
Although this area is a reserve it has always appeared to be private property. The consistently closed gate at its start has endorsed this perception.
Though I have made my way across this reserve on occasions to access the stop bank and to connect with Goodall’s Corner on the cycle trail(a
wonderful loop walk), I have always felt like a trespasser on the reserve whether being so or not. It is impossible to tell as no boundaries are
marked.
I ask that:
- the reserve boundaries be made obvious and growth cut back so the public can feel comfortable in accessing this peaceful area.
- Council put signage up naming the reserve so the public know they have free access to enjoy it.
- Council discourages the dumping of greenery and other on the estuary boundary.
I support:
- undertaking plant and pest control on the reserve as in Policies 1.
- revegetating the coastal margin as in Policies 2.

19662 Mrs Maree Cook

5.4.7 Wharf Road Esplanade Reserves
Though this area is a reserve there is no indication of it being so and this is wrong. The end of Wharf Road and south is a beautiful area of prime
estuary frontage. There are godwits, spoonbills and many other species that can be seen living on the estuary from this reserve. This area should be
enjoyed by all in line with its status as a reserve. It is not right that it is stated in the draft that people are unlikely to venture far into it as it is not
obvious that this is public land – and then not rectify this situation under Policies! Does Council not want the public to enjoy this reserve.
The photo in the Draft of McNabbs seat is not a recent one. The estuary frontage here is a dump for greenery and concrete, noxious weeds for the
tide to remove, and it would even now appear to be a dumping ground for contractors of concrete and reinforcing steel – while Council ignores it all.
I noticed more concrete dumped just this morning. We understand large rocks being dumped for sea protection but the other just looks hideous and
should be stopped from this point.
I walk from Lodder Lane, along the stop bank and to the Wharf. People have seen me and asked if they are allowed to walk through. If this area was
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cleared and grassed people would enjoy it as they should. I currently go along the beach or walk behind the back of the reserve and through the
orchard to avoid the dense scrub, rubbish, and private residential property as there are no boundary markers showing the reserve.
I ask that:
- Council clean up this reserve and signpost it so the public know they are allowed to use this area and enjoy this lovely part of Riwaka.
- In line with both ends of the reserve, Council remove or disperse and cover with boulders the concrete and steel that they have dumped or allowed
to be dumped through inaction, that is fringing this reserve on the seaward side. It makes a glaring statement of Council guardianship that both
ends of the reserve, at the wharf end, and on the neighbouring Stevens property have large boulders as protection from the sea which is tidy and fits
the environment, whilst the Council’s reserve area is a pain to look at and obviously a haphazard dump for concrete rubbish. The end of Green Tree
Road now has some concrete over the boulders so this is a common theme around the estuary and Council is leading the way in this degradation.
Please clean it up and do what you are paid to do – look after our reserves and estuaries.
- Council put up signage that all dumping of organic rubbish and greenery on the reserve and estuary fringe is prohibited.
I ask that:
- Council take control of what appears to be illegal dumping of concrete rubbish/steel on the estuary fringes in the name of ‘coastal protection’. This
relates in fact to the whole estuary. I’ve seen people with diggers digging up their paths when landscaping – the next day the concrete is over the
road on the estuary and their excess dirt now in it! New boat moorings are also dug out with impudence around the estuary fringes. This mindset
has to change. Council needs to value the Riwaka Estuary and lead the way in its protection, not look the other way! No-one would dare to exhibit
this behaviour along the Motueka sea front so why should it be acceptable out here.
I support:
- undertaking plant pest control as required. I do not support maintaining the existing vegetation/scrub on the reserve. Most at the southern end is
rubbish vegetation.
19662 Mrs Maree Cook

5.4.8 Ted Reed Reserve
The use of this reserve has changed dramatically in the last few years with the employing of RSI workers on local Riwaka orchards. They use this
reserve regularly in the evenings for their team sports. I would love to see this area further developed while keeping the central open space.
I ask that:
- the picnic table that disappeared some time ago from the northern boundary be replaced. The rubbish bin still remains.
- Council consider the value of a toilet at this reserve in view of the large numbers using it as above(many years ago there was one at the wharf).
- Council consider a BBQ in this area and perhaps further seating or picnic tables to make it a BBQ destination.
- Council consider some native plantings on the eastern side to give spasmodic privacy from Wharf Road.
I support:
- Policies 1,2, and 3.

19662 Mrs Maree Cook

5.4.9 Lodder Lane Esplanade Reserve
Ferrer Creek and its condition has largely been ignored by Council and it has slowly deteriorated into the mess it is now. Years ago this creek was a
child’s delight. Both sides of the road had large boulders and stones, deep water, and plenty of marine life and water fowl. It is now a putrid(as in
smelly), rubbish filled, sludge covered mess.
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All of the rocks are submersed by sludge to the extent that the middle of the creek is rising out of the water from build up. I saw a two foot eel
recently swim up the creek to the flood gates obviously looking for water. There was a tiny trickle coming through one gate, the other was tightly
closed. I could see him clearly as the water was no more than five inches deep. I do not understand why you are preventing salt water incursion
into this creek. It used to be like that and flourished, now it is nearly destroyed. The resident ducks have a black line on their plumage where they
sit in the foul water. Whitebait used to flood up this creek. Now they seem to hang on the other side of the gates. I don’t blame them!
I ask that:
- Council please clean up your act and Ferrer Creek. This creek is shocking. You are supposed to be leading by example. Please look at the role of
the floodgates in this issue.
- Council consider removing not only the debris and rubbish on the southern side of the gates but consider removing the mud and sludge that is
burying the rocks and boulders near the gates to deepen it again.
- allow tidal flush of this area unless there is a good and sound reason not to do so.
- Give access to the reserve from School Road if this is possible. People used to walk through the reserve until the new house was built.
- Council signpost the reserve so people know it is a public area.
I support:
- Council revegetating the reserve with native species.
19605 Ms Sharon
Bensemann

See submission attached.
TDC Policies
Continue to allow the Riwaka Rugby Football Club to use the land and clubroom building, in accordance with the terms and conditions of a new five
year lease (Appendix 3 Table B)
Proposed term of agreement 5 Years. Last lease was to expired 31.8.2017
Riwaka Rugby Club Submission
Matters for clarification.
Building Ownership. The Riwaka Rugby Football Club (RRFC) clubrooms are owned by the RRFC. They were built in 1975/76. A building Consent and
plan was lodged at the time with Waimea County Council. A copy of the plan is at the TDC Motueka office.
Lease 5 years. Certainty of tenure. We propose to have a further two terms of 20 years with a review every 5 years. This would continue the
original intent of terms of the lease time frame.
Maintenance TDC Carpark/ Willow Tree
Over the last 40 years the RRFC have maintained and with the support of grants and club funding organised to have this TDC Carpark sealed and line
marked to the TDC engineering specifications. The RRFC was under the understanding that any maintenance for the carpark would become part of
the TDC maintenance programme. This needs to be clarified for all parties.
The Willow tree that has been on the northern side of the clubrooms by the TDC carpark boundary is currently maintained by the TDC. Due to H&S
concerns the RRFC would like the Willow tree removed as it is a Hazard to members and the public. We have made this request but the TDC staff
have insisted it remain there.
Pioneer Hall. At the moment the access to the TDC carpark is across part of the Pioneer Hall Trust Land. When the clubrooms were built the
president of the RRFC and the chairman of the Pioneer Hall Trust agreed to give the RRFC access to the carpark over this piece of land. The RRFC
agreed to supply water to the Pioneer Hall Trust in compensation for this access. We would like the TDC to meet with the Pioneer Hall Trustees, and
formalise this agreement. The current oneway roading system used for the TDC carpark is working well for all users of the RRFC Clubrooms , Pioneer
Hall Users and private residents.

19623 Ms Elise Vollweiler

Please could we make Ngapiko Place Reserve into a shady, inviting destination for families? We are quite far from the nearest playground in this
part of town. It would be lovely to have a shaded area with play equipment and picnic tables in this corner of Motueka.
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19576 Mr David
Armstrong

Sports Park improvements
Anything that helps make the Sports Park area (between the school and CBD) a more integrated and better used community and sports facility will
be good for the town. At present it's all a bit under-developed and certainly seems unplanned. Help with building and maintaining an enclosed
swimming pool where the high school pool is would also help this potential "sports hub" enormously - TDC should assist with funding and
maintaining this.

19631 Mr Barry Dowler

Good Sports Motueka Inc. would like an area to be set aside on the Sports Park, possibly just inside the entrance gate area for a small building to be
erected to house a heated therapeutic / lap swimming pool to be funded by both Good Sports Motueka and the Motueka Lions and Lionesses. Good
Sports Motueka has done some measurements and there is room for a building of the necessary size to be built. This would only be required if
negotiations with the Dept. of Education fail for the location on the Motueka High School grounds.

19666 Mr Mike Ingram

B. SPECIFIC ISSUES.
Rugby Park [Sportspark Motueka]
The submitters are pleased to see the acknowledgment and inclusion of offer back clause should Rugby Park no longer be used for recreation or
community purposes based on the 1993 Deed between the Proprietors of Wakatū and Council.
The submitters object to Policy No. 3 for this reserve relating to the road linkage between Talbot Street and Manoy Streets. This appears to create
some form of potential designation or alienation of Wakatū land without discussion with the landowner.

19586 Mrs Kath Lally

Ledger Goodman Reserve
Commenting regarding the Neighbourhood Garden on the Ledger Goodman Reserve. This park was taken over by a group as a neighbourhood
garden and sadly of late it has been very neglected. The good work undertaken by Dawn has not been continued following her episode of ill health,
it is really a very sad looking area with weeds being allowed to seed on to neighbouring properties. My suggestion would be to revert to its original
purpose because sadly the area for recreation has been decreased considerably and of late there seem to be more young children arriving to live in
this area.

19677 Ms Trish
Donaldson

I, "Trish Donaldson" would like to put before the Council a submisison regarding a proposed solid pathway to be put in Ledger Goodman reserve,
going from Kingston Place to Goodman Drive, exiting beside the properties no. 23 & 21. It would serve no useful purpose as it would only benefit
those living in Kingston Place, giving them an exit onto Greenwood Street, which they already have by exiting Kingston Place onto Greenwood Street.

19677 Ms Trish
Donaldson

The other submission for the Council to consider is, maybe some protection for our boundary fence onto the (Ledger Goodman reserve) park (only a
small section of it) as young people use our fence as a back-stop when playing cricket and we have lost pailings from the top of our fence line which
is half owned by the Council.

19642 Mr Jim Butler

EGINTON PARK RECREATIONAL RESERVE, page 100,
This reserve is long and fairly narrow. A proposed option would be to plant native trees in the middle as a carbon sink, leaving open space at each
end for play equipment.

19481 Dr Paul Mosley

5.6.21 Woodlands Drain
I am surprised that there is no proposal/policy (cf. Policy 2) to establish appropriate locally indigenous species (rushes etc.) along the drain, to
provide better riparian habitat.

19603 Mrs Isobel Mosley

5.6.21 WOODLANDS DRAIN
We suggest a policy (cf. Policy 2) to establish appropriate locally indigenous species (rushes etc.) along the drain, to provide better riparian habitat.
Obviously, such planting should not hinder free drainage of flood waters.
Policy 2. Introduce low-growing indigenous wetland/riparian species (rushes, sedges, etc.) along either side of the drainage channel, to provide
shade and habitat for aquatic fauna.

