
RMA Form 13 

Submission on application concerning resource consent  
Sections 41D, 95A, 95B, 95C, 96, 127(3), 136(4), 137(5)(c), and 234(4), Resource Management Act 1991 

 

Application number DW-2020-109732-00 / WD-2020-109733-00 

 

To: Gisborne District Council 

Name of submitter: Hannah Kohn 

This is a submission on an application for bundled resource consent to discharge to water 

and discharge wastewater to land lodged by Gisborne District Council - Community 

Lifelines. 

I am not a trade competitor for the purposes of section 308B of the Resource 

Management Act 1991. 

The specific parts of the application that my submission relates to are— 

Entire application including term of consent. 

My submission is— 

 

Our waterways are already under threat from multiples sources. We should not be choosing to 

go along the pathway of discharging untreated wastewater into these systems under any 

circumstances. Such discharge has a risk of short and long term adverse effects which can be 

avoided if action is taken at present. 

I oppose the application for resource consent by Gisborne District Council to discharge 

untreated wastewater into various locations for a period of 20 years. Authorisation of the 

discharge for a prolonged period is not environmentally or culturally responsible nor 

sustainable and will have adverse effects on the environment and on communities. 

Section 3.5 of the AEE sets out the Alternative Management and Reduction Options.  

For Wet Weather Overflows, the options considered include: 

1. Increasing wastewater pipe capacity 

2. Increase storage in the wastewater network 

3. Greater public contribution to private drainage 

These are not dynamic options/alternatives. They are ‘more of the same’ and will not 

result/promote in resilient and sustainable infrastructure. Options should include incentivising 

the following alternatives by providing education and discounting associated technology: 

 Incentivising rainwater roof collecting to reduce the discharges of stormwater into the 

system 

 Incentivising domestic and commercial compostable toilets to reduce the discharges 

of sewage into the system 

 Designating land for wetland restoration and Stormwater swales instead of hard 

infrastructure. 

 

 

 

  

http://www.legislation.govt.nz/regulation/public/2003/0153/latest/link.aspx?search=ts_act%40bill%40regulation%40deemedreg_resource+management+regulations_resel_25_a&p=1&id=DLM7471354#DLM7471354
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http://www.legislation.govt.nz/regulation/public/2003/0153/latest/link.aspx?search=ts_act%40bill%40regulation%40deemedreg_resource+management+regulations_resel_25_a&p=1&id=DLM235265#DLM235265
http://www.legislation.govt.nz/regulation/public/2003/0153/latest/link.aspx?search=ts_act%40bill%40regulation%40deemedreg_resource+management+regulations_resel_25_a&p=1&id=DLM235268#DLM235268
http://www.legislation.govt.nz/regulation/public/2003/0153/latest/link.aspx?search=ts_act%40bill%40regulation%40deemedreg_resource+management+regulations_resel_25_a&p=1&id=DLM237263#DLM237263
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I seek the following decision from the consent authority: 

A consent term of two years be granted while better alternatives can be instated.  

 

I do not wish to be heard in support of my submission. 

If others make a similar submission, I will consider presenting a joint case with them at the 

hearing. 

I do not request pursuant to section 100A of the Act, that you delegate your functions, 

powers, and duties to hear and decide the application to 1 or more hearings commissioners 

who are not members of the local authority. 

 

HK 

Signature of submitter 

 

. 

Date 16/09/20 

 

 

Telephone: 0274540155 

 

http://www.legislation.govt.nz/regulation/public/2003/0153/latest/link.aspx?search=ts_act%40bill%40regulation%40deemedreg_resource+management+regulations_resel_25_a&p=1&id=DLM2416444#DLM2416444












 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Page | 1  
 

Sensitivity: General 

 

07 September 2020 

Gisborne District Council  
39 Gladstone Road 
Gisborne 
 

 

Gisborne District Council: Gisborne Wastewater Network – Overflow Discharges 
Resource Consent Application 

Attn: Todd Whittaker (Independent Processing Planner) 

 

The Ministry of Education is not a trade competitor for the purposes of section 308B of 

the Resource Management Act 1991. 

