Sent: Wednesday, 15 March 2023 22

S 4 pm
Ca Melina Goddard
Subject: RE: Cape Brett walk

They have asked a follow up question: How does it work with the track crossing private land? Does tiafigive the
property owner the right to refuse access or to charge for access?

From my understanding it does give the landowner right to refuse access. Think I'll just send therh a Jink to this

https://www. herengaanuku.govt.nz/assets/Publication/Files/46adadc14e/FAQ-1-Public-Accesiin-the-outdoors-
WEB.pdf unless anyone has anything else they want to add here, I'm sure this is a question far & statutory land manager
but not sure who to approach,

From:
Sent: Wednesday, 15 March 2023 11:40 am

doc.govt.nz>
Subject: RE: Cape Brett walk

Yes saw the maps contained private info including namhes)-1 won't supply any maps unless they request them.

From: doc.govt.nz>
Sent: Wednesday, 15 March 2023 11:36 am

Subject: RE: Cape Brett walk
| would be careful aroundSuppfying the survey from- if thats the intention, that is the adjoining landowners
private document and givew'to DOC in faith. Maybe just supply a map off DOC GIS as surveys confirm the boundaries

that are on the mapping system.

| don't undegstand the alternative access bit? | don’t think we should be suggesting an alternative to gain access to a
privately pmafgged walkway,

Leayé it\ith you's

Cheers

Sent: Wednesday, 15 March 2023 11:23 am



co R ¢ - >
Subject: RE: Cape Brett walk

Here is a draft response, please let me know ASAP if you're happy or have any amendments. Sorry again for the rush on

this one.
\
| would like to know: O\VN
\>

* |5 DoC aware a neighbour has been seeking payment from hikers?
Yes, this was bought to our attention soon after it started happening by both hapii members and visitors. 6}?
Brett Walkway does cross a small section of private land at the start of the walk, as indicated in land surv%

* |s DoC going to survey the land and establish firm boundaries? ,%m
Two surveys have been completed. The first was carried out by the adjoining landowner by a su pany based in
Auckland and the survey information was provided to DOC, DOC has carried out a second suw§fozo by a local
survey company to confirm land boundaries of the PCL. This indicated that the survey by the adjoining landowner was
correct. The staircase that connects the road with the top of the ridge is public comew@nd.

* Has DoC put in place steps to protect passage to urupa and other wahi tapu area@re passage crosses land it is

responsible for managing?

The passage to the urupa, once it leaves the northern Okay Bay Scenic Rese@undary, is on the adjoining
landowner’s private property. Access to both the urupa and the Cape Brth kway crosses the adjoining landowner's
private property as indicated in the above surveys,

The Conservation act and Heritage NZ act protect all heritage sites including urupa and wahi tapu. However, we
do not have a legal responsibility to provide access to all these \

* Has DoC received complaints about or from Mr Batche \/

Yes, our understanding is there has been some discussi ith representatives of 3B2 Trust around access. 3B2 Trust
administer the lands that the walk traverses throu anages the land on behalf of the hap{. Both 3B2 Trust and
the Cape Brett Walkways Trust (which manages kway on their behalf) have been in discussions with the
adjoining landowner. O

There is public access to Oke Bay thro e Bay Scenic Reserve (which is administered by DOC) and this is a viable
alternative access point for people t st of the Cape Brett Track without crossing private land. Access issues on the
track itself are largely a matter fo st which administers much of the walkway.

From:
Sent: Wednes

E: Cape Brett walk

Q%Xa koutou

Sorry for the late reading of this.

From a heritage point of view:



The Conservation act and Heritage NZ act protect all heritage sites on PCLW,

However, we do not have a legal responsibility to provide access to all of these places.

| am unsure if, in this instance, local controls have been implemented to ensure ongoing access to the urupa.
| hope this clarifies the heritage position. Please feel free to give me a ring.

Mauri ora

-

le artment o| !omonmuon - lo !pa lta!a(

Whangarei Office

2 South End Ave | PO Box 842
Whangarei | 0110

T:+64 9 4703300 | F: +64 9 4711117

Conservation leadership for our nature Takina te Af, tiakina te héa, o te 4o tiirca

www.doc.govt.nz

From: doc.govt. hg>
Sent: Wednesday, 15 March 2023 10:31 am

doc.gOvl.pnz>

Subject: RE: Cape Brett walk

Kia ora Ano-

Have whipped through the 19gal findings re access to you. Meanwhile Ive sent a text to- to chock. emails,
Also, prob better to tdke-the 15% out and replace with something more generic . “

Hope this is helpfull

Nia mihi

Froof: oc.govt N2>

Sént: Wednesday, March 15, 2023 9:34 AM

doc.govt.nz>

Subject: RE: Cape Brett walk



Thanks agam-

Noting that he's given a deadline of midday today. If it's not possible to get that information | would suggest we send
through what we have (final edit of course) and saying we can find more information on surveys and boundaries but not
in the time we were given.