19481 Dr Paul Mosley

5.6.31 Sanctuary Ponds
It appears that recent riparian plantings are going to cut off the view of the water and the wildfowl on the ponds, which will be an unfortunate
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reduction of the amenity value of the gardens. I suggest that the policies 2 and 3 relating to riparian planting should explicitly provide for
maintenance of the view of the water, and access to the pond for supervised children to “feed the ducks”. At present, Sanctuary Ponds have the
nature of an English park, with predominantly European tree species, mown grass, and flower borders, and there is little point (noting policy 1) in
attempting to return it to the state of an indigenous NZ wetland. I am not sure what additional facilities, paths, or seats are required at present,
given current patterns of use, although one particular possibility would be a fitness circuit around the loop path, since the garden is right next to the
sports ground. Sanctuary Ponds is used as a shortcut from Thorp Bush towards Trewavas Street/Talleys, and it would be expedient to extend the
footpath network to the northwest corner, to facilitate access.
19603 Mrs Isobel Mosley

5.6.31 SANCTUARY PONDS
Since KMB prepared its submission to this Review in early 2017, progress has been made in a number of areas at Sanctuary Ponds:
• All weather access has been significantly improved by completing a loop track all round the main pond and drains have been installed in the SE
corner. Both projects were undertaken by KMB.
• A “Sanctuary Ponds” sign has been installed by KMB outside the new (East) entrance.
• Public use of the park has consequently increased.
• TDC has been more consistent in maintaining the plantings.
We are pleased to see that the name “Sanctuary Ponds” has been accepted in the draft RMP. However, the Draft misses the main key value of the
reserve, which is as an English style park, with colourful spring displays of flowering bulbs and magnolias, stunning displays of Autumn colour from all
the deciduous trees, and a duck pond. The previous plan recognised this, placing it in the Formal Parks and Gardens category, but this is lost in the
new plan. It is the only park in Motueka of this type and future planting should be in keeping with that character, rather than just planting natives.
We note that the main pond has already been completely surrounded by recent native riparian planting, and rather than “enhancing the amenity
values” it actually will detract by blocking access to the pond for children wanting to watch the ducks, and blocking views of the ponds, particularly
from seats placed for that purpose.
The draft also ignores what we said in our original submission about the likelihood of the ponds drying up without some action to prevent this.
So we would amend your policies 1 – 3 as follows:
1. Manage the reserve as an English-style semi-formal park, with flower borders for public appreciation, active and passive recreation, and both
formal and informal public use.
2. Undertake replacement planting, including feature gardens, and extend the footpath to the NW entrance to the park from the Goodman
Recreation Park.
3. Maintain and enhance the pond’s habitat value for bird life by preventing it drying up.
In addition we would add:
5. Classify Sanctuary Ponds as a Recreation Reserve under the Reserves Act.

19679 Ms Freda Gerslov

Sanctuary Ponds, is not mentioned specifically in the plan, but I would like to mention its original concept as an English style park. There is ample
room for a variety of trees and seasonal change is important. I feel more emphasis should be put on exotic trees, which exhibit the seasons. Autumn
colours; bare branches showing the shape of trees in winter; the dramatic change in spring with new buds and fresh greenery and the shade in
summer.** The same idea could be used to improve other areas and provide a change from the evergreen of native species. There is a mental as
well as physical benefit from such seasonal changes. ** The ponds themselves need some attention, specifically the dredging of accumulated mud
and improvement of the inlet/outlet for the water.

19481 Dr Paul Mosley

5.6.33 Motueka skatepark
With regard to policy 3, it appears that the species that presently are being established will grow to a height that closes off the view of the water and
wildfowl. This is very unfortunate, and I strongly suggest that this policy explicitly allows for low riparian planting that will maintain water views.
There is no point constructing a walkway round the water’s edge perimeter of the reserve if walkers cannot actually see the water.

19603 Mrs Isobel Mosley

5.6.33 MOTUEKA SKATEPARK
KMB, with Soroptimists’ funding and in conjunction with TDC, is proceeding to construct a walkway from Old Wharf Road along the Woodlands Canal

Page 67
to link with the footpath through the so-called “Cat Area”. This will be completed before the RMP is finalised. It will effectively complete the
walkway loop around the Motueka Inlet.
With regard to policy 3, riparian planting has already blocked views of the estuary and birdlife from much of this area, so it would be unfortunate if
views from the new walkway are closed off by high vegetation. We suggest that the policy explicitly provides for low riparian planting that will
maintain water views:
Policy 3. Revegetate the coastal margin with appropriate low-growing native species to retain estuary views and allowing access to the shore in the
SE corner.
At present the Cat area is little used and, having invested in it, we would like to encourage its use. We believe that it should be given a new name
that distinguishes it from the skatepark, and that installing signage and promoting its use would help. It would be a good area for installing exercise
stations. So we recommend two new policies:
Policy 4. Establish an appropriate new name for the “Cat Area” and then install signage and promote its use.
Policy 5. Further develop facilities in this area, such as exercise stations.
19642 Mr Jim Butler

MOTUEKA SKATEPARK/BIKE TRACK/GO-CART TRACK, pages 130/1.
Under Values on page 131.
This contains an error with which I went into detail at the beginning of this submission. As a SPCA committee member at the time, over 20 years
ago, I clearly remember that the pathway formed in the shape of a cat (and the garden it once contained) was definitely NOT a SPCA initative and its
committee at that time informed TDC accordingly.
The only connection the SPCA had with this work is that it was funded by an SPCA member through a bequest. It is suggested the word ‘SPCA be
removed and replaced by the name of the person who made the bequest whose name should be in TDC records.

19481 Dr Paul Mosley

5.6.34 Moutere Inlet walkway area
Noting the policies listed for 1.3.6, does there need to be a policy for 5.6.34 to specifically promote indigenous vegetation along the estuarine border
of the area?

19603 Mrs Isobel Mosley

5.6.34 MOUTERE INLET WALKWAY AREA
KMB created this reserve and still maintains the “Adopt-A-Plots”, so we have a particular interest in it. The planting phase is essentially complete,
and many of the forty plots are virtually self-sustaining, with canopy closure. Nevertheless, for the remaining plots, ongoing maintenance is the
major issue, because it is difficult for volunteers to sustain enthusiasm for a seemingly endless cycle of replanting drought-damaged plants, weeding,
and spraying. Weed control is perhaps the greatest issue, particularly along footpaths, and it appears that new weed species that are particularly
difficult to control are getting established. Many footpaths have been closed off and planted up to reduce the need for weed control, but it is
necessary for regular spraying by professionals along remaining paths until the vegetation along them has grown to the extent that it shades out the
weed species. We therefore endorse the stated policies, and note that TDC has already taken over responsibility for weed control and maintenance
of the pathways. The KMB Committee considers that it will soon be time to hand over routine maintenance of the entire area to TDC (as previously
agreed), and proposes that this be done on 1 July 2021, the start of the next LTP period. So we propose a revised policy 1:
Policy 1. Continue to maintain the walkways through the area. TDC take over responsibility for maintaining the amenity plantings by 1 July 2021 at
the latest.
Noting the policies listed for 1.3.6, we suggest that there could be a policy for 5.6.34 to promote the use of indigenous vegetation along the
estuarine border of the area. In recent years, most planting has been of indigenous species (knobby club rush, jointed rush, etc.), particularly along
the estuarine margin, but in earlier years exotic trees also were used. We do not consider that these should be removed since, realistically, the area
(a former sawdust/bark dump) is far from being a natural environment.
Policy 3. Plant only indigenous vegetation along the estuarine margin of the planted area of reserve.
We believe that more could be made of the importance of this reserve and wetland area (1.3.6) for birdlife. In addition to the shore birds that are so
obvious on the mudflats, the marginal raupo and rushes provide habitat for rail, which have been observed here. KMB trapping appears to be
effective in keeping predator numbers at a low level, but this should be covered explicitly:
Policy 4. Maintain trapping of small predators (rats, etc.) and consider options for controlling feral cats.
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19642 Mr Jim Butler

MOUTERE INLET WALKWAY AREA, pages 131 and 132.
Under Issues and Options on page 132.
As a member of Keep Motueka Beautiful for many years, I spent many hours planting and maintaining one of the plots, No 2. It is now largely an
impenetrable jungle. While there are bound to be weeds growing in it, they should be having a hard time surviving. As such this plot’s
maintenance cost to ratepayers should be about zero.

19603 Mrs Isobel Mosley

5.6.35 PUKETUTU ESPLANADE RESERVE
KMB feels that realignment of the pathway along the shore of the Inlet has not been beneficial to human users, and seems to have made no
difference to birdlife. Whatever the case, we favour future vegetation management that minimizes the exposure of walkers to houses overlooking
the Inlet while maximizing the views of the Inlet that walkers have enjoyed. Accordingly, we propose an additional policy:
Policy 2. Maximise estuary views for users of the section of Inlet Walkway through Puketutu Esplanade Reserve.

19644 Mrs Kate
Anderson

In the inlet walkway near where the new property development is occurring somebody has cut down one of the pine trees I see in the proposal was
going to be taken out anyway. I am concerned this is a health and safety issue and it is very unsightly in the walking area.
In addition that particular area where the walkway has changed from the tide line up further those bushes and tree areas that are covered with old
mans beard and other scraggly looking weeds needs to be tidied up. If the proposed plan to fell the non- native trees doesn’t proceed at least prune
and tidy the space and dispose of old mans beard as a priority as it looks disgraceful and poorly maintained in comparison to other areas of the
walkway.
Please note that this submitter originally requested to speak at the hearing, but is working all day on 20 March so unable to attend.

19645 Mrs Elizabeth
(Beth) Bryant

Motueka Quay park
This small park is highly used by locals and visitors alike with people coming and going throughout the day.
The erosion at Motueka Quay should be contained by planting (Grey salt bush is likely best) and possibly the use of cobble- not rocks.

19634 Mr Gordon Wyatt

See attached submission about Motueka Quay Historical Wharf area.
As one of the most used reserves in Motueka, used by locals and tourists alike, this area is deserving of the completion of TDC's previously approved
'Motueka Quay Historical Wharf area landscape development plan 19/10/2010'
- ref. Kathy Tohill-Curnow letter to G and L Wyatt, 19 October 2010, file no. PI 21.
- also reference Stephen Richards, TDC.
In particular we have concern for the need to:
- Complete the coastal planting plan near to the beach frontage.
- Build well constructed access steps from the domain to the beach in order to reduce bank erosion due to people traffic.
- Replace the gravel parking areas by sealed surfaces.
Complete the installation of bollards and raised sleepers as detailed in the development plan. This will serve to not only provide small boat access to
the beach but also protect the recently refurbished Tarrant memorial monument.
- Also an additional picnic table would be helpful to cater for the number of visitors to the domain at one time.
Finally the wharf itself should be considered an essential part of this historical reserve. As you must know it is deteriorating daily and in need of
repair.
We enclose a copy of the Guardian newspaper dated 4 February 2015.

19481 Dr Paul Mosley

5.6.38 York Park
Sadly, York Park is very much under-used, except by people passing through via the walkway. This does point to a general principle, that much more
effort should be made to inform residents and visitors of the existence of the network of reserves, particularly those like York Park that are not at all
obvious. Much improved signage along High Street and then at relevant road junctions would assist, as would vigorous promotion of the Walking
Motueka and similar leaflets.
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19481 Dr Paul Mosley

5.6.36 Trewavas Street
Policies 1, 3, 4, 5 are endorsed, but Policy 2 is strongly opposed. The reserve is used by a wide range of people, with many often elderly dog-walkers,
frequent mother/child/dog combinations (often with the mother pushing a pram), many groups of walkers, and a growing number of cyclists.
Observation of the other walkways around Motueka is that, where a good quality track is provided, cyclists travel at high speed and expect everyone
else to get out of their way. This is presently not the case along Trewavas Street. It would be unfortunate in the extreme if an improved path was
constructed along this reserve, because it would result in exactly the same situation, with the low-speed pedestrians being pushed aside by the
cyclists, and an increase in conflict between, in particular, cycles, dogs, and small children. We should retain one place in town where pedestrians
can enjoy a leisurely stroll without having to jump out of the way of speeding cycles. The best option is to fill the narrow cycle track with crushed
shell, to encourage cycles to travel on a firm but narrow track rather than go all over the place and degrade the grass across the whole width of the
corridor. It should be noted that degradation of the grass is entirely a result of cycles, plus the impact of construction traffic accessing number 61 –
which should never again be permitted!