Background: 

The Ministry is the Government’s lead advisor on the New Zealand education system, shaping 

direction for education agencies and providers and contributing to the Government’s goals for 

education. The Ministry has responsibility for all education property owned by the Crown. This 

involves managing the existing property portfolio, upgrading and improving the portfolio, 

purchasing and constructing new property to meet increased demand, identifying and disposing 

of surplus State school sector property and managing teacher and caretaker housing. The 

Ministry is therefore a considerable stakeholder in terms of activities that may impact on 

educational facilities and assets in the Gisborne district.  

The Ministry’s submission on the application by Gisborne District Council (GDC) is as 
follows: 

The Wastewater Overflow Discharge Consent is for the discharge of untreated wastewater from 

the Gisborne wastewater network that occurs within the Gisborne reticulated services area in 

situations where the wastewater network has been inundated with rainwater in heavy rain and 

also in cases where there is a malfunction or blockage in the network.  

The Ministry notes that the Overflow Discharge Consent includes discharges to land and water 

(rivers) and to the Coastal Marine Area (CMA), although direct discharges to the CMA are not 

anticipated. 

The Overflow Discharges Consent seeks to authorise overflows subject to a range of actions 

and measures that seek to progressively reduce overflow frequency, volume, and risk to 

manage risk where overflows occur.  

The application states that overflows are managed through two primary overflow points (utilised 

when necessary); two secondary points, utilised only in large events (between the 5% and 10% 

AEP events – two year and 10 year ARI) as circumstances require; and up to six tertiary 

overflow points, which may be required to be opened in very large rainfall events (larger than 

the 10% AEP/10 year ARI).  
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Sensitivity: General 

The application seeks a 20-year term and there is potential that this could affect schools close 

to discharges and may therefore effect the health of students over this period. There are seven 

schools within 300m of a primary, secondary or tertiary overflow point that have the potential to 

be adversely affected by a wastewater discharge overflow. These are listed below.  

Primary Overflow Point (Seymour Road/Turenne Street) 

• Ilminster Intermediate 

• Te Wharau School 

Secondary Overflow Point (Palmerston Road/Peel Street) and Tertiary Overflow Point 

(Fitzherbert Street) 

• Gisborne Community Early Education Centre Te Whare Tiaki Tama 

Tertiary Overflow Point (Lytton Street) 

• Riverdale School  

• Lytton High School 

• Te Whare Whai Hua Teenage Parent Centre 

Tertiary Overflow Point (Childers Street) 

• Whare Amai Early Learning Centre 

While the Ministry acknowledges that the frequency of overflow events is anticipated to average 

2.5 per year with a maximum of four per year and that the total wastewater volumes have 

reduced over time with a current average of 7,000m3 wastewater discharged in an overflow 

event.  However, the Ministry wishes to emphasise the importance of avoiding any adverse 

effects on the health of students who attend schools in the vicinity of the discharge. This is 

particularly important for students who travel to school on foot or by bicycle who are at an 

increased risk of exposure, should an overflow occur during the school week.  

The Ministry seek the following from the consent authority: 

There are seven schools which could be adversely affected by overflow events within the 

Gisborne district. While the Ministry recognises that the general aim of the Overflow Discharge 

Consent is to progressively reduce overflow frequency, volume, to manage risk where overflows 

occur, the Ministry would also like to know: 

1. What is GDC doing to avoid and mitigate any adverse effects on schools and 

surroundings? 

2. What is being done to reduce the potential and frequency of overflow over time as 

frequency has the potential to increase as a consequence of climate change? 

The Ministry seeks ongoing communication with GDC in relation to the above questions and 

would like to be consulted on any strategies and plans for locations near the schools listed 

above.   

Further, the Ministry requests that they and the schools are notified immediately of any overflow 

events that occur at the overflow points that are located near the schools listed above.  

Overall, the Ministry supports the resource consent as it seeks to put actions and measures in 

place to progressively reduce and manage the risk of overflow events in the Gisborne district. 

The Ministry seeks ongoing communication with the GDC on overflow events and consultation 

on strategies and plans that may be put into place near effected schools.  
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Sensitivity: General 

 

The Ministry wishes to be heard in support of its submission. If others make a similar submission, 

the Ministry would consider presenting a joint case with them at the hearing. 

Should you have any more queries please do not hesitate to contact the undersigned on behalf of the 

Ministry. 

 

Danielle Rogers 
Planner- Beca Ltd 
(Consultant to the Ministry of Education) 

P: +64 7 838 0510 

E: danielle.rogers@beca.com 

 



 







 

 

22 September 2020 

 

Gisborne Wastewater Network – Overflow Discharges – Gisborne Reticulated Services Area 

Resource Consent Applications DW-2020-109732-00/WD-2020-109733-00 

Gisborne District Council 

 

Thank you for giving us this opportunity to make a submission on the above consent applications.  