\

Sent: Tuesday, 14 March 2023 7:06 pm

Subject: RE: Cape Brett walk

Have mc!udod- into this email, Will also a dive into the records we have re the suiNeys.

Nia mihi mahana

\ 7

From: doc.govt.nz>
Sent: Tuesday, March 14, 2023 5:53 PM
Cc: doc.govt.nz>

Subject: RE: Cape Brett walk
Importance: High

Thanks all, | think this needs a bit of work td fully answer the questions posed by the journalist. Would also
probably be good to outline what our respohsibilities are in a situation like this,
Some highlighted questions below:

| would like to know:

* Is DoC aware a neighbour has been seeking payment from hikers?
Yes, this was bought to odgattention soon after it started happening by both hapu members and visitors. The
Cape Brett Walkway dées cross a small section of private land at the start of the walk, as indicated in land
surveys.

* Is DoGgoing to survey the land and establish firm boundaries?
Two surveyshave been completed. The first was carried out by the adjoining landowner by a survey company
based in ' Autkland and the survey information was provided to DOC. DOC has carried out a second survey n
2020 b'y a local survey company to confirm land boundaries of the PCL. This indicated that the survey by the
adjoining landowner was correct. The staircase that connects the road with the top of the ridge is public
conservation land [but the rest is private? Please elaborate what the results of the survey were]

This point was in the fourth question but | believe belongs up here if it belongs at all: | believe only 15% of the
walk is PCL. There is public access to Oke Bay through Oke Bay Scenic Reserve. (Manawahuna Scenic Reserve
at the far end of the peninsula where the visitor hut and Lighthouse is, maybe supply a map showing land
tenure would help with a lot of the questions) <is this relevant?
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« Has DoC put in place steps to protect passage to urupa and other wahi tapu areas where passage
crosses land it is responsible for managing?

The passage to the urapa, once it leaves the northern Okay Bay Scenic Reserve Boundary, is on the adjoining
landowner’s private property. Access to both the urupa and the Cape Brett Walkway crosses the adjoining
landowner’s private property as indicated in the above surveys.
DOC has a comprehensive Heritage strategy to protect Heritage on PCL including urupa and wahi tapu g
might want to say something here) can someone please tag in- if this is the case - can we provide |
examples or any other way to bolster this point?

* Has DoC received complaints about or from Mr Batchelor?
Yes, our understanding is there has been some discussion with representatives of 3B2 Trustaround access.
3B2 Trust administer the lands that the walk traverses through and manages the land onrehalf of the hapa.
Both 3B2 Trust and the Cape Brett Walkways Trust (which manages the walkway on theic béhalf) have been in
discussions with the adjoining landowner.

Sent: Tuesday, 14 March 2023 1:37 pm

To: sovtoz>; N <o o .0:>

Cc: doc.govt.nz>
Subject: RE: Cape Brett walk

Comments in red below,

Cheers,

doc.govt.nz>

From:

Sent: Tuesday, 14 March 2023 12:26 pm
To:
Cc: Media <Media@doc.gonas;
Subject: RE: Cape Brett watk

Have included into this email as he was still in place as SRV & H— (JUSTIN

CASE | GEJFTMI*WRONG!)

| wotld{ike to know:

* V' |s DoC aware a neighbour has been seeking payment from hikers?
Yes this was bought to our attention as soon as it started happening by both Hapu members and visitors. The
Cape Brett Walkway does cross a small section of Private land at the start of the walk as indicated in land
surveys

¢ Is DoC going to survey the land and establish firm boundaries?
A survey has been undertaken, completed in 2020. PCL is the staircase only that connects the road with the
top of the ridge before heading down to Oke Bay. Two surveys have been completed, one was carried out by
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the adjoining landowner by a survey company based in Auckland and survey information given to DOC, DOC
has carried out a second survey by a local survey company to confirm land boundaries of the PCL, this
indicated that the survey by the adjoining landowner was correct.

e Has DoC put in place steps to protect passage to urupa and other wahi tapu areas where passage
crosses land it is responsible for managing? The access to Urupa is on the adjoining landowners private
property once it leaves the northern Oke bay reserve boundary, DOC has a comprehensive Heritage
strategy to protect Heritage on PCL (Andi might want to say something here).

The passage to the urapa is owned by the adjacent landowner Mr Batchelor(not sure | would mention names),
the marginal strip (Oke bay Scenic reserve, not marginal strip) after the survey confirmed most of it has
disappeared over time ( cliff face) Access to both the urupa and the Cape Brett Walkway crosses theadjoining
landowners private property as indicated in surveys (I wouldn’t say the cliff face has eroded or gisappeared,
that is just an assumption)

e Has DoC received complaints about or from Mr Batchelor?