19603 Mrs Isobel Mosley

5.6.36 TREWAVAS STREET RECREATION RESERVE
The section Values could be strengthened by making mention of the diversity of users (and note that the gravel path extends only a few tens of
metres where the reserve has been landscaped by a nearby resident):
The reserve provides opportunities for gentle strolls, walking, cycling, picnicking, and viewing wildlife. It forms part of a walking/cycling link along the
foreshore from Port Motueka in the south to Staples Street in the north, but is heavily used by a wide range of people, particularly including dog
walkers, the aged, and young families.
We do not agree with the assertion in the section Issues & Options regarding the state of the track. A rut has been created in places by cycles, but
we have not observed that this makes access difficult for the many other users – aged strollers, mothers pushing prams, family groups, dog walkers.
A much more serious issue is the huge damage created by construction traffic access, and occasional motor cycles. Revise as follows:
A rut has been created in some places by cycles, which encourages cyclists to go either side and create more wear and tear. This could be
remediated by infilling the rut with crushed shell to encourage cyclists to stay on the narrow track, while leaving the rest of the area for pedestrian
users. Occasional motor cycles have a disproportionate impact on the grass cover, because of their weight and speed. Construction traffic has caused
severe damage over large areas to the grass cover, which makes walking, pram pushing, and cycling more difficult, and which is extremely costly to
remediate.
The reserve protects residential properties on Trewavas Street from coastal erosion. Previous attempts to protect the foreshore from coastal erosion
are evident, including rock, old construction material and vegetation. There is considerable potential to restore native foreshore vegetation and
wildlife habitat.
A significant issue is damage to the surface and the grass cover by vehicular traffic. Construction traffic to one house in 2017 had a devastating
impact over several hundred metres, and this has not yet been successfully repaired. In future, construction traffic should be prohibited unless
under strict Council supervision. Further, motorcycles should be prohibited (good signage is required). and the cycle rut should be infilled with shell
so that cyclists have no reason to avoid it. Policy 2 as it stands is strongly opposed, on the basis of KMB’s extensive experience with walkway
construction in Motueka. The reserve is used by a wide range of people, with many often elderly dog-walkers, frequent mother/child/dog
combinations (often with the mother pushing a pram), many groups of walkers, and a growing number of cyclists. Observation of the other
walkways around Motueka is that, where a good quality path is provided, cyclists travel at high speed and expect everyone else to step aside. This is
presently not the case here. It would be extremely unfortunate if an improved path resulted in exactly the same situation, with the low-speed
pedestrians being pushed aside by the cyclists, and an increase in conflict between, in particular, cycles, elderly walkers, dogs, and small children.
We should retain one place in town where pedestrians can enjoy a leisurely stroll without having to jump out of the way of speeding cycles. The best
option is to fill the narrow cycle rut with crushed shell, to encourage cycles to travel on a firm but narrow track rather than go all over the place and
degrade the grass across the whole width of the corridor. It should be noted that recent degradation of the grass is principally a result of cycles,
except for the impact of construction traffic to one particular property. Accordingly, Policies 1 and 2 should be amended to cover these items:
Policy 1. Continue to maintain the reserve for passive and informal recreation, with particular emphasis on assuring safe use by the aged and infirm,
young mothers and families, and dog walkers, and discouraging high speed use by motor/electric and pedal cycles.
Policy 2. Prohibit construction traffic except under the direct supervision of Council staff and on condition that any damage is remediated by the
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contractor, prohibit use of the reserve by motor cycles, and upgrade the informal cycle path by providing a narrow (300 mm) surface of crushed
shell.
Shoreline erosion has been evident recently in response to extreme sea and weather conditions, but the shoreline has partially recovered, thanks to
recolonisation by marram. Nevertheless, with the considerable recreational use and value of this reserve, and residential property only 30-40 metres
back from the shoreline with a capital value on the order of forty million dollars, a coherent approach to coastal protection is needed. Policy 3
therefore is endorsed, although use of the phrase “over time” intimates a lack of urgency which is inappropriate:
Policy 3. Work with the local community to implement a CoastCare restoration programme along the length of the foreshore.
Policy 4 is endorsed. Firm action should be taken to implement it, and remove encroachments. Firm action also should be taken to discourage
residents from dumping garden waste in the reserve.
We question the need for policy 5, as the various parked small boats do not appear to cause any problems for the general public, although we
consider that dragging boats over the bank may exacerbate erosion. The draft RMP ignores the huge value of this reserve for water-sports
(swimming, kayaking, sailing, fishing…) and these should be encouraged by TDC. In the absence of any other launching facilities provided by Council
onto the inlet, we do not believe this policy should be pursued. In fact the Council should consider providing launching ramps for dinghies and
kayaks.
With regard to vegetation along the reserve, there presently is a great diversity, from well-maintained garden beds in one location, through the
more general marram-covered dunes, to a very unkempt and weedy patch of woodland near North Street. We suggest that policy should be to
maintain what “semi-natural” landscape remains, control the invasion of weed trees and shrubs (tree Lucerne, broom, blackberry, etc.), and
progressively remove exotic species (especially pine and tree Lucerne), replacing them in places with appropriate native species (noting however
that most residents probably would oppose a belt of trees).
Policy 6. Maintain the existing semi-natural coastal vegetation and landscape, control and remove invasive weeds (broom, blackberry, pines, etc.),
and progressively reintroduce low-growing native species (pohuehue, grey salt bush, etc.) in conjunction with CoastCare work.
19504 Mr Robert (Bob )
Cooke

I would like to see a new walk and cycleway from the Motueka Saltwater Baths to the eastern end of Old Wharf Road through the Motueka
Trewavas Street Foreshore Reserve.
This walkway proposal would complete the walkway loop around Motueka and even in the rough condition that it is in now it is still well used by the
public.
Push chairs / prams and mobility scooters are not able to use this area as is.( Sand)
All walk & Cycleways in the Motueka Ward require more maintenance to keep them at a reasonable standard.
Most of the walkways in the Inlet and foreshore areas are now over 10 years old and require upgrading.

19576 Mr David
Armstrong

New walkway
We have been informed by Keep Motueka Beautiful that they have identified a gap in the network of walkways in and around Motueka, specifically
from Adair Place to the sea, which would provide a valuable loop walk for people who do not wish to walk as far as the Raukumara Reserve. The
logical route would be along the northern boundary of the golf course reserve. This area, from the Raukumara Reserve (the Kumaras) to Harbour
Road, is a very popular and especially attractive part of town. No doubt the golf club would oppose such a development on the grounds of risk of golf
balls hitting walkers (which apparently does not exist along Harbour Road, or along the seaward side of the course). We suggest that the possibility
of establishing a walkway along the northern boundary be considered when the conditions of the golf club's lease are reviewed.

19481 Dr Paul Mosley

5.6.40 North Street
It should be noted that the results of attempts to prevent shoreline erosion, by tipping demolition material along the bank, are ugly in the extreme.
It might also be noted that the reserve is used by the Motueka Yacht Club for rigging and launching dinghies on its race days; this is the only place
along the Motueka foreshore where this is possible, so North Street has particular significance for yachties.
Are you sure there’s a gravel path through the reserve?

19603 Mrs Isobel Mosley

5.6.40 NORTH STREET
5.6.41 SALTWATER BATHS
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5.6.42 MOTUEKA BEACH
From the point of view of the public, these three reserves are a single entity, and are linked with the East Quay/George Quay viewpoint, which is
road reserve.
North Street Reserve. The picnic/barbecue area at North Street, adjoining the childrens’ play area, is well used by visitors to Saltwater Baths, and is
particularly important now that public access to the barbecue at Beach Reserve is hindered by freedom campers. Policies 2 and 3 could be combined
and strengthened:
Upgrade/replace playground equipment, barbecues, and picnic tables, and provide improved rubbish disposal facilities.
The barbecue/picnic area would be much improved by trees or shrubs to provide shelter from the prevailing northerly wind, but North Street
residents would probably object to them, to retain their views. Consideration should be given to relocating the barbecue/picnic area closer to the
street, i.e. to a lower and more sheltered spot. It should also be noted that the North Street Reserve is used by Motueka Yacht and Cruising Club as
its dinghy rigging area on alternate Saturdays; boats are launched on the beach to the south of the Saltwater Baths access. No conflicts with other
users have been noted, but it is important that access to the beach by launching trollies is maintained.
Motueka Beach Reserve. KMB and other volunteers have put a lot of time, energy, and funds (both KMB and TDC) into enhancing Motueka Beach
Reserve, via landscaping/planting, shade trees, paving, the barbecue, etc. In the northwest corner, a seasonally inundated area has been planted in
rushes etc. to establish a “semi-natural” wetland, and a boardwalk constructed across it as part of a loop track round the Reserve. The Values section
of 5.6.42 should include reference to the facilities provided – barbecue, shade trees, petanque court, water points, (inadequate) litter bins. It should
also be pointed out that the toilet/changing room/shower was provided for users of the Saltwater Baths, and is not adequate for the present levels
of use by overnight campers.
The Issues & Options section should point out the opposition of Motueka residents, particularly those in North Street, to “freedom camping” being
permitted here. KMB has been very disappointed that, as a direct result of the Freedom Camping Bylaw, the Beach Reserve – arguably the most
attractive beach-side locality in Motueka – has essentially been alienated from residents and handed over for the predominant use of “freedom
campers” for much of the year. The wording of Policy 4 should emphasise that present arrangements with regard to “freedom camping” apply at the
time of writing; this policy must not determine the management of the reserve for the ten years to 2028:
Policy 4. At time of Plan preparation, overnight camping (i.e. between the hours of 6pm and 7am every day) in self-contained vehicles only, is
permitted within the formed car park area of the Motueka Beach Recreation Reserve. Camping is restricted to a maximum period of two nights in
any calendar month or any consecutive four-week period. Campers must comply with Council’s Freedom Camping Bylaw and any parking restrictions
that apply to this car parking area. This policy is subject to review and possible amendment of the Freedom Camping Bylaw.
It is noted that many of the vehicles that overnight at Beach Reserve are not self-contained in practice, although since their operators use the toilets
and shower provided for swimmers it perhaps does not make much practical difference. The main issue is the loss of access to the area by residents,
rather than public health.
KMB supports Policies 1 to 3 as stated; ongoing maintenance of the semi-natural wetland and other vegetation in the Reserve might also be
mentioned:
Policy 4. Manage the Motueka Beach Recreation Reserve primarily for the maintenance of open space, picnicking and informal recreation; continue
to maintain the semi-natural wetland in the northwest corner and amenity tree plantings throughout the reserve.
Policy 4 does not, however, recognize the huge potential of the area of reserve and other public lands from North Street to George Quay, to create a
recreational precinct which could be a major drawcard for visitors and a great asset to residents. When one hears of initiatives in other locations,
such as development of a thermal pools complex at Methven or the wharf area at Mapua, one wonders what could be made of this locality in
Motueka, with more vision than we are presently showing.
19647 Mr Ross Loveridge

Trewavas St, North Street, Salt Water Baths and Motueka Beach reserves are the key seaside recreation reserves for Motueka, offering access to and
views of the Motueka Estuary and Tasman Bay. These recreational uses have been completely overlooked in the Draft Management Plan.
Motueka Yacht and Cruising Club, a club affiliated to Yachting New Zealand, has held sailing events from the vicinity of North St / Salt Water Baths
for over 50 years and has programmed dinghy sailing on the high tides every second Saturday over the summer.
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Many other members of the public also use these reserves to access the Motueka Estuary every day for many forms of boating, swimming and
walking on the foreshore.
One of the key characteristics of these reserves is the way locals and visitors interact with the sea. On a sailing day people often sit on the seats or
stop and watch the races and activity on the water, also approaching sailors back on land to express their pleasure at seeing to yachts out.
Visitors to the region comment favourably on the casual seaside nature of the reserves with varying seats, swings and boats pulled up.
Recommendations:
1. That the unique seaside nature of these recreation reserves is documented in the management plan
2. That access for small yachts is documented as an existing activity and encouraged/permitted into the future
3. That yachts and kayaks continue to be allowed to be hauled out along the reserves, without impeding general recreation on the reserves, as
contributors to the character of the reserves
4. That any formal landscaping enhances the ability to access the sea by swimmers and small craft particularly at the Salt Water Baths.
19648 Mr Ross Loveridge

