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The specific provisions of the Plan that my submission relates to are: 
(please· provide details including the reference number of the specific provision you are 
submitting on) 
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Confirm your position: 
(please tick relevant box) 

My submission is: 

Support 

(Include details and reasons for your position) 

Support In-part 

I seek the following decision from the Council: 

�

(Oppose_)

(Give precise details. If seeking amendments, how would you like to see the provision 
amended?) 

(1 wish to_ be heard in support of my submission 
Tao not wish to be heard in support of my submission 

(Please tick releva�t box) 

If others make a simila.:c_trbmission, I will consider presenting a joint case with them at a hearing
Yes 
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Do you wish to presen
�

ubmission via Microsoft Teams?
Yes c·� , 
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20 October 2022 

A SUBMISSION TO THE 

PROPOSED FAR NORTH DISTRICT PLAN (PFNDP) 

My name is Doug Schmuck and I am making this submission on behalf of the citizens
of New Zealand in regards to their inalienable rights to access to and along the CMA. 

This particularly so where marginal strips/reserves were created for this purpose in the
formation of the nation in the following years after the Treaty of Waitangi or that 
were otherwise limited by way of extinguishments of those rights before it and/or 
subsequently by land alienations adjoining the foreshores of New Zealand, which in
the case of the Treaty Grounds, appears not to have happened until some point after
the Operative District Plan came into effect. 

With this issue in mind, I have become aware of practices and structures undertaken 
by the Waitangi National Trust Board that appear to not only circumvent the Deed of
Trust provided by Lord Bledsloe in 1932, but the RMA and/or perhaps, the Reserves 
Act 1977 as well. 

Then combined with the proposed changes in this new planning doctrine, makes me 
believe that there are grounds to bring some clarity and/or explanation of the planning
reasons behind excluding one conservation area from the new designations for other 
similar conservation areas along the southern foreshores on the same planning maps 
for the Operative District Plan verses those that are proposed in the new District Plan. 

Furthermore, as an interested party to the Marine and Coastal Area Act processes, the
proposed changes along the foreshores of the Treaty Grounds poses a bit of a mystery
as to how these matters might be addressed in the High Court. 

With respect then, and in respect to this submission, I am therefore opposed to any
change that would in any way change the trust land of the Waitangi National Trust 
Board from its primary purpose of public access to and along the CMA in conj unction
with its historical purposes incumb_ent in that national trust. 

At a minimum, the land that was designated conservation in the Operative District 
Plan should be maintained and/or reinstated as "Natural Open Space" and/or even be 
extended to the treaty grounds boundary along the gulf course to the north and/or even
further along the coastal margin of the gulf course to wherever that land adjoins 
private land. 

In support of this submission I attach as exhibits 1-5 con-esponding to the district plan
map numbers 29 and 91 and the Cadastral overlay. 

In conjunction with this submission, I wish to make reference to my earlier (PFNDP)
submission dated 22 9/2022. 
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