Yes, our understanding is there has been some discussion with representatives of 3b2Trust around access.
3B2 Trust administer the lands that the walk traverses through. 3B2 trust manages.the land on behalf of the
hapu’s, Both 3B2 trust and the Cape Brett walkways trust that manages the walkway on their behalf have
been in discussions with the adjoining landowner, | believe only 15% of the walk is PCL. (Not sure about 15%,
probably close but | would say there is public access to Oke bay through Oke bay scenic reserve and a piece of
PCL being Manawahuna Scenic reserve at the far end of the peninsulawhRepre the visitor hut and Lighthouse is,
maybe supply a map showing land tenure would help with a lot of tHelquestions)

Nga mihi

Thanks for respondingF

How is your team placed for responding given that you’re in a cyclone impacted area? As noted below it’s likely that
- will proceed with the story regardless,but | can push back or see if he will delay if you’re unable to respond.

20

From: @doc.govt.nz>
Sent: Tuesday, 14 March 2023/12:04 pm

To: doc.govt.nz>;_ _doc.govt.nz>

Cc: Bay Of Islands Mailbex <XXXXXXXXXXXX @ XXX.XXXX.XX >
Subject: FW: CapeBrett'walk

Kia OraE one.for you.

Sent fr@m.Workspace ONE Boxer

on,14703/2023 9:49 am, KGN - o< 20 t.nz> wrote:

Kiarora

Hope you're the right person to contact but apologies if not — I’'m fishing around for the right contact in- absence.
We’ve had this enquiry from -, below.



| understand you’re prioritising cyclone response at the moment so if you and your team (or whichever district this falls
in) are unable to respond we can push back. Just noting that- is a senior investigative reporter and unlikely to wait
for our story to publish.

20

eror: EENE -
Sent: Tuesday, 14 March 2023 9:08 am

To: Media <Media@doc.govt.nz>

Subject: Cape Brett walk

Hi there,

I'm writing about disputes between long-time Rawhiti residents and a relatively new artival, Julian Batchelor
of 147 Rawhiti Road, Rawhiti.

The Cape Brett track from Rawhiti runs alongside Mr Batchelor's property and there appears to be some
dispute over where his boundary ends and DoC's begins. This has resultediin.instances in which Mr Batchelor
has - according to walkers - asked for S5 from people on the track because.they are walking on "his" land.

Kaumatua of Ngati Kuta have told me of the boundary dispute and the need for DoC to survey the area to
work out exactly where Mr Batchelor's boundary is. This is seen/as a pressing matter given complaints about
Mr Batchelor to Far North District Council and Heritage NZafter earthworks were said to have exceeded
consents and caused damage or risked damage to wahi.tapu'sites neighbouring his property.

| would like to know:
e Is DoC aware a neighbour has been seeking-payment from hikers?
e Is DoC going to survey the land and gstablish firm boundaries?
e Has DoC put in place steps to protect passage to urupa and other wahi tapu areas where passage
crosses land it is responsible fer,managing?
e Has DoC received complaints)about or from Mr Batchelor?
Could you please come back tome by midday tomorrow?

NZ Herald

This email and any attachments are strictly confidential and subject to copyright. They may contain privileged
information. If you are not the intended recipient please delete the message and notify the sender. You should not read,
copy, use, change, alter or disclose this email or its attachments without authorisation. The company and any related or
associated companies do not accept any liability in connection with this email and any attachments including in
connection with computer viruses, data corruption, delay, interruption, unauthorised access or unauthorised
amendment. Any views expressed in this email and any attachments do not necessarily reflect the views of the
company or the views of any of our related or associated companies.
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Any information contained in this e-mail in relation to an advertising booking are subject to, and should be read in
conjunction with, our standard advertising Terms & Conditions
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From:

Sent: Yecember 2021 11:04 am
Ca Kipa Munro
Subject: RE: Compensation

Assyst request has been input, we will wait for a reply, | have asked a due date of mid Jan.

From: doc.govt.nz>

Sent: Wednesday, 1 December 2021 4:37 pm

To: -doc.govt.nz>;--doc.govt.nz>
Ce: Kipa Munro <kmunro@doc.govt.nz>

Subject: RE: Compensation

Kia ora ano,

— would you please seek legal advice on this? | think giventhe pature of the contact we need to ensure we
respond knowing our boundaries etc.

Nga mihi

Sent: Wednesday, 3 November 2021 4:30 pm
Ce: doc. ne>
Subject: RE: Compensation

Hi,

| have enquired with a feyrpéogle in DOC if DOC pays landowners for access, it seems DOC does not do this, a good
example is the Queen Charlotte track that traverses private property before PCL and the landowners(collective of
landowners and not Napu or lwi) command a fee and collect it via their own mechanisms.