Trewavas St, four Trewavas St Walkways, North Street, Salt Water Baths and Motueka Beach Reserves – Motueka Seaside Reserve
The Draft Management Plan recognises that these reserves have a joint history, similar aspect and use. They are essentially half the beach front of
the seaside town of Motueka and a jewel in its crown. All times of the day and all months of the year sees people enjoying this area; walking, biking,
running, sitting, swinging, picnicking, taking photos, taking in the vistas along with stopping and talking to each other. As a resident of a property
adjoining the Trewavas Street Reserve I am pleasantly surprised to see the constant flow of people from the local streets, Motueka residents from
across town and visitors. All who get obvious pleasure from these reserves.
One aspect that the Draft Management Plan misses completely is the key dimension of these reserves in providing access to the sea. The reserve’s
beaches offer great swimming, augmented by the all tide Salt Water Baths. People travel from across Motueka along with the local residents to
swim and walk on the beach as well as on the reserve. Being enclosed by the Motueka Spit gives protection from open water waves and makes these
beaches safe and secure for all ages.
The Motueka Estuary is also a tremendous place for activity in water craft; yachts, kayaks, surf skis, row boats, wind surfers. Every resident along
Trewavas St and North St have some way of “getting on the water” and it is quite usual to “bump into” neighbours heading down to or from the sea.
Early in the day when the wind is quiet there are mainly kayaks and rowing skiffs and later in the day with the sea breeze yachts are predominant.
The uses ebb and flow with the tide and the winds. Motueka Yacht and Cruising Club have scheduled sailing from the area of North Street / Salt
Water Baths, as it has done for over 50 years.
The reserves have a casual seaside atmosphere enhanced by the meandering path, informal seats and picnic tables, rope swings and yachts and
kayaks pulled up on shore. The Draft Management Plan writers clearly have no appreciation for the local character of this area and appear to want
to sanitise it into a “normal urban” reserve. The seats and picnic tables are used by lots of walkers and the swings attract all ages, probably being
used more than in formal TDC playgrounds. The various boats and the activity around them are a part of a vibrant local community. On days when
boats are out sailing there are always people sitting on the various seats enjoying the activity on the water.
The seats, swings, picnic tables and access ways to the beach are maintained by local residents and freely shared with anyone. TDC mowing of the
large grass areas is great but it is neighbours who generally keep the Trewavas St reserve tidy along with Keep Motueka Beautiful projects around
Motueka Beach Reserve and George Quay.
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Having a few yachts, dinghies and kayaks pulled up off the beach adds to the nautical character and reinforces the seaside nature of the area. They
are looked on as being picturesque and adding to the essence of a seaside recreational reserve.
These reserves are all classified as Recreation Reserves and as such should be primarily managed for that purpose. There are opportunities for
enhancing the vegetation around these reserves but the current recreational use must not be restricted.
The Draft Management Plan notes the “previous attempts to protect the foreshore from coastal erosion…” and “There is considerable potential to
restore native foreshore vegetation and wildlife habitat”. It is however silent on any need to protect the reserves from erosion in the future. The
policy of “Work with the local community over time to implement a CoastCare restoration programme along the length of the foreshore” needs to
be on the basis of protecting the reserves from further erosion. The existing rag tag rock, timber, tyre and concrete walls do a reasonable job of
protection, with damage from ex-cyclone Fehi damage occurring through the walls being over-topped by the exceedingly high tide rather than being
destroyed by wave action. They are not pretty but with no high tide beach in those areas there is no prospect for renewed vegetation to replace
them.
Recommendations:
• That the “Values” section for the Motueka Seaside Reserves recognises the unique seaside nature of these reserves and the key use of giving
access to the sea and estuary.
• Recognise the casual nature of the reserve and the custodianship undertaken by local residents, encouraging the maintenance of casual seating,
picnic table and swings and the informal nature of the path.
• Allow the continued presence of yachts, dinghies and kayaks as long as they do not obstruct pathways or open areas.
• Encourage CoastCare action to enhance protective seaside vegetation but with adaptive management trigger points established where alternative
protection measures are taken to ensure the future of the reserves.
• Where landscaping or protection work is undertaken ensure that access to the beach and water is enhanced.
19481 Dr Paul Mosley

5.6.42 Motueka Beach
The Values section should mention the very fine barbecue (pictured), petanque court, and numerous shade trees in the vicinity of the car park. Many
of the developments (landscaping, loop walk, barbecue, shade trees, paving around shower, etc.) have been provided by community groups, on
behalf of community users. In the Issues & Options section, it should be pointed out that designation of the reserve for “freedom camping” has
resulted in this reserve and its facilities becoming effectively inaccessible to residents – the parking is monopolized by campervans so that no-one
else is able to park and, for example, use the barbecue. It should also be admitted that ongoing complaints about camping would more accurately be
expressed as significant opposition by ratepayers to the use of Beach Reserve for camping. Policy 4 should emphasise that the present state of affairs
is that “freedom camping” is permitted, but that this will be reviewed.

19576 Mr David
Armstrong

Motueka Beach reserve and freedom camping
Work over the past five years or so principally by Keep Motueka Beautiful to improve the amenity of the Beach Reserve and George Quay area have
been significantly blunted by issues around freedom camping, specifically that campers over the warmer months have largely taken over the
facilities and made the area an unattractive destination for Motueka residents. We are aware that TDC is trying to address these rapidly growing
issues within a confusing legal framework countrywide, and we urge Council to do what it can to discourage free camping in this particular area.
Beach Reserve, East Quay and George Quay remains an under-developed and under-used asset for the town, and has the potential to be an
attractive recreational focus for many residents.

19650 Mrs Amy JansenHendriks

No Freedom camping in parks and reserves particular residental areas.
eg for example Motueka beach reserve
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19651 Mr Eric JansenHendriks

No freedom camping in parks and reserves
In particular adjacent to residental areas
for example Motueka beach reserve

19603 Mrs Isobel Mosley

5.6.43 WHARF ROAD (INLET WALKWAY) ESPLANADE RESERVE
This reserve provides an important link in the walkway around the Inlet, and the measures to assure continued public access are endorsed, though
we hope a boardwalk is not necessary.
The vegetation cover here is in poor condition and includes a mixture of exotic, weed, and indigenous species. Some work around the picnic table
has been done by KMB and Corrections Department, but not sustained, and more recently some very useful tidying up has been done by
contractors. It is suggested that policy 1 should be strengthened:
Policy 1. Bring the vegetation cover up to the same standard as achieved at York Park, undertaking plant pest control on the reserve area as required
and removing pine trees and tree Lucerne from the saltmarsh.

19481 Dr Paul Mosley

5.6.44 Link Park
It should be noted (Issues & Options) that the shoreline of Link Park has, in fact, been planted up in appropriate indigenous vegetation, and simply
requires ongoing maintenance and weed control (i.e. policy 2 is unnecessary).

19603 Mrs Isobel Mosley

5.6.44 LINK PARK
KMB volunteers have planted indigenous shoreline species along the waterfront in Link Park. The requirement is to control weeds and occasionally
replant if plants die. Policy 2 should be reworded accordingly:
Policy 2. Continue to restore the section of Moutere Inlet margin contained within Link Park, using appropriate indigenous species and weed control.
Policy 1 mentions amenity plantings and the walkway; there are other elements which should not be overlooked:
Policy 1. Continue to maintain the amenity plantings, grassed area, amenities such as seating, and the section of loop walkway through the reserve.

19481 Dr Paul Mosley

5.6.45 Moutere Inlet Esplanade
Before any revegetation etc is done it will be necessary to accurately define the extent of the reserve, which certainly is not evident on the ground.
Presumably this will be done in collaboration with the adjoining property owners, who presumably have regarded these esplanade reserves as
extensions of their own properties.

19678 Mr & Mrs Paul &
Alyson Winter

RICHARDS RESERVE
We are residents in High St South, close to Wildman Road and the Richard's Reserve. Frequently our family and friends visit and we often walk to
and spend time at the park. It is a well-used and enjoyed place for us all and most times we visit, there are others that are enjoying the asset.
Our neighbour is Dave Richards who is the son of that land owner and lived there as a boy so was pleased when the park was given his family's name
and preesrved as a public reserve.
I would be happy to assist with the practical upkeep of the ground and possibly Dave would also be interested, although I have no raised the matter
with him as yet.

19672 Mr Ian Shapcott

Policy for specific reserves
Motueka Valley Reserves Policy
1. Make provision for safe aquatic (e.g. swimming, waka paddling) and land-based recreation along the river, retaining water access only, where
vehicle access is unsafe and / or the land parcel in question is land-locked.
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27 Any other comments on Draft Plan content
19481 Dr Paul Mosley

See attached, 12 page submission.
Introductory comment: Preparing the draft Plan obviously has been a big task, and the effort that has gone into it is appreciated. Nevertheless, I
have quite a lot of, I hope, constructive comment.
It is important that outcomes, policies, objectives, actions, and inputs are stated in the document in a form consistent with standard practice. At
present, policies and objectives are difficult to differentiate, and both of them frequently look more like actions, or even inputs. I do not wish to be
pedantic about “management speak”, but if the document is to present them formally, they should be correctly stated in standard terms, and/or
definitions provided (they are not included in the appendix on p. 159). Note that, for example, an objective conventionally is defined as a desired
result, by a specified date, to a specified standard, and (often) at a particular cost. This is not how the word is used in the draft; many objectives look
more like actions.

19481 Dr Paul Mosley

Part 1. Key Outcomes Sought
It is good to have a clear statement that the plan looks to the state of affairs that will exist in 2028. However, the plan is perhaps not as visionary as
one might anticipate, particularly in terms of forecasting changing aspirations of the community (as the community itself changes) and mapping out
appropriate responses – which might include adding to the network of reserves to cater to changing nature and distribution of people/communities.
A case in point is the development of housing in the northwest of Motueka, with a particularly large percentage of retirees. Strategic planning for
additional reserves that meet the needs of such residents in this part of town may be needed; simply providing the type of neighbourhood park that
is found elsewhere (e.g. Goodman-Ledger) may not necessarily be the most appropriate approach. At the least, it may be necessary to make much
more explicit provision for retirees, e.g. by providing more seating under shade trees, dog walking areas (and doggy-do bag stations), easy footpaths,
petanque courts... – if consultation shows that is what the ratepayers want.

19481 Dr Paul Mosley

4.0 Other management issues
4.1 Climate change
And sea level rise. It is very appropriate that the document should recognise this as an issue, although it may not be significant during the currency
of the plan. However, the section is extremely brief, and does not provide any detail about the issues and opportunities – e.g. sea level rise effects
on Trewavas Street Reserve, climate change effects on Thorp Bush vegetation, evolving public expectations for reserve use in a hotter, sunnier
climate (greater demand for access to coastal reserves, etc.) Objective 1 looks like a policy to me; it certainly isn’t an objective, as it is not stated in
any measurable way that could be used to demonstrate that it has been achieved. Policy 3 is hugely significant and requires a great deal more public
discussion than it has received so far. To sneak it into this document with minimal debate is not acceptable, because it has major implications not
just for Council reserves but for a great deal of private property that borders reserves.

19481 Dr Paul Mosley

4.2 Evaluating new proposals
It is not clear what is in mind here, and some examples (particularly of the “activities” referred to in policy 1) would assist. Proposals for new
reserves also should be considered, to respond to changing demographics and community aspirations. At present, the draft plan does not (as
asserted here) “articulate a clear vision for parks and reserves”, and the possibility of new reserves should be an important element of a forwardthinking plan. I note that cultural impact assessments are to be required, but there is no reference to environmental impact assessment, or to any
form of economic analysis (benefit-cost analysis should properly consider non-monetary benefits and costs of a proposed action; a case in point is
the Council’s decision to hand over Beach Reserve to “freedom campers”, at the very considerable non-monetary cost to the community of effective
exclusion from that facility).