Ngati Oneone have participated proactively in the KIWA group dialogue but reserve the right to 

make a submission. 

Ngati Oneone oppose the consent application.  The reasons for this opposition are detailed as 

follows: 

1. Length of consent 

a) A 20-year consent is sought.  This is contrary to Policy C6.2.2.9 in the Tairawhiti Resource 

Management Plan (“The Plan”).  This policy was put in The Plan as a result of the decisions 

made by the Commissioners at the Proposed Freshwater Plan Hearings.  This was due to 

submissions made by iwi about how unacceptable the discharges were culturally and the 

long history of lack of action on the wastewater discharges from the Council. 

 

b) A 20-year consent is a concern given the long history of inaction on an issue which was 

identified as a specific concern by iwi in the 1990s when the Regional Policy Statement was 

notified.  If the Council has another 20-year consent (effectively a continuation of their 

previous Permitted Activity) there is a high risk that a change in priorities from the Council 

will mean that insufficient action is taken to eliminate the discharges.  At this point in time 

we have no confidence that with a 20 year consent the Council will proactively work at 

speed to eliminate the overflows. 

 

c) Policy C6.2.2.9 identifies that overflows need to reduce before a longer consent could be 

considered.  We are concerned that neither the application nor AEE indicate the timeframe 

that Policy C6.2.2.9 requirements will be met.   

 

d) A 5-year consent as opposed to a 20-year consent, will encourage the Council to ensure that 

maximum effort is taken to reduce overflows, as is intended by the Policy. 

 

2. Eliminate vs reduce 

a) The basis of the application seems to be to reduce, not eliminate wastewater overflows.  It 

doesn’t seem to be aspiring to meet the criteria for a consent of longer than 5 years as 

outlined in Policy C6.2.2.9 in The Plan.  

 

b) The application seems to base this on the assumption that the costs to eliminate the 

overflows will be too high.  We think that the overflows are completely unacceptable and 

that the goal of the programme cannot be reduction it must be elimination.   

 



c) The application talks about a “prudent approach” – we are not looking for a prudent 

engineering solution, but something which eliminates a culturally offensive activity.  

 

 

 

3. Dry weather overflows 

a) The scope of the application and what is sought to be included in the consent is too wide.  

The application does not adequately address the effects of dry weather overflows.  They 

affect the urban waterways at a time when they are being used mostly for recreation and kai 

gathering. 

 

b) Dry weather overflows that reach a waterbody or are discharged directly to a waterbody 

should not be covered by a consent.  They should be prohibited by consent conditions – with 

enforcement action because of such overflows. 

 

c) The environmental and cultural impacts of dry weather overflows are very significant as the 

wastewater stays around much longer.  They can have long term ecosystem health and 

recreational impacts. 

 

d) For example, the application does not mention any process improvements made since the 

Wainui Stream overflow in 2015 from the Steele Road pump station.  The impact of this 

overflow impacted the stream for sometime.  Eels died and adjacent landowners were 

finding tampons and condoms on the streambank and at Wainui beach for weeks 

afterwards.  

 

e) The water quality monitoring, and the information included in the AEE seem to all be 

focused on wet weather overflows.  Dry Weather overflows are a Non-Complying Activity 

because their immediate environmental effects can be damaging.    The application talks 

about dilution available in large waterways, but like the Wainui Stream event, dry weather 

overflows can occur in the many small waterways in Turanga.  If this occurs in summer, then 

there may be minimal water available to dilute such events.   

 

f) There is insufficient information within the application to justify granting a non-complying 

consent to discharge wastewater during dry weather. 

 

4. Public vs private good.  Short term vs long term approaches. 

a) A major premise of the management of the wastewater overflow system is that it is 

preferable to discharge wastewater to the rivers rather than onto private property.  This is 

understandable; however, the solutions being used, seem to be standard engineering 

approaches.   

 

b) The options you have looked at and dismissed (including storage) seem to have been 

dismissed as “too hard” without any clear analysis.  Are the easiest options being taken 

rather than the most effective?  Short term easy vs long term gain is a concern. 