3B2 is different where/its our treaty partner, all we do is collect the fee on 3B2’s behalf, take out the administration cost
and send what's l¢ft to Cape Brett walkways Itd(3B2's sub-contractor).

| agree with- it would be good if the Hapu sorted out an entrance track on their land, but if Julian wants to collect a
fee be isdentitied to do that if he wants to, he would then need to monitor his track, ask people for payment, collect it,
bankitétc.... all we would do is put a note on the website to say the landowner commands a fee for crossing his private
land,

I saying that it would probably be counterproductive to 3B2 as it would probably limit the visitation use due to the high
cost to walk it,

| think just note DOC needs to be very careful around being seen to sway people and be careful not to be caught out, up
to you's.



Sent: Wednesday, 3 November 2021 12:44 pm

To: doc.govt.nz>

Subject: FW: Compensation

Kia ora koutou katoa,
| believe we should take immediate action on the email below from Julian Batchelor.

In the first instance with 3B2 Trust and Ngati Kuta and Patukeha in the hope that it will prompt themito prioritise an
alternative entrance to the Cape Brett track.

His control over the access to their urupa is concerning, and his attitude (of mana whenua ehtitlement) even more so.

—if you are agreeable to this, should we contact_ and NKPH leadérg?f so, will you be doing this or
will you task this out?

Nga mihi,
i

From: Julian
Sent: Wednesday, 3 November 2021 12:24 pm

To: doc.govt.nz>

c'==- fnde.govt.nz RN O o< o 0>

Subject: Compensation

Hi Bronwyn

Thank you for your follow up.
The land | own is in 3 lots for which | péy (odghly- a yoar in rates,
THE CAPE BRETT WALKING TRACK

| own the first 200m of the Cape Brett walking track. The land | own overlooks Oke Bay, arguably the prettiest beach in the Bay of
Islands,

This 200m of thetrack sits on an estate in fee simple being all that parcel of land containing 1. 1331 hectares more or less being Lot 6
Deposited Plapr 5\@70 and comprised in Certificate of Title Identifier NA7C/1440, The rates on this particular piece of land a per
annum,

| also owp/ancther lot of land which Maorl use to get to their Urupa. No permission has ever given by me for them to use Iit, yet they do.
They sfmply see It as their right. An entitiement. This lot is an estate In fee simple being ail that parcel of land containing 3834m2 more
W Lot 3 Deposited Pian 51670 and comprised in Certificate of Title identifier NATC/1439, The rates on this land are

Now here's an interesting twist. There is currently no altemative start to the Cape Brett walking track, if walkers want to start at Oke
Bay. That is to say, legally, | could close this part of the track if | wanted to. There Is no public statute which declares that the public can
walk over / use private freehold land at the expense of the landowner, without the owners permission. If fact, the opposite is true. The
Trespass Act 1980 clearly states that entering / walking on ancther person's property without permission is trespass. And trespass is a
criminal offence.



Maori and DOC share the fees which are collected from trampers who walk the track. Yet | recelve nothing. Not even the rates.
Conciusion? | own land which the government and Maori are collecting money from, yet | pay all the expenses related 1o this land, This
is akin to the Kaikohe pub owner working the business 7 days a week, but being forced to give the profits to Maori and the government.
How is this fair / just/ right? You know the answer, It's not.

First, | propose that at the very least DOC increase their Cape Brett walker fees by $10 per person, giving me the $10.

It Is only fair that this payment Is retrospective, given that this situation has existed since 2008, which Is when | purchased the land. ?)
DOC has been fully aware of this situation since 2008, yet it's done nothing.

Seoondly.lwop«omnoocmm-p«ywmnmm1mmumm13m.mmmw*m

| Qe

Theubougovenmentmmadmrsowbutluenoklndmsshﬂniﬁnncldmamgomdwsnck.h'&p to what |

have written above. On the contrary, | feel like | am being used and abused and Labour and DOC are quite to it going,
knowing full well the situation. C)

| await your reply. v

— S

Julian Batchelor /Q



Sent: Tuesday 25 January 2022 5:09 pm

To:
Ca
Subject:

Re: Compensation

Good aftornoon-

| note that the end of January is looming and to date no response from your department, as per yowﬁpmail below dated
1/12/2021. )

| advise that plans to build a fence stopping people from accessing the Cape Brett track via my land will start if | don't
hear from you with a proposal by the end of January. B

There will be no change to allowing local Maori to access their Urupa i.e Local will Stil| be able to access their Urupa.

Regards

on 1/12/2021, at 5:04 P, GG B <20 C.0k> wrote:

Good afternoon Julian,

This email is providing an update to you on where | am with respett to your email.