19576 Mr David
Armstrong

See attached document (submission from Vision Motueka Development Trust)
About Vision Motueka Development Trust
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Vision Motueka Development Trust began in early 2012 as a "grass roots" group under the name Vision Motueka. It was set up as a strategic
community development group with clear objectives which are laid out and explained on its website: www.visionmotueka.org.nz/about.html. Our
core mission is to set out and promote our vision of Motueka as a vibrant, progressive, sustainable, healthy and resilient town, particularly for our
children and future generations.
Although mainly involved in project development work, Vision Motueka also makes submissions to local government and other public organisations
on issues which it sees as important to the future of the town, especially as they relate to our core mission described above.
This submission to Tasman District Council represents the consensus of views by the five Trustees of Vision Motueka Development Trust, related to
the draft Motueka Reserves Management Plan published late in 2018.
General overview
Vision Motueka sees the public reserves of the Motueka ward as a vital component in the well-being of our community, in terms of both the
recreational amenities for residents and the health of the environment we live in. This expressed as part of our stated purposes, which are based on
a healthy economy, environment and social wellbeing.
We commend TDC for the work it has done to create and improve our current reserves. We also commend the work of several volunteer
organisations and individuals of the Motueka community in making further improvements and developments, and in particular of Keep Motueka
Beautiful. We encourage TDC to continue to work closely with KMB and respect their ideas and proposals.
Council's current review of the Motueka Reserves Management Plan includes the invitation for opinions on several specific development plans, as
well as general views on Council's strategic approach to such management. Below are our views on selected plans which we feel are important to a
wide range of residents. As far as the overall plan is concerned, we are comfortable with the objectives and strategies that underpin the document,
but would comment briefly on two matters:
1) We think there should be some further emphasis on some plans or objectives beyond the 2028 horizon. Further visionary thinking is required to
cope with the expected growth of the Motueka area.
19603 Mrs Isobel Mosley

See attached submission from Keep Motueka Beautiful.
INTRODUCTION
Keep Motueka Beautiful (KMB) is a community organization that has focused on enhancing the environment and recreational opportunities around
Motueka, particularly by building a network of walkways, carrying out revegetation/landscaping projects in several reserves and other public lands
around town and promoting their use through signage and printed brochures. KMB volunteers continue to work actively to maintain these projects,
and initiate new ones.
GENERAL OVERALL COMMENT
The section numbering system is inconsistent and somewhat confusing. It would be a lot easier to use the document if the contents page listed all
the individual reserves.
We find the draft Plan’s notions of outcome, policy, objective, and action rather unclear, and the use of these terms (which is not in accordance with
standard practice) needs to be defined. In particular, it should be obvious how they “cascade” from one to another, and the Plan certainly should
show how, for example, an objective achieves a policy, and in turn how policies and objectives achieve the desired outcomes. The actions necessary
to achieve objectives and, ultimately, desired outcomes, will then be described in detail.

Page 77
GENERAL COMMENT, PARTS 1 AND 2
The aspirations and key outcomes identified in Part 1 are crucial to the whole Plan, and are the yardstick against which all the objectives, policies,
and actions listed in Part 5 should be compared. However, the key outcomes omit any social outcomes (e.g. promotion of physical and mental
health; promoting social interaction) which we believe are important and need to be addressed. We are surprised that Parts 1 and 2 of the draft
RMP make virtually no reference to the interests of and contribution made by community organizations such as KMB, the Soroptomists, Lions, and
Rotary. Recognition of Maori/iwi interests and aspirations is entirely appropriate, but the draft RMP focuses on these to the exclusion of the
interests and aspirations of other communities of interest. The RMP should aim to bring in all sectors of the community, and to acknowledge and
create partnership opportunities with community organizations. Over the last 10 years KMB has initiated and funded, or partially funded, most of
the new footpaths that have been created in Motueka as well as creating a new park at George/East Quay. It would be appropriate for TDC to
recognise KMB as a partner and to continue to support our work.
The RMP needs to reconsider the approach taken to environmental outcomes. It should use scientifically defined measures of environmental quality,
and a definition of “environmental outcome” that is appropriate to the many reserves that may have limited ecological/biodiversity value but
nevertheless have environmental value in a broader sense.
Again, noting the time horizon for the Plan of 2028, we would like to see more forward thinking, so that the Plan truly does “articulate a clear vision
for parks and reserves” (section 4.2). With growth of Motueka’s population, and demographic changes related to aging, influx of retirees, changing
family structures, temporary residents working in tourism and horticulture etc., not to mention the impact of tourism, the demands on parks and
reserves can be expected to evolve significantly.
KMB has been conscious for some time that its efforts have been concentrated in the southeast of Motueka, and that the northwest has been
neglected, even though population growth is greater there. Proposals should include new facilities at existing reserves (e.g. more facilities for seniors
and for youth), as well as entirely new parks and walkways. KMB is particularly keen to see new walkways developed in the NW, ideally providing
access to the Motueka River, and a walkway from Adair Place to the sea, providing direct access to the sea from the north side of town.We note
TDC’s concurrent development of an Age Friendly Policy; the RMP is one vehicle whereby age friendly policies can be actioned, and we suggest that
there should be cross-reference in the RMP to the AFP. In particular the following objectives from the AFP should be included in relevant reserves:
• Public spaces and community facilities are accessible, attractive destinations and provide opportunities for social connection
• Provide options for physical activity that meet the needs of older residents (e.g. newly installed beach access at Motueka old wharf is unusable for
disabled and older residents)
• Ensure accessible toilets and paths are available at parks or reserves, especially those which regularly host community events (eg. Washbourne
Gardens, Sundial Square, Decks Reserve)
• Provide sufficient outdoor seating in outdoor spaces, parks and reserves which incorporates age-friendly design features and encourages social
connection
We note and support the World Health Organization Checklist of Essential Features of Age-Friendly Cities, which says that:
“Cycle paths are separate from pavements and other pedestrian walkways.”
Consideration should be given as to how to manage other Council-administered public land that is not designated reserve – such as unformed legal
roads like the East Quay/George Quay locality, or along watercourses and the seashore. A notable omission from the draft RMP is the large parcel of
public land at Motueka Quay, which is managed as recreation reserve, and certainly requires active management to prevent shoreline erosion. Such
land has exactly the same amenity, ecological, and recreational values/opportunities as the reserves managed by the Parks and Reserves group in
the Council, and from the public’s point of view should be considered in the same way – somewhere, if not in this document. We note that some of
the major initiatives undertaken by KMB have been on land that was not at the time being managed as reserve – the viewpoint at East Quay/George
Quay, the Inlet Walkway Loop and the Inlet Reserve. We note also that there is no reference to Motueka Spit, some of which is DoC-managed
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reserve (although at present much of this appears to be offshore), but other parts of which presumably are the responsibility of TDC.
The draft RMP makes scant reference to water-related recreation – swimming, kayaking, sailing, fishing, etc. – that is very popular at many of the
Ward’s reserves and which should be considered carefully when management, provision of facilities such as boat launching ramps or changing sheds,
etc. are contemplated. The section on “Recreational Outcomes” should be strengthened by including reference to water-related recreation, and this
should follow through in other sections, including individual reserves covered in Section 5.
19603 Mrs Isobel Mosley

GENERAL COMMENT, PART 3
We acknowledge the Council’s responsibility to give effect to the principles of the Treaty of Waitangi, and we support the Council’s approach
enunciated in Reserves General Policies (RGP), Section 3.3. However, we consider that the draft Reserves Management Plan (RMP) places
unbalanced emphasis on Maori/iwi perspectives, especially in 3.1.1, in comparison to other communities of interest. In fact Part 3 1.1 might be more
appropriate in the Council’s Reserves General Policies, although we consider the existing RGP Section 3.3 to be well written, and more balanced. In
particular, it states:
“Mana whenua and tangata whenua iwi need to be given the opportunity to be actively involved in the management of reserve values where
cultural or heritage values are present or nearby.”
In this context, it would be helpful for the RMP to identify the reserves in which Maori have a particular interest.
We are pleased to see the section on significant native habitats (1.3). However, we note that there is no reference to wildlife – particularly birdlife –
in the draft RMP, nor to control of predators. This must be addressed, as several reserves and other Council-administered lands have considerable
significance for bird conservation. In terms of plant biodiversity conservation and restoration, the policy should be to use the plant lists developed by
Shannell Courtney as a guide for the species to be used in each locality.
We feel that the objective for each reserve should be to conserve biodiversity, rather than simply to recognize it. We note that these same reserves
are considered in section 5.6, in much less detail, and with different policies and objectives. We suggest that the material in sections 1.3 and 5.6
should be harmonized (in particular, objectives and policies should be the same for each reserve), with section 5.6 being substantially strengthened
by drawing more fully on 1.3.
We feel that section 2.0 on cultural and historical heritage should be enhanced by adding a sub-section on post-European settlement. There are
several sites around Motueka with post-1840 significance, such as the old wharf (historical display and memorial), George Quay (historical
information sign), Settlers’ Cemetery on Thorp Street, etc. These surely warrant recognition, and appropriate commitments to conservation and
management.
We are pleased to note that the draft Plan has a section (3.1) on visitor use and management. KMB has worked to promote public use and
enjoyment of the outdoors environment, predominantly – it has to be admitted – with Motueka residents in mind. We have been very concerned to
see Motueka residents “sidelined” by visitors, notably at the viewpoint at George/East Quay and the picnic/barbecue/petanque court at Beach
Reserve. The Council has struggled to manage the conflicts to the satisfaction of residents, and section 3.1 needs to address the issues more fully.
The Plan is, after all, looking out to 2028, by which time pressures will no doubt have increased markedly, and it is unacceptable that present
arrangements, especially relating to “freedom campers”, continue unchanged. Steps have been taken, such as prohibiting overnight camping at
George/East Quay, but other measures to cater for visitors and their impacts are required, such as providing much improved facilities for
campervans (“campervan friendly town”) and providing facilities for “freedom campers” that are outside town and do not prevent residents’ access
to public reserves.
We strongly believe that visitors in campervans should be provided with substantially better waste and rubbish disposal facilities than is presently
the case in Motueka. Additional facilities for liquid waste disposal, recycling and rubbish disposal, and drinking water replenishment should be
provided, perhaps on Old Wharf Road outside the Recreation Centre, and the grossly inadequate facilities at Hickmott Place should be upgraded
commensurately. These matters should be discussed in Section 3.1, as a basis for discussion under specific reserves. More toilet signs need to be
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installed as many tourists are still asking where the toilets are.
We suggest that section 4.1 be titled Climate Change and Sea Level Rise, since the latter is a significant consideration for many reserves, and the five
policies in this section all relate to shoreline retreat. We are rather concerned that these policies overlook the considerable value of coastal reserves
as a first line of defence, and the section should recognise this value. A particular case in point is the Trewavas Street Reserve, which “defends”
around 60 properties, with a rateable value around $40 million, against shoreline retreat. In this light, policies 2 and 3 are unrealistic, and do not
recognize the need to protect existing TDC or private infrastructure.
GENERAL COMMENT: MOTUEKA RESERVES
Section 5.6 presents detailed material on all the reserves in Motueka; it would be enhanced by including an overview that discusses to what extent
the existing distribution of reserves meets foreseeable needs. Our comments are limited to the reserves KMB has a particular interest in, which tend
to be the larger ones.
We note that Pioneer Park on Thorp Street, Motueka Quay and the old wharf are all missing from the draft RMP even though they are important
reserves.
19610 Mrs Brenda
Woodman

One of the most major problems in this town are the main intersections. a large roundabout is URGENTLY needed for the clocktower corner. Or do
we have to wait for a number of deaths before anything is done?