 

5.  Council’s strategic direction vs RMA requirements 



a) The application places a lot of emphasis on the Council’s strategic direction.  Statements 

such as “given the other infrastructure challenges Council faces, emergency storage at pump 

stations will not be prioritised in the ten years of the Long-Term Plan”, are unacceptable in 

an RMA sense.   

b) The Councils position of not wanting to spend more money is the same argument used to 
not put in place a wastewater treatment plant until forced to by the Environment Court.  
The LTP is irrelevant in an RMA context.  We seek that Section 6 (e) of the RMA be 
implemented –  

“In achieving the purpose of this Act, all persons exercising functions and powers 

under it, in relation to managing the use, development, and protection of natural 

and physical resources, shall recognise and provide for the following matters of 

national importance: 

(e) the relationship of Maori and their culture and traditions with their ancestral 

lands, water, sites, waahi tapu, and other taonga” 

c) The waters into which this wastewater is discharged are our taonga – Waimata and 

Turanganui.   

 

d) Wastewater overflows impact the ability of hapu to continue their relationship with their 

taonga – by disrupting activities like waka ama, kai gathering and by depleting the mauri of 

waterbodies. 

 

5. Significance of the Waterbodies 

a) The application seems to downplay the significance of the major Turanga waterbodies: 

The Taruheru River is identified in The Plan as a Significant Aquatic Ecosystem Waterbody.  

There are major recreational sites on all three rivers (Taruheru, Waimata and Turanganui) – 

arguably they are the most heavily utilized recreational waters in the whole of Tairawhiti, 

and they have cultural value to Ngati Oneone. 

 

b) The application also fails to identify the impacts on smaller waterbodies such as the Wainui 

and Kopuawhakapata Stream – which are at risk from impacts of dry weather overflows and 

are secondary or tertiary sites for wet weather overflows in some circumstances.  The 

relative impact on these waterbodies, which do not have the mixing benefit of seawater 

provided in the estuarine Taruheru/ Waimata/ Turanganui system will be much greater and 

this is not considered in the application. 

 

6. Water Quality 

a) We note that the Council AEE has compared the water quality to freshwater values in the 

ANZECC guidelines.  Given that Turanganui, Taruheru and Waimata are estuarine systems 

and are tidal for their entire reaches within Gisborne City, this comparison is confusing.   

 

b) Consideration needs to be given to how water quality indicators compare to estuarine 

health indicators.  How do they compare to the standards set in the Waipaoa Catchment 

Plan?  How do they relate to the national bottom lines set for water quality in the NPSFM?   

 

c) It is clear the water quality is poor but the clear direction in both the NPSFM and The Plan is 

that where water quality is degraded point source discharges should not further degrade the 

water quality.   



 

d) Policy C6.2.2.7 states: 

“When waterbodies are identified in a catchment as degraded due to:  

 Bacterial contaminants, wastewater discharges will be required to improve the 

quality of the discharge and/or reduce the volume of the discharge in order to 

meet the relevant freshwater objective as quickly as practicable; and  

 Stormwater contaminants, stormwater discharges will be required to improve 

the quality of the discharge and/or reduce the volume of the discharge in order 

to meet the relevant freshwater objective as quickly as practicable.  

7. KIWA Recommendations 

a) The KIWA group has recommended the following: 

 Tangata Whenua need to be engaged on an ongoing basis moving forward, in a 
meaningful, authentic, and practical manner; this engagement reflects the tangata 
whenua position at a point in time, and systems need to be put in place to ensure 
changes over time are addressed.  

 All possible avenues must be explored to bring forward the DrainWise Implementation 

Programme, including seeking alternate sources of funding and approaching the Trust 

Tairāwhiti (formerly the Eastland Community Trust), and involving tangata whenua in 

those discussions.  

 Tangata whenua should be provided with opportunities to work alongside Council to 

resolve these issues.  

 Monitoring related to wastewater overflows should be reviewed to include cultural 

elements, and make the monitoring relevant to kaihoe waka, shellfish gathering, and 

other Māori resource-use practices.  

 Current public health monitoring procedures and locations should be reviewed to make 

sure they adequately capture health risks.  

 Management protocols related to dry and wet weather overflows should be reviewed by 

the KIWA Group, integrating tikanga aspects such as the placement of rahui and other 

processes. Tangata whenua need to be kept informed on the DrainWise Implementation 

Programme and be given opportunities to input. 