Thank you for the details with respect to the land that visitoss Wse to start their Cape Brett journey. | understand that an
alternative entry point is being looked at by other par;ies'ld:ally. | offer no comment with respect to entry to the urupa,
we did confirm by survey that what had originally existed’as marginal strip has over the course of the years eroded. You
will need to have a conversation with the familigs‘who access this,

Yes, as you point out as the landowner you age.j{deed entitled to fence off the boundary to reduce the risk of unwanted
visitors traversing your land. If you wouldn't mind confirming when/if you intend to do this so that | can arrange suitable
signage and update our database, includipg the ones we have access to. | do note your suggestion to increase the fees
as an alternative. | also acknowledge yeur frustration since 2008 about this, having no idea of any earlier conversations
with either hapu or the Departmefit)

There is a process that we havg ta.undertake to adjust fees. In terms of your request for retrospective payment, | am
seeking advice on this from Gur legal advisors. There is usually a 23 day turnaround time on this, a response to you is
likely to be in January.

Nia mihi

Sent: Tuesddy/ 23 November 2021 10:31 am
Subjects Re: Compensation
Thal"d;._you. You were on my list of people to write to today )
on23/11/2021, at 8:59 AM, |G
\b6rena Julian,

My apologies for the delay in responding to you,
The purpose of this email is to acknowledge receipt of your email and to confirm | will seek advice on this matter and
respond to you within 10 days.

Nia mihi

oc.govt.nz> wrote:




From:

Sent: 26 Apnil 2020 1:10 pm
To:

Ca

Subject: Re: Esplanade Reserve

oF!

Regards

on sun, 26 Apr 2020, 1240V TG -t
This note is to highlight & disefepancy in the recent survey undertaken by Julian Batcholor- surveyor, You can
see the new survey haselimiated Sec 9 Esplanade Reserve. When looking at that survey the boundries are all contain in
Mr Batchelors favour.- can we seek the LINZ plan that has to be submitted before any surveys (in this case
significant) cap-be carried out? This will give some clarity to the plan briefing and reconciliation of what that survey
represents, Magrl do not accept that erosion has eliminated the Esplanade Reverve or the status of access to the urupa
along theg'Espldnade Reserve 9 accessway. This is what it looks like on the JB plan?.



From:

Sent: lyesday, 19 November 2019 2:37 pm

To:

Subject: Re: FW: Hauai No. 2G 3 Block-Seeking evidence of a tnibal walkway
Attachments: mmage001.png

Regards,-
On Tue, 19 Nov 2019, 2:29 PM [ S < cc.c0t 02> wrote
Tena koe-,

Would you be able supply any further information about the historical hearing a¥réquested by“ below re dates,
application etc, if you can, let me know so | can forward onto the Maori lan@ieaurt to assist with their research for the

tribal walkway. Or any other advice?

Nga mihi

Department of Conservation —-Te Papa Atawhai

Bay of Islands Office
34 Landing Road, Kerikeri 0230

PH: 09 407 0300

Kia piki te oranga o t\ag turoa, i roto i te ngatahitanga, ki Aotearoa.

To work with others to increase the value of conservation for New Zealanders

v.doc. gt Nz

From: doc.govt.nz>

Sent Tuesday, 19 November 2019 12:25 p.m.
To: doc.govt.nz>
Subject: FW: Hauai No, 2G 3 Block-Seeking evidence of a tribal walkway

-

Is there any chance you can help- with the day/month/Court place for the 1968 Hearing?

1



From:

Sent: 14 March 2023 3:38 pm
To: \
Subject: Re: FYI: Cape Brett walk \?‘

Kia ora- le,

Sheesh this is a mess aint it. '\g

| have received further documentation from Hapu and this | would like to discuss with you,

| understand there is alot of tension that has been built up due to past inappropriate and unclearffandéwnership morals.
Needless to say this needs to be spoken on and a clear directive from us as to how we move fi legally in this

space.‘ O%
Nr mihi &\
Sent from my iPhone @v

Q.

On 14 Mar 2023, at 14:54,_ doc.govt.nz> wrote:
Kia ora \%

’

These have been the patai sent to us and uN aft responses for the media team.

Hapu members have been dealing wit i, our role has been minimal. It would be fair to say
that there has been tension about t r over a year now, since the landowner started
charging.-, h are probably the best contacts in terms of the
position of hapu over this.