19616 Mrs Gillian Pollock

See attached submission.
We support keeping a separation between mean high water springs and COASTAL RESERVE walking tracks. Waders and other coastal birds need
safe, quiet retreat areas during high tides and also for nesting. Dogs taken along coastal walking tracks must be on a lead, or banned.

19629 Mrs Jane Murray

See attached submission.
Submitter details
Nelson Marlborough Health (Nelson Marlborough District Health Board) (NMH) is a key organisation involved in the health and wellbeing of the
people within Te Tau Ihu. NMH appreciates the opportunity to comment from a public health perspective on the Tasman District Council Draft
Motueka Ward Reserve Management Plan.
NMH makes this submission in recognition of its responsibilities to improve, promote and protect the health of people and communities under the
New Zealand Public Health and Disability Act 2000 and the Health Act 1956.
This submission sets out particular matters of interest and concern to NMH.
In addition, consideration should be given to the level of smokefree signage in Council parks and reserves particularly in playgrounds. Smokefree
signage helps to protect people from exposure to tobacco smoke, reduces littering, and denormalises smoking. Smokefree signage can also reinforce
fire risk messaging during drought periods.

19635 Mr Lionel Solly

See attached submission.
GENERAL SUBMISSION
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Draft Motueka Ward Reserve Management Plan. I commend Council's commitment to this
process and the work that has gone in to the preparation of the Plan. The Plan is a useful document that:
(i) sets out the context, history and issues associated with management of the reserves within the Motueka Ward; and
(ii) establishes objectives and policies for managing the reserves to address those issues as far as practicable.
I generally support the approach and provisions proposed in the Plan, unless specific submissions or comments (as set out below) state otherwise.
Implementation of the Plan will be important in achieving TDC's responsibilities under the Reserves Act 1977.
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PART 3 VALUES, ISSUES & OPPORTUNITIES, OBJECTIVES & POLICIES (BY MANAGEMENT THEME)
I support the Plan's consideration of Te Ao Mãori, ecological values, significant native habitats, cultural and historical heritage, recreational use, and
climate change. For the avoidance of doubt, I also support the Objectives and Policies in Part 3 of the Plan, subject to the amendments and
comments that follow.
19636 Mr & Mrs John &
Sally Palmer

We believe that all public areas ie road, esplanade, recreation reserves should be preserved in public ownership.
Reserve neighbours should have only short term written agreements for use of these public areas.

19642 Mr Jim Butler

See attached submission.
As a grumpy old ratepayer my overiding interests are in the costs. So I am disappointed that there is no mention of of either operating or capital
costs of the reserves listed in the draft plan. A good opportunity missed.
But otherwise I commend the drafters of the draft review for the research that has been put into it, its readability and layout. The downside is the
total cost of producing such a document which must amount to tens of thousands of dollars. A significant overhead cost in Reserves and Gardens
annual expenditure.
But I must point out an error on page 131 where it states "This was an initative of the local SPCA Group." This needs correcting, as it could cause
some concern to present committee members of the Motueka SPCA. They are likely to consider it most strange and a waste of money that former
SPCA committee had the outline of a cat formed by concrete paths, that can only be seen from the air.
I would suggest a replacement along the lines "This was funded from a bequest by xxxxx" (Whose name I have forgotten, if I ever knew it. It
should be in TDC records)
I was a member of the Motueka SPCA committee about 20 years ago and believe the involvement of the SPCA was very slight, in so much as the
money to fund this project came from the bequest from a former SPCA member.
But I can clearly remember the fury that irrupted at a SPCA committee meeting on the receipt of a TDC letter asking the committee to maintain the
'SPCA garden.' For while some committee members were aware of the bequest, we all were unaware that it had been used to fund a garden. Our
reply was that the SPCA was not in business to maintain gardens, or words to that effect. My guess is that there must have been a breakdown in
communications somewhere along the line.
At that time, about 20 years ago, I was also on the Keep Motueka Beautiful committee (no wonder I have a framed award for outstanding
community service) and we were asked to have a working bee to weed the 'SPCA garden.' But we were about a year too late. Weeds had seeded
and had choked much of the native grasses with which the garden had been planted. Also couch grass had got into the clumps of natives grasses
that had not been choked. It was an impossible task.
The end result was the garden was cleared and replaced by a lawn that has been regularly mowed. It was only later that I found out that the
concrete paths that had enclosed the former garden were shaped to form a cat, which can still be seen from the air 20 or so years later.
COMMENT ON PAGES 8 AND 9
The map of the former extent of Te Maatu forest on page 9.
This because my property is located within its middle. It may explain why there are totara seedlings growing along my fence lines where the ground
has not been disturbed for 60 years. Before then my property was part of an orchard that may have been planted in the 19th century.
It is probable that from early in the 19th century, local iwi had acquired metal tools, warmer clothing, some domestic animals and European
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vegetables that allowed for more easier living and Te Maatu forest had less importance for them except for building materials and fuel. As this
forest would have been for the European settlers who came pouring into this area from mid 19th century, at a time when the local iwi were being
depopulated by European diseases, measles, scarlet fever, diphtheria, tuberculosis, etc., against which they has no immunity.
MY SUMMARY.
The 10 Year Draft Motueka Ward Reserves Management Plan is a well researched, informative and well laid out document and is a credit to its
drafters. But this grumpy old ratepayers suggests that it would have been a much more useful tool to Councillors if it had contained estimates of the
cost of many of the very attractive proposals it contains. As such it tends to confirm my belief that some TDC staff do not appreciate that the most
important persons in Tasman District are the ratepayers.
19645 Mrs Elizabeth
(Beth) Bryant

See attached submission.
I commend the council for this comprehensive document. Overall it is a very interesting and forward thinking in its proposals.
I find it particularly pleasing that the SNA’s produced for the council by Michael North have been acknowledged and included.
Thankyou for taking the time to read my contribution.

19648 Mr Ross Loveridge

Please see attached submission. This submission covers four areas:
• The general structure and breadth of the Draft Management Plan
• The importance of reserves to the community and policies to reflect that
• Specific issues related to the Trewavas St, North Street, Salt Water Baths and Motueka Beach Reserves
• The vital role reserves can play in the resilience of Motueka
The Structure and Breadth of the Draft Management Plan
The vast majority of reserves in the Motueka Ward are classified as Recreation Reserves with numerous others as Local Purpose (Esplanade)
Reserves and Local Purpose (Walkway) Reserves. Only one is classified as a Scenic Reserve and three as Historic Reserves. A similar weighting exists
in the parks and reserves “not formally protected under the Reserves Act 1977”. The Draft Management Plan however spends very little space on
recreation and within the 3 pages of Section 3.0 Recreational Use of Parks and Reserves, one page is almost entirely a list of the reserves, 1 page
addressing organised events and the remaining page almost argues against any need for this review by stating “However, most parks and reserves
are already developed and require little further work other than ongoing maintenance and replacement of facilities and playground equipment over
time.”
The Draft Motueka Ward Reserve Management Plan gives the relationship to the TDC Reserves General Policies where “The Reserve General Policies
are policies that generally apply across all reserves, to avoid the need for them to be repeated in all reserve management plans.” Significant sections
of Legislative Content, Historic Cultural Landscape, Ki uta ki tai – mountains to the sea, pertain to the whole district and should be referenced as part
of the Reserves General Policies.
The Draft Management Plan provides a pre-European Cultural and Historical Heritage along with Ecological Values perspectives (more appropriately
in Reserves General Policies) but gives no recognition of the current citizens of the towns and district within the Motueka Ward. With the majority of
the reserves being Recreation, Walkway and Esplanade which are for use by locals and visitors this is where the focus of this Draft Management Plan
should be.
Within Section 5.0 Individual Parks and Reserves, over half the space is consumed on dry descriptions of the Location, Classification and History from
a purely factual “when bought from who” nature. This information would best be placed in an appendix so that the focus of the document can be
the Current and Future Use (Values?), Issues and Options and Policies. It is almost as if the aim of this Draft is to generate 186 pages serving
bureaucratic purposes and disguise anything meaningful beyond a few specific issues. It is hard to see the wood for the trees.
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The 130 parks and reserves can be reduced in number by combining contiguous similar reserves. For example Trewavas St, four Trewavas St
walkways, North St, Motueka Beach and Salt Water Baths reserves could become one (Motueka Seaside Reserve?). There could be specific policies
pertaining to say the Saltwater Baths and Freedom Camping at Motueka Beach Reserve but they would be better treated as one reserve. This would
allow greater cohesiveness while simplifying management. Likewise Moutere Inlet, Puketutu, York Park, Wharf Road and Link Park are essentially
part of the Moutere Inlet walkway (Moutere Inlet Walkway Reserve?).
Recommendations:
1. The Management Plan should be re-written to focus on the predominantly Recreation, Esplanade and Walkway reserves and how they are and
can be used by the residents of and visitors to the Motueka Ward. The Management Plan should put the reserves and the people of Motueka front
and centre, demonstrating the local character and uniqueness of the reserves and how they are used.
2. Anything that relates to district wide, legislative or general approach to reserve management across the TDC should be removed from this plan
and inserted into the Reserves General Policy.
3. The information currently under Location, Classification and History should be in Appendices.
4. The main report should be concise. There is no reason why it should be more than 30 pages.
5. Contiguous or nearby similar reserves should be amalgamated.
19648 Mr Ross Loveridge

The Importance of Reserves to the Community
The Reserves General Policies references the Local Government Act 2002 section 11A in identifying ‘libraries, museums, reserves, recreation facilities
and other community infrastructure’ as ‘core services’ of a local authority. The ways these facilities interact with citizens create the life blood of the
communities we live in. In an area like Motueka with great locations and weather for outdoor activities, the parks, reserves and walkways are
extremely well utilised. The number of walkers, runners, bikers (and sitters) visiting the Trewavas St and Moutere Inlet reserves at any time of day
or month of year demonstrates how valuable these locations are to local Motueka residents, Tasman/Nelson residents and visitors from further
afield. Visitors always comment on the uniqueness of these reserves and what a wonderful asset they are for the town.
Reserves are assets that must be protected into the future, just like hard infrastructure such as roads, sewers or water pipes. The experience at Ruby
Bay with the Old Mill Reserve being eroded almost into oblivion before being protected is the best demonstration of what should not happen.
Adaptive response to coastal erosion and potential inundation utilising softer options via Coast Care action through to putting in place policies and
trigger points for harder protection if necessary will ensure the reserves that make our communities great places to live can be protected for future
generations.
The TDC Coastal Assets Activity Management Plan recognises this in section 3.2 in stating “Coastal protection seeks to preserve reserves and other
recreational activities from erosion for the benefit of the whole community” and 3.5.4 “Council is planning to maintain existing Council-owned
coastal protection works and recreational assets”. Treating Reserves like Infrastructure “assets” is important for our communities.
Recommendation:
• Reserves are recognised as assets that TDC must protect for the future of our communities.