 Projects to improve mauri should be identified, rectified (implemented) and then 

ongoing protection provided.  

b) The KIWA report summarises many aspects of our position well – for example:  

 “Tangata Whenua support the reductions, but the aim must be to eliminate wastewater 
overflows. 

 Reductions in wastewater overflows would result in a shorter duration of negative 
effects, but the ‘chronic’ issue of tapu would remain.  

 Tangata Whenua expressed frustration at the lack of progress by Council in reducing 
wastewater overflows. While the DrainWise Implementation Programme has been set up 
to achieve the TRMP reductions, Tangata Whenua want improvements to occur as fast 
as possible. Their view is that not enough has been done in the past regarding 
wastewater overflows.” 

c) We also consider that the “non wastewater” aspects set out below need to also be 
considered as part of this resource consent application: 



i) Engagement approaches with tangata whenua need to be agreed for future engagement 
processes. These must take into account tikanga and kawa.  

ii) Processes need to involve iwi as a partner in decision-making as provided in the Treaty 
of Waitangi. 

iii) Iwi should be able to practically participate in management of the awa and moana.  
iv) Tangata whenua must be actively engaged on all matters related to wastewater and 

water in general, through a meaningful partnership approach - mātauranga Māori must 
likewise partner western science. 

d) It is not clear how any of the consultation, or the KIWA recommendations have actually 

influenced in any way the work that that the Council proposes.  It appears that consultation 

has been undertaken, recommendations made and all of this has been ignored as the 

application is based on the current LTP and Wastewater overflow reduction plan developed 

in 2016.   

e) The inclusion of a reference group does not address the fundamental issue about what and 

how decisions are made on the programme. 

 

8. Proposed Consent Conditions 

We propose the following consent conditions: 

a) Scope - we oppose the granting of any consent that allows more than a minor (e.g. 100 litre 

maximum) amount of wastewater to be discharged to a waterbody.   

 

b) Expiry – we seek that a maximum of 5 years be granted and oppose a 20-year consent. 

 

c) Draft Condition 3 - we oppose the way this condition is worded.  If future LTPs reduce the 

funding for wastewater overflow reduction it could be argued this is consistent with this 

condition.  Funding should be increased, and this work should be prioritised.  No condition 

should allow the Council to get out of performing its functions.   

 

d) Monitoring - any monitoring plan should be agreed to and signed by Ngati Oneone (and 

other iwi) as meeting our requirements.  Council signoff is insufficient. 

 

e) Condition 12 – this should be achieved within 10 years of lodging the consent application, 

not after the resolution of any appeal – i.e. by 2030, otherwise it just creates an incentive for 

the Council to drag out the resource consent process as long as possible. 

 

f) Tangata whenua reference group – this has insufficient delegation.  It should not be 

advisory, but decision making. 

We wish to be heard in support of our submission. 

Nga Manakitanga 

 

 

 

Charlotte Gibson 

Ngati Oneone 







Submission on

Resource Consent Application
Form 13
Under Section 96 of the Resource Consent Management Act 1991.

Reference Number: RCS200917218

Submitted On: 13/09/2020 04:55 p.m.

Person making submission:
Surname Rangiuia

First Name(s) Megan

Address 70 DeLatour Road, Kaiti, Gisborne 4010

Mobile 0275456447

Other phone 068676233

Email principal@ilminster.school.nz

Submission on:
Application No DW-2020-109732-109733-00

Name of Applicant Gisborne District Council

Type of resource consent applied for Discharge to water/Discharge wastewater to land

Brief description of proposed activity Discharge of untreated wastewater from the Gisborne
wastewater network within the Gisborne reticulated services
area when the network is inundated with rainwater in heavy
rain-or when there is a malfunction or blockage in the network.
This includes discharges to land and rivers

Position on application I oppose the application

Clearly state which parts of the application you support or
oppose or wish to have amended:

Extremely concerned at the proposal for the discharge of
wastewater to the river bordering our school boundary.

How many properties are we dealing with in terms of discharge?
Are the people who own these properties not responsible for
their own wastewater?

The reason for making my submissions are (briefly describe
the reasons for your views):

Our students use ngahere (as we call it) for all sorts of curricular
and extracurricular activities. We are concerned about
untreated bacteria, contaminants, toxins and pollution so close
to our school which could impact our ability to interact with the
environment, this is a space that our students have cleaned,
looked after, and replanted the surrounds of over the years.