ﬁnihi &\2\@

Questions asked of

1. IsDoC awa@ eighbour has been seeking payment from hikers?
Yes this was b O our attention as soon as it started happening by both Hapu members
and visitor ape Brett Walkway does cross a small section of Private land at the start of
the walk Qdicated in land surveys

2 oC going to survey the land and establish firm boundaries?
T eys have been completed, one was carried out by the adjeining landowner by a survey
c%any based in Auckland and survey information given to DOC, DOC has carried out a

Qy:cond survey by a local survey company to confirm land boundaries of the PCL, this indicated
\/ that the survey by the adjoining landowner was correct.
Q/ 3. Has DoC put in place steps to protect passage to urupa and other wahi tapu areas
Q‘ where passage crosses land it is responsible for managing?

The access to Urupa is on the adjoining landowners private property once it leaves the
northern Oke bay reserve boundary, DOC has a comprehensive Heritage strategy to protect
Heritage on PCL- might want to say something here).



The passage to the urapa is owned by the adjacent landowner the marginal strip (Oke bay
Scenic reserve, not marginal strip) after the survey confirmed most of it has disappeared over
time ( cliff face) Access to both the urupa and the Cape Brett Walkway crosses the adjoining
landowners private property as indicated in surveys

Has DoC received complaints about or from Mr Batchelor?

Yes, our understanding is there has been some discussion with representatives of 3b2Trust
around access. 3B2 Trust administer the lands that the walk traverses through. 3B2 trust
manages the land on behalf of the hapu’s , Both 3B2 trust and the Cape Brett walkways trust
that manages the walkway on their behalf have been in discussions with the adjoining
landowner, there is public access to Oke bay through Oke bay scenic reserve and a piece of RCL
being Manawahuna Scenic reserve at the far end of the peninsula where the visitor hut and
Lighthouse is, maybe supply a map showing land tenure would help with a lot of thequestions)

Caution - This message and accompanying data may contain information that.is
confidential or subject to legal privilege. If you are not the intended recipient you are notified
that any use, dissemination, distribution or copying of this message or-data is prohibited. If
you received this email in error, please notify us immediately and erase.all copies of the
message and attachments. We apologise for the inconvenience. Thank you.



From:
Sent:
To:

Ca
Subject:

I‘mI.: 6 December 2019 11:21 am

Re: Investigation into hauai 2G3

s9(2)(ba)(l

Regards,

Frany: doc.govt.nz>
BateYFri, 6 Dec 2019, 9:57 AM

Subject: RE: Investigation into hauai 2G3

To justice.govt.i
Cc: doc.govt.nz>,

_



Tena koeF

My apologies for not reverting following your reply to mine.

| appreciate very much this response, since it informs the parties of any next steps that could potentially be pursued.
It would appear that from ‘common knowledge’ the agreement of the former owner to a right of passage over the
property (folio 31 dated 1936) was physically put into effect with such a walkway maintained by the users fer
pedestrian purposes accessing the urupa. It is unfortunate this walkway appears not to have been legallytréated.
Presentation of this Minute Book information to any resource consent hearing could enable the terkitorial authority to
consider placing a consent notice that creates a legal instrument as | noted below [esplanade stfip er access strip (an
RMA instrument-section 232 Resource Management Act 1991)] to formally protect this intention.

Nga mihi

Department of Conservation

Otepoti/Dunedin Office




From: >
Sent: Tuesday, 23 November 2021 1:15 pm

To:

Subject: Re: Julian Bachelor

Nga mihi, thank you’-? for your quick response and for offering a letter of support for the new entranceway at
Kaingahoa Marae, thdt would be much appreciated. The 3B2 Trust have acknowledged it makes absolute sense as the
monitoring can be so much better organised.

On the JB issue, he has continued to flout his way around everything and we have been fighting with, Council for years
over them allowing him to do the mahi on his property and pay the fine later, it's the way lots ©f,pebple operate. In no
uncertain terms he has proclaimed that we need him and we are the ones benefiting from his kind gesture of allowing

the track to go through his property.

If you do come out please don't hesitate to call in at our place we would love to have.a catch up and this weather is so
wonderful who wouldn't want to be by the beach

On Tue, 23 Nov 2021 at 08:07,_ _doc.govt.nz> wrote:
Morena -,

No invoice but a clear suggestion of one! Must admit,was.very surprised. Cant provide more detail at the moment re
the request as | have not communicated with Mr Bélteher re his email to me, that did cover a range of matters.

Really pleased to hear of the re-routing of the-eéhtranceway to the track, I’'m sure walkers will be pleased to know that
their vehicles are in a safe place.

Very happy to provide a letter of support for the alternative entranceway.

Trust you and- are keeping.well, looking forward to getting out there at some stage.

Nga mihi mahana

From: >

Sent: Monday, 22 November 2021 2:26 pm

To: _doc.govt.nz>

Subject: Re: Julian Bachelor

Tena koe_

I hope this email finds you well. | was speaking with -on the weekend and! mentioned that DOC have received
an invoice from Julian Bachelor for the use of "his land" at Oke Bay for the staft of the walk.