19648 Mr Ross Loveridge

Resilience of Motueka
Motueka is a low lying coastal town with much of High Street only than 1-2 metres above spring high tides. With the NIWA predictions of sea level
rise of 0.5m in the next 40 to 90 years, Motueka faces the very real probability of inundation when spring tides, rainfall and tide run-up occur at the
same time (as with ex cyclone Fehi)
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Motueka can be protected from this level of sea level rise, with maintaining the existing eastern coastline being the first place to start. Much of the
dune remnants are higher than the town behind them. This may be achievable in the next decades through soft options (CoastCare) in many places
where there is a current high tide beach. At some stage a trigger point may be reached where hard protection is required. It is better to establish
policies to protect the Motueka Seaside Reserves, The Quay, and Raukumara areas than lose this land and have the dilemma and angst of protecting
the town from inundation and properties adjacent to the coast eroding. There is space along the entire eastern seaboard of Motueka for
appropriately sized protection. This is not the head of Tasman Bay like Ruby Bay where storm waves are more severe.
While there will be significant challenges, the existing causeway and flood gates on Wharf Road and secondary “defences” of Old Wharf Road and
stop banks around the western side of the Moutere Inlet can be used to ensure Motueka does not have to move in the later years of this century. It
must be better to use exiting knowledge and technology to protect our town than throw in the towel and envisage retreat and rebuilding – what an
upheaval and waste of existing community and private assets. Recognising global warming and sea level rise is important but planning without
leaving any opportunity for new technologies, new ideas, new solutions or chance to create a future for Motueka condemns us to the worst
scenario.
Recommendations:
• TDC develops policies that allow practical and appropriate “fight” adaptive strategies rather than settling just on “flight” in the face of global
warming and sea level rise. (This is beyond this management plan)
• Recognise in the Motueka Reserves Management Plan the critical location of a number of reserves for the future protection of Motueka
• Include a policy of protecting the reserves so that they can protect the town in the future.
19666 Mr Mike Ingram

See attached joint submission from Wakatū Incorporation and Ngāti Rārua Ātiawa Iwi Trust (NRAIT). Includes background information about both
organisations and the legal framework.
The joint submitters represent the descendants of the original Māori owners and have significant land holdings in Motueka, but also with interests in
Moutere and Golden Bay, and throughout the Region in general.
The submitters have direct links/relationships to the original Iwi landowners and to Te Awhina Marae.
This submission process is extremely important to the submitters as it provides them with the opportunity of having input into decisions that directly
affect their ability to use and develop their lands or any matter that is of Cultural significance to our owners.
The submitters comments on specific issues of the Draft Motueka Ward Reserves Management Plan follow. The submitters wish to thank the Council
and it’s staff for putting this document together. The documents objectives and policies are well set out. The specific aspects of this joint submission
are as follows:
B. SPECIFIC ISSUES.
1.0 Legislative Context, Page 13.
There is inadequate recognition of the submitters or their relationship with Motueka. While it acknowledges the statutory obligations under Treaty
settlements the lack of understanding or acknowledgement of the original landowners needs further consideration.
B. SPECIFIC ISSUES. Page 9, provides an indicative overlay of what is known as Te Maatu. a significant area of native forest at the time early
settlement. It seems out of place. The Council needs to ensure that there is adequate historical background and the linkages with Te Maatu are clear
in the plan.
The submitters support in principle the position of submissions made by manawhenua iwi particularly with regard to those areas of significant Māori
occupation and cultural significance.
Thank you for the opportunity to submit on this plan.
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19668 Ms Olivia Hall

See attached submission (two PDFs) from Ngati Rarua.
Ngāti Rārua Positioning Paper
The Ngāti Rārua journey begins with Rāruaioio in the King Country, and weaves its way down Aotearoa to Te Tau Ihu o te Waka a Māui (the top of
the South Island of New Zealand). Its journey is one of battle and occupation to forge a new home, and adaptation to survive and thrive in the top of
the South Island. For over 25 years, the path of Ngāti Rārua has travelled through settlement with the Crown, and now Ngāti Rārua is setting off on a
new journey, as a call from home is issued to its people.
Whakamana te puna Mauri Ōra o Ngāti Rārua, Kia kaha pupuri ai, mo nga hekenga ā muri ake tonu
Realise the wellspring of vital identity that is Ngāti Rārua, as an inspiration for all the migrations yet to come
History
Ngāti Rārua descend from the Tainui waka and originate from the western coast of the King Country. Their origins can be traced back to the
eponymous ancestor Rāruaioio, who married Tupahau, and bore the children from whom Ngāti Rārua descend. Karewa, the son of Tuapahau and
Rāruaioio, married Rāruatere, further entrenching the name, and the children of this marriage came to call themselves Ngāti Rārua.
The iwi of Ngāti Rārua came to Te Tau Ihu o te Waka a Māui in the 1820s and 1830s, as part of the great southwards migration of the Kawhia and
Taranaki iwi, which included Ngāti Toarangatira, Ngāti Koata, Ngāti Tama and Te Ātiawa.
Ngāti Rārua were participants in the series of tauā (war party) that came to Te Tau Ihu, and were involved in the resulting battles against the
resident Kurahaupō people (Rangitane, Ngāti Kuia and Ngāti Apa). These events were soon followed by Ngāti Rārua heke of occupation, whereby
Ngāti Rārua established themselves as tangata whenua in Te Tau Ihu.
By 1840, Ngāti Rārua were resident in the Cloudy Bay and Wairau districts in eastern Te Tau Ihu. In western Te Tau Ihu, Ngāti Rārua maintained
seasonal and permanent kāinga at Whakatū, Motueka, Moutere, Aorere, and West Whanganui/Tai Tapu. In addition, they exercised rights of
occupation and resource collection down the West Coast of Te Waipounamu as far south as Mawhera.
An overview of the rohe (region) and associated hapu (sub-tribes) of Ngāti Rārua are: [see map in attachment].
In total there are five Ngāti Rārua hapu, being Ngāti Turangapeke, Ngāti Pare Te Ata, Ngāti Paretona, Te Arawaere and Ngāti Kairarunga.
Mana whenua
We acknowledge our role as mana whenua for our rohe. The term mana whenua speaks to our rights and responsibilities as tangata whenua of our
region which includes but is not limited to; hospitality to manuhiri (visitors), kaitiakitanga, iwi authority and cultural responsibilities.
We acknowledge the mana whenua status of the iwi that we share marae within the following locations:
• Onetahua Marae, Mohua / Takaka (Golden Bay) - Ngāti Tama and Te Ātiawa
• Te Āwhina Marae, Motueka – Te Ātiawa
• Whakatū Marae, Whakatū (Nelson) - Ngāti Tama, Te Ātiawa, Ngāti Koata, Ngāti Kuia and Ngati Toa Rangatira
• Wairau Pa, Wairau (Blenheim) – Ngāti Toa Rangatira and Rangitane
Other iwi may have historical relationships or statutory acknowledgements within our rohe, we acknowledge this and continue to work with other
mana whenua iwi to uphold and exercise our customary authority in our rohe.
Ngāti Rārua Ātiawa Iwi Trust and Wakatū Incorporation
We acknowledge the Māori entities that were set up to address aspects of Ngāti Rārua history where Ngāti Rārua were disadvantaged by the Crown.
These entities are Ngati Rarua Atiawa Iwi Trust and Wakatu Incorporation, which relate to land interests in Motueka, Whakatu (Nelson) and Mohua
(Golden Bay). Many of our Ngāti Rārua tupuna were impacted by these events and therefore their descendants have interests in the associated
entities.
Each of these entities have their own mana and their own obligations to those who are associated with them. However, it is our view that TRoNR is
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the only iwi authority with the mandate and recognition that was confirmed by whanau and Crown through the Treaty of Waitangi settlement
process.
Present day
Te Rūnanga o Ngāti Rārua (TRoNR) is the legal entity for the Ngāti Rārua iwi authority. It encompasses both the Ngāti Rārua Iwi Trust (Mandated Iwi
Organisation) and the Ngāti Rārua Settlement Trust (Post Settlement Governance Entity) which function as one entity which have differing legal
responsibilities but shared governance, management, purpose and membership.
There are multiple sub-entities of TRoNR which meet various iwi needs, these include Te Hauora o Ngāti Rārua, Te Tao Tangaroa Limited, Ngāti
Rārua Asset Holding Company and Wāhi Mahi. We also have various sub- committees set up including an Audit and Risk Committee and Komiti
Whakapapa. All entities and committees feed through TRoNR who are ultimately responsible to their iwi members and report activity to them via
panui, social media, Annual Report, Annual General Meetings, wananga and hui-a-rohe.
Board Olivia Hall (Chair), Rima Piggott (Deputy Chair), Des Willison, Andrew Luke, Renee Thomas, Lorraine Eade and Miriana Stephens
Membership 2,200
Staff 3, CEO (Interim) Lesley Udy
Asset base $52mil
Contact 15 Kinross Street, Blenheim PO Box 1026, Blenheim 7240
(03) 577 8468
admin@ngatirarua.co.nz
Adopted 18 May 2018
Resolution 18.039
19669 Ms Aneika Young

See attached submission.
* Manawhenua iwi need to have a separate consultation process with respect to the key changes proposed by the Draft Plan.
I am in support of the iwi submissions. Iwi need to be acknowledged as governors and decision-makers over these reserves. Some of my additions
may assist in more detail e.g. the implementation of iwi input into decisions and design, correct spelling of Māori names and Cultural Impact
Assessment on the activities proposed. Hopefully most of my comments will be covered off in the other iwi submissions anyhow - in particular
around engagement, decision-making and management over reserves areas.
Just to reiterate I am just speaking from my personal perspective.

19670 Mr David Mitchell

See attached submission.
1. I wish to congratulate Anna Gerraty and other staff involved in the preparation of the Motueka Ward Reserve Management Plan document. The
descriptions of the various parks and reserves are comprehensive and thorough and the draft plan, accompanied by complimentary maps and
photographs, is excellent.

19671 Ms Jaqui Ngawaka

See attached submission from Ngati Tama.
INTRODUCTION
1. Ngāti Tama ki Te Tau Ihu are mana whenua as recognised under tikanga Māori and have demonstrated permanency here since the early 1800s.
Ngāti Tama ki Te Tau Ihu are kaitiaki and seek to protect, restore and enhance natural resources, wāhi tapu, sites of significance for future
descendants and communities.
2. The traditional boundary of Ngāti Tama ki Te Tau Ihu extends from Mai Whangamoa i Kahurangi. The Ngāti Tama rohe covers three Council
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boundaries: Tasman, Nelson and Marlborough.
3. Ngāti Tama ki Te Tau Ihu and the Crown signed a Deed of Settlement on 20th April 2013 at Onetahua Marae. The Settlement Act details provisions
for Statements of Association, Statutory Acknowledgements and Deeds of Recognition. The Crown acknowledged the historical, cultural, social,
economic and environmental relationship Ngāti Tama ki Te Tau Ihu has with the rohe including the Coastal Marine environment.
4. Ngāti Tama ki Te Waipounamu Trust is the governance entity for Ngāti Tama ki Te Tau Ihu (collectively, Ngāti Tama). The Trust was established in
April 2013 to receive, hold, manage and administer the Te Tau Ihu Settlement Act 2014 (Settlement Deed) on behalf of and for the benefit of present
and future descendants of Ngāti Tama ki Te Tau Ihu.
5. Ngāti Tama ki Te Waipounamu Trust is an iwi authority as defined in section 2 of the Resource Management Act 1991 (RMA) and is recognised by
Ngāti Tama ki Te Tau Ihu as having authority to represent that Iwi. Further, under section 77 of the Local Government Act 2002 requires that a Local
Authority must, in the course of the decision-making process “take into account the relationship of Ngāti Tama and their culture and traditions with
their ancestral land, water, sites, wāhi tapu, valued flora and fauna, and other taonga.” The reserves in the draft Motueka Reserves Manaement Plan
fall within the Ngāti Tama area of interest.
6. The Crown also acknowledged the integrity, generosity and mana of Ngāti Tama ki Te Tau Ihu to vest Kaka Point and Te Tai Tapu – totalling
approximately 28,602 hectares, to the people of Aotearoa New Zealand, as a gift and public good from Ngāti Tama ki Te Tau Ihu.
7. Ngāti Tama ki Te Waipounamu Trust has also made an application for Customary Marine Title and protected customary rights for the coastal
marine area within the area of interest of Ngāti Tama.
SUBMISSION
Ngāti Tama ki Te Waipounamu Trust (Ngāti Tama) acknowledges the significant collaborative work undertaken by TDC with Ngāti Tama in the lead
up to the notification of the Motueka Reserve Management Plan. We also appreciate the working relationship of both the TDC Councillors and Staff,
notably Anna Gerraty.
Ngāti Tama do not oppose the overall content of the Draft Motueka Ward Reserve Management Plan, as notified, except for matters relating to
Decks Reserve.
Ngāti Tama recommend halt the process with regard to developing a new library facility on Decks Reserve, and consult and work with iwi, with
respect to library redevelopment on the existing site.
This submission outlines key outcomes and recommended policies, to ensure Ngāti Tama concerns are taken into account in all aspects of the
management of the land parcels as notified in the draft Plan.
This submission outlines key outcomes and recommended policies, to ensure Ngāti Tama concerns are taken into account in all aspects of the
management of the land parcels as notified in the draft Plan.
KEY OUTCOMES
1. Increase opportunities for Ngāti Tama to practice customs and traditions associated with natural resources, sites of significance, cultural heritage
areas.
2. A wholistic approach to management of reserves and natural resources when considering use of areas and the impact on the environment.
3. Ngāti Tama have access to culturally important mahinga kai and areas of historical and sites of significance
4. Policy is consistent with Iwi regarding enviornmental management and conservation projects and standards for Te Taiao
5. Uphold Treaty principles of partnership, mutual respect and good faith engagement; and consistent with settlement obligations and statutory
aknowledgements.
6. Cultural monitoring and assessments are implemented to specify protection of areas/sites of significance for Ngāti Tama eg tradtional customary
areas, mahinga kai, habitats and ecosystems.
7. Enable the application of cultural tools such as rahui (temporary closure of an area) to prohibit the use of resources and protect wāhi tapu and
mataitai within the marine environment that could potentially be affected by any form of development, action or project.
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8. The application of Te Reo Māori in communication strategies (media and signage) requires engagement with Iwi experts to ensure cultural
appropriateness and use, especially when educating and informing the wider public about key projects.
19671 Ms Jaqui Ngawaka