I wish the Gisborne District Council to make the following
decision (give details, including nature of any conditions
sought):

GDC - please find another solution to discharge this wastewater
so that it goes into the councils' system rather than into an
open space so close to our children.

I wish to speak at the hearing in support of my submission No

Would you consider presenting a joint case with others who
have made a similar submission?

Yes

Confirmation
Are you submitting this form on behalf of another person? No

I confirm that all the above details are correct. Yes



RMA Form 13 

Submission on application concerning resource consent  
Sections 41D, 95A, 95B, 95C, 96, 127(3), 136(4), 137(5)(c), and 234(4), Resource Management Act 1991 

 

Application number DW-2020-109732-00 / WD-2020-109733-00 

 

To: Gisborne District Council 

Name of submitter: Melita Raravula 

This is a submission on an application for bundled resource consent to discharge to water 

and discharge wastewater to land lodged by Gisborne District Council - Community 

Lifelines. 

I am not a trade competitor for the purposes of section 308B of the Resource 

Management Act 1991. 

The specific parts of the application that my submission relates to are— 

Entire application including term of consent. 

My submission is— 

 

Our waterways are already under threat from multiples sources. We should not be choosing to 

go along the pathway of discharging untreated wastewater into these systems under any 

circumstances. Such discharge has a risk of short and long term adverse effects which can be 

avoided if action is taken at present. 

I oppose the application for resource consent by Gisborne District Council to discharge 

untreated wastewater into various locations for a period of 20 years. Authorisation of the 

discharge for a prolonged period is not environmentally or culturally responsible nor 

sustainable and will have adverse effects on the environment and on communities. 

Section 3.5 of the AEE sets out the Alternative Management and Reduction Options.  

For Wet Weather Overflows, the options considered include: 

1. Increasing wastewater pipe capacity 

2. Increase storage in the wastewater network 

3. Greater public contribution to private drainage 

These are not dynamic options/alternatives. They are ‘more of the same’ and will not 

result/promote in resilient and sustainable infrastructure. Options should include incentivising 

the following alternatives by providing education and discounting associated technology: 

 Incentivising rainwater roof collecting to reduce the discharges of stormwater into the 

system 

 Incentivising domestic and commercial compostable toilets to reduce the discharges 

of sewage into the system 

 Designating land for wetland restoration and Stormwater swales instead of hard 

infrastructure. 

 

 

 

  



 

I seek the following decision from the consent authority: 

A consent term of two years be granted while better alternatives can be instated.  

 

I do not wish to be heard in support of my submission. 

If others make a similar submission, I will consider presenting a joint case with them at the 

hearing. 

I do not request pursuant to section 100A of the Act, that you delegate your functions, 

powers, and duties to hear and decide the application to 1 or more hearings commissioners 

who are not members of the local authority. 

 

MR 

Signature of submitter 

 

. 

Date 16/09/20 

 

 

Telephone: 0211054039 
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Submission on Resource Consent Application – August 2020 Page 1 of 2

A copy of your submission must also be given to the resource consent applicant as soon as possible. 
All information provided in your submission is available to the public (on request).

1. Person making submission

Name in full: 
 Surname: First Name(s)
Address:

  
No. Street/Road Suburb

 
Town/City  Postcode

Mobile:   Other phone: 

Email: 

2. Submission on

Application No: 

Name of applicant: 

Type of resource consent applied for: 

Brief description of proposed activity: 

 I support the application   I oppose the application  I am neutral to the application (neither support or oppose)

Clearly state which parts of the application you support or oppose or wish to have amended:

The reasons for making my submission are (briefly describe the reasons for your views, attach further pages if necessary):

Submission on

Resource Consent Application
Form 13 
Under Section 96 of the Resource Management Act 1991.

Office use only

Received date:   Support  Oppose  W.T.B H  N.B.H
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I wish the Gisborne District Council to make the following decision (give details, including the nature of any conditions sought):

Please tick:
 I wish to speak at the hearing in support of my submission
 Would you consider presenting a joint case with others who have made a similar submission?  Yes No 
 I do not wish to speak at the hearing in support of my submission

3. Signature

Signature of person making submission or person authorised to sign on behalf of submitter

 Date: 

Postal address of person making submission (if different from previous page):

Name and phone number (if different from previous page):

Contact person: 

Mobile:   Other phone: 

Email: 
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