As you know Kaingahoa Marae have received permission from 3B2 to re-route the track starting from the Marae so
that it can be properly regulated and monitored. At the moment we have not received official notice from them but it
is recorded in their minutes together with the agreement that- and -seek funding for the project.

- will be attending 3B2's next hui to discuss the new track with them but would like to attend the hui armed with as
much information as possible and would therefore ask for your confirmation of Julians request and even possibly a
letter encouraging the re-routing.

Look forward to hearing from you

Nga mihi

Caution - This message and accompanying data may contain information that is canfidential or subject to
legal privilege. If you are not the intended recipient you are notified that any usexdissemination,
distribution or copying of this message or data is prohibited. If you received thiss\email in error, please
notify us immediately and erase all copies of the message and attachments~\We apologise for the
inconvenience. Thank you.



- @@ @ @O

Sent: luesday, 21 May 2019 5:47 pm
Cc
Subject: RE: Meeting request

Good ovonmg-,

| will be in the office Tuesday at this stage, so happy to meet you, | will put an appointment in my caplendar,
unfortunately Lizzie is off to do another job so will not be available.

See you on the 28" May,

Nga mihi

!ay o| |s!!s !ls!cl.

Department of Conservation--Te Papa Atawhai

Bay of Islands Office
34 Landing Road
Kerikeri 0230

Conservation leadership for our nature Takina te hf, Tiakina, te ha o te Ao Taroa
www.doc.govi.nz

o NS

Sent: Tuesday, 21 May 2019 8:57 a.m.

To: doc.gove.ng> -@doc.gow.n»

Cc:
Subject: Meeting request

Good morning. | was just woatlering if you would both be free on Tuesday 28th May at approx 12:30 for an informal
meeting/introduction. lybould just like to meet you both and touch base in the kerikeri office if possible, as I will be in
the area that day.

Regards,-



Ce:
Subject: RE: Photos of Oke e cheanng and Taswan cherry
Date: Thursday, 14 May 2020 8:48:51 am

Th.\nka-

Yes, one of my staff has the request. Good to have the photos thanks

Our usual approach with people who may be breaching the banned from sale/'propagation type rules s sular
to what 1s used with the NPPA musery enforcement followmng MPI gindance - they receive advice and wangnges
first

The relevant rale in our Regional Pest Management Plan 1s 6.4, 1a bemng “Under Sections 52 and §3 of the
Brosecunty Act 1993 no person can sell, propagate, breed, distnbute or otherwise spread any pest in-tfus Plan
or unwanted orgamsm’™. This is not through the NPPA species hist, but specific to the Northland egion because

we have added it to our plan

Our plan would be to visit or call the potential offender to discuss and to make huplawgr® of the rules, and
follow that up with a Letter of Advice to ensure he is very clear on the rules. Degpending on the outcome of the
visitphone call, we may then undertake a follow up visit. Site visits are a bit tacky to do at level 2 if he doesn’™t
gIve us pemussion to enter (due to our own SOP rules) . We would also ypaainp determune where he has
sourced has plants from - some i the photo look like mursery stock

Would be good to better understand any other 1ssues at the site sd e dJon't cause confusion or provide

contradictory advice

Regards

» Te Kauuhéa a rohe o Te Tastokerau

Northland Regional Councal




. I EEE—

From: Juhan Batchelor
Sent: Friday, 21 June 2019 9:38 pm
Subject: Re: Progress

Follow Up Flag: Follow Up
Due By: Saturday, 22 June 2019 9:16 am
Flag Status: Flagged

Hu- the council wanted to know if we are making progress with local Maori and issues aroynd, atcess to their
Urupa.

Hmj jwcl
Ozqgfs
Habo MJWJ & | £ybmoantwy{njt yixuyr terfa tkujtug kkw| mtr Ozafs mfX LI 1w X3

Julian Batchelor

On Fri, 21 Jun 2019 at 21:35,— -M> wrote:

Sorry Julian,

I still need to get you that letter, sOgryN cant recall the reason why you needed it for the council, if you could let me
know ill will try and fit that in jaxt week.

Regards

Sent from my > sUung dey

- Qriginal message ——-—
FromzAulian Batchelor
Date: 21/06/19 9:25 PM (GMT+12:00)
To: doc.govt.nz>
Subject: Re: Progress

Hi- thanks. Much appreciated.

on 21/06/2019, at 9:23 PM, [N S coc.co vt nz> wrote:

1




Good evening Julian,

Just letting you know | have read your book, | will sum up some observations and indicate a couple of corrections with
an email to you as soon as | can, | am fully committed next week so will endeavour to give you that email the following
week,

Kind regards Q\

Sent from my Samsung device &

seseenes Original message ===« ?\
From: Julian Batchelor SN N
Date: 17/06/19 9:16 AM (GMT+12:00) O

o R S o 2\

Subject: Progress

Di! !ou make any progress with my book? O

It's imperative that we don't meet with local Maori until M'Véhﬂ- We need to go into that meeting really
schooled up.