This submission outlines key outcomes and recommended policies, to ensure Ngāti Tama concerns are taken into account in all aspects of the
management of the land parcels as notified in the draft Plan.
POLICY FOR SPECIFIC RESERVES.
Motueka Reserves
1. Work with iwi to enhance opportunities for visual expressions of Māori arts in the landscape and to ensure cultural integrity for the use and
placement of Māori art work.
Te Maatu Reserve
1. Take steps to enhance and protect the ecological health of the remnant Te Maatu Forest through:
1.1 habitat restoration and provision of Brid passage
1.2 Development / connection of eco-corridors
1.3 introduced and additional eco-sourced indigenous plantings
1.4 restore wetlands from the current drainage systems to enhance the health and wellbeing of catchments.
Motueka Valley Reserves
1. Make provision for safe access to swimming areas and recreational activities on rivers.

19671 Ms Jaqui Ngawaka

This submission outlines key outcomes and recommended policies, to ensure Ngāti Tama concerns are taken into account in all aspects of the
management of the land parcels as notified in the draft Plan.
Generic Policy applicable to iwi involvement
Work with iwi on all land parcels notified in the draft Plan:
1. Correct spelling of Māori names to be used.
2. Opportunities to be made available for expressions of Tikanga Māori, eg Pouwhenua. Bi-lingual signs, interpretation panels. It is important to also
implement Tikanga practices as required.
3. To engage an Iwi Monitor for development involving land disturbance and the movement of beach material, for culturally sensitive locations.
There is the potential for exposure of human bones and midden.
4. On natural world matters, relating to issues of cultural importance, e.g. management of taonga species and materials for raranga and rongoā,
scientific investigation of taonga species and species translocation programmes.
5. To enhance eco-corridor connections and habitat for threatened species, where this can be accomplished throughout the reserve network.
6. To support safe access to Māori cultural sites and prevent the illegal blocking of walking easements on reserve lands by residential developments
eg Anarewa
7. On disposal of reserve land and or vacant council owned land covered by this Plan for cultural review and assessment.
8. On water quality issues
9. To ensure maintenance and development work is sensitive to Māori / iwi issues of concern.
10. On projects that involve the restoration of indigenous vegetation and general vegetation management.
11. On project work from the conceptual stage onwards.
12. On the provision of bilingual signs to ensure correct spelling, use and location.
13. On wetland retention and enhancement, including salt-mash areas
14. The management of infrastructure and wastewater services to ensure the mauri of natural resources are enhanced and or restored to provide a
positive net benefit to the environment.
15. Where natural processes, including erosion, slippage and sea level rise present threats to Maori Cultural sites along streams, rivers, lakes /
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pondage, the coastlines and steep ground.
16. Rules for Works for the deposition and/or removal of sand for beach replenishment and/or beach recontouring eg Tapu Bay and Kaiteretere.
SAND DEPOSITS AND REMOVAL
Works for the deposition and/or removal of sand for beach replenishment and/or beach recontouring, to manage the visual appearance and
recreational utility of a public beach which is intermittently the subject of erosion and/or aggradation of sand.
Scope and provisions:
The works are limited to public beaches contiguous to Public Reserves located within the Motueka Ward:
1. Prior the works taking place, there must be a specific beach replenishment/recontouring plan developed, in conjunction with iwi. This Plan must
draw upon a prior expert assessment of the benthic/intertidal habitat, with reporting and recommendations for the works;
2. The works must only take place annually;
3. The works must be carried out by, or on behalf of, the Tasman District Council, with regular Council expert supervision;
4. The works must be monitored by iwi;
5. Sand deposition must be limited to the amount necessary to replace what has been lost through natural processes;
6. Sand that is removed must not be dumped in the area of the works unless it is part of an actual beach replenishment plan;
7. Any adverse effects arising from disturbance of the foreshore or seabed must be able to be remedied by natural processes within 7 days of the
disturbance;
8. The disturbance must be undertaken in a manner which minimises water turbidity;
9. There must be no contaminants released from equipment being used for the activity;
10. All equipment must be cleaned prior to the works commencing and removed from the coastal marine area on completion of the operation; and
11. Debris, such as drift-wood and litter, accumulated by the works, must be removed from the site to an appropriate facility.
Other Generic Policy
1. Pest management work will be seasonally appropriate to avoid spawning, nesting areas.
2. Pest management work will address innovative, humane and environmentally sensitive alternative control methods, e.g. steam weeding, and
proactively minimising the use of chemical sprays.
3. With sea level rise and coastal inundation, proactively manage habitat retreat, to enable the retention of a functioning and healthy coastal
ecosystem.
19672 Mr Ian Shapcott

See attached submission from Te Atiawa.
Overall: Te Ātiawa Ki Te Tau Ihu (Te Ātiawa) acknowledges the significant consultation work undertaken by TDC in the lead up to the notification of
the Reserve Management Plan, and expresses its appreciation of the efforts of both the TDC Councillors and Staff, notably Anna Gerraty.
Because of this close collaborative lead-up work, Te Ātiawa confirms its overall support for the Draft Motueka Ward Reserve Management Plan, as
notified.
The submission lodged by Te Ātiawa, herewith, presents a suite of recommended policies, to ensure that matters of Māori cultural concerns will be
taken into account in all aspects of reserves’ management. These policies are presented at two levels, firstly, to place particular emphasis on
concerns in relation to specific reserves, and, secondly, to provide a general policy coverage for the entire Plan.

19672 Mr Ian Shapcott

Policy for specific reserves
Motueka Reserves Policy
1. Support opportunities for the visual expressions of Tikanga Māori, such as the existing powhenua located at Thorpe’s Bush
Te Maatu Reserve – Figure 12 – related Policy
1. Take steps to enhance the ecological health of this remnant of Te Maatu Forest through:
• Habitat restoration
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• Provision of bird-passage, including the development / connection of eco-corridors
• Introduce additional eco-sourced indigenous plantings
• Taking opportunities to adjust contrived drainage networks back into natural wet areas
Motueka Valley Reserves Policy
1. Make provision for safe aquatic (e.g. swimming, waka paddling) and land-based recreation along the river, retaining water access only, where
vehicle access is unsafe and / or the land parcel in question is land-locked.
19672 Mr Ian Shapcott

Generic Policy applicable to a continuing management PARTNERSHIP between Iwi and the Council
Work with Iwi on all land parcels covered by this Plan:
1. To provide opportunities for expressions of Tikanga Māori, e.g. pouwhenua, bi-lingual signs, etc.
2. On the use of Māori names, including:
a. Changes to location names through Settlement outcomes
b. Voluntary correction of incorrect / inappropriately used Māori names
c. Use of historic local Māori names that aren’t currently used 3. To enable Māori cultural practices to occur. e.g. wananga, karakia, etc
4. To engage an Iwi Monitor for development involving land disturbance and the movement of beach material, for these culturally sensitive
locations.
5. On natural world matters, relating to issues of cultural importance, e.g. management of taonga species, e.g. translocations, scientific studies, etc,
and materials for raranga and rongoā
6. To enhance eco-corridor connections and habitat for threatened species, where this can be accomplished throughout the reserve network.
7. To support access to Māori cultural sites, including:
a. To remove and prevent the development of illegal private works
b. To enhance safe access for tangata whenua
8. To consult on all proposals for rock protection work, e.g. around issues relation to habitat, cultural sites, work affecting the whenua.
9. To take opportunities to adjust contrived drainage networks back into natural wet areas
10. To provide opportunities for iwi around community halls, on reserve land, that become redundant.
11. To develop overall mapping of important indigenous species habitat (all habitat is important)
12. To consult on any change of use, prospective lease or the disposal of any land parcel covered by this Plan
13. To consult on the implications of the development of land contiguous to the land parcels covered by this Plan
14. To consult on prospective land purchases for reserve / open space purposes (cultural assessment necessary) within the Motueka Ward
15. Consult on applications for one-off events
16. On water quality issues
17. On all proposal for visual arts
18. To ensure maintenance and development work is sensitive to Māori / iwi issues of concern.
19. On projects that involve the restoration of indigenous vegetation and general vegetation management.
20. On project work from the conceptual stage onwards.
21. On wetland retention (avoid loss as a priority) and enhancement, including salt-mash areas
22. To ensure that human waste is responsibly managed.
23. Work with Iwi where natural processes, including erosion, slippage and sea level rise present threats to Māori Cultural sites along streams, rivers,
lakes / pondage, the coastlines and steep ground.
24. Rules for Works for the deposition and/or removal of sand for beach replenishment and/or beach recontouring:
Works, which pose a threat to cultural sites / materials, arising from the deposition and/or removal of sand for beach, replenishment and/or beach
recontouring, to manage the visual appearance and recreational utility of a public beach which is intermittently the subject of erosion and/or
aggradation of sand.
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Scope and provisions:
The works are limited to public beaches contiguous to Public Reserves located within the Motueka Ward:
i. Prior the works taking place, there must be a specific beach replenishment/recontouring plan developed, in conjunction with tangata-whenua /
tangata-moana iwi. This Plan must draw upon a prior expert assessment of the benthic/intertidal habitat, with reporting and recommendations for
the works;
ii. The works must only take place annually;
iii. The works must be carried out by, or on behalf of, the Tasman District Council, with regular Council expert supervision;
iv. The works must be monitored by tangata-whenua / tangata-moana iwi;
v. Sand deposition must be limited to the amount necessary to replace what has been lost through natural processes;
vi. Sand that is removed must not be dumped in the area of the works unless it is part of an actual beach replenishment plan;
vii. Any adverse effects arising from disturbance of the foreshore or seabed must be able to be remedied by natural processes within 7 days of the
disturbance;
viii. The disturbance must be undertaken in a manner which minimises water turbidity;
ix. There must be no contaminants released from equipment being used for the activity;
x. All equipment must be cleaned prior to the works commencing and removed from the coastal marine area on completion of the operation; and
xi. Debris, such as drift-wood and litter, accumulated by the works, must be removed from the site to an appropriate facility.
xii. Works must be timed to respond to sensitive situations that may arise as a result of weather and tidal conditions.
Other Generic Policy
1. Pest management work will be seasonally appropriate, e.g. spawning, nesting, etc.
2. Pest management work will address innovative, humane and environmentally sensitive alternative control methods, e.g. steam weeding, and
proactively minimising the use of chemical sprays.
3. With sea level rise and coastal inundation, proactively manage habitat retreat, to enable the retention of a functioning and healthy coastal
ecosystem.
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