Anyway, please let me know if you've made any proge}&?y
<<\
X

Caution - This message and aqgénying data may contain information that is confidential or subject to
legal privilege. If you are not tended recipient you are notified that any use, dissemination,
distribution or copying of this message or data is prohibited. If you received this email in error, please
notify us immediately a se all copies of the message and attachments. We apologise for the
inconvenience. Tha

3

Caution - ssage and accompanying data may contain information that is confidential or subject to
legal p . If you are not the intended recipient you are notified that any use, dissemination,

distri or copying of this message or data is prohibited. If you received this email in error, please
nogq s immediately and erase all copies of the message and attachments. We apologise for the

[ enience. Thank you.

Thanks

Julian

&



L

o

Sent: Monday, 20 May 2019 3:08 pm

To:

ce B(2)a o0 |
Subject:

| would just like to respond on- behalf as she is busy on another task for me,

We have requested from Mr Julian Bachelor if he would like to share the land survey he commiissidried so we can
determine how formal it was and its accuracy in conjunction with the historical informatiomonge we determine the
survey results in conjunction with the legal team and the historical data we will know if weé\need to fund another survey
on top of what Mr Bachelor has done, it doesn’t make sense to fund another survey it s Aot required.

has pointed out we all should be dealing with this issue with the wider Haplu,\we will keep the Hapu in the loop
with progress on this moving forward,

This process could take a little while, in particular Legal having a look at tHesurvey if supplied and getting back to us, so |
can't confirm at this stage if a survey if required would be funded in this financial year or next.

We will need to re asses the way forward if we are unable to loalSatthe survey Mr Bachelor commissioned,

Nga mihi,

!ay o| ls!!s hns!n!!

Department of Conservation--Te Papa Afawhai

Bay of Islands Office
34 Landing Road
Kerikeri 0230

Conservation leadership-{of our nature Takina te hi, Tiakina, te hd o te Ao Taroa
www.doc.govt.nz

From:

Date; 19/05/19 8:41 PM (GMT+12:00)
To: @doc.govt.nz>
Ce

Subject: Survey of esplanade reserve in rawhiti

Kia ora As per phone call can you please confirm that DOC are funding the survey to be undertaken to establish
the correct boundary of lot 4 & 9 please. Also that it will be undertaken this financial year & you are currently arranging.
| was invited for our hapu reps to be in attendance when survey is taking place. Can you also please confirm this,



Thank you.

Regards, -



From:

Sent:

To:

Subject: e: 147 Rawhiti Rd

Thanks i have to push this on behalf of Ngati Kuta, This was an old tribal walkway. This is where Honﬁbréyghi

his dead warriors back and laid them down. After karakia's they were carried up to the burial caves locatq,di_\'!h'o end of
the trail overlooking Te Araka. Te Araka is the name of the vines they used to pull the deceased warriorgyp-the cliff and
lay them out on the flat at Hauai Bay. The caves are there overgrown and tapu overlooking Te ArakpQlso known as OKE
Bay. The urupa was built along that same tribal pathway connecting the spiirits of those tupuna Warciors. That is why
the tribal walkway is so sensitive to Maori, It has history. That is why the esplanade reserve 8 apgd 21s a precious to
Maori particuarly Ngati Kuta. They are descendants of Hongi, Te Kemara, Whai Hakuene, TeNaha, Huri and Ururoa.
Rewa, Moka, Whararahi who are Te Patukeha are nephewes of Hongi and also warriorsof rank.

| just thought it is good to know these things and why the esplanade is precious t_g‘ﬂhd?‘i..

On Thu, May 14, 2020 at 7:46 AM [N SR coc 2ot 2> vrote!

Thanks for the photo
I will call Julian and see what's going on with the pile of topsoil and ask him to remove it.
1| will forward your request for survey to- to consider.

- and myself have planned to be out there next- to look at the various issues.
Nga mihi
Sent from Workspace ONE Boxer

We need to re-survey the esplanade resefve and access way. He has dumped this as a deliberate barrier to public
access. There is the risk of it washing jntothe sea. Or maybe thats his plan? We need to pull it under control.

Caution - This message(ang accompanying data may contain information that is confidential or subject to
legal privilege. If you@rs Hot the intended recipient you are notified that any use, dissemination,
distribution or copying of this message or data is prohibited. If you received this email in error, please
notify us immediately and erase all copies of the message and attachments. We apologise for the
inconvenienge, Thank you.



From: « doc.govt.nz>

Sent: Thursday, 2 April 2020 8:35 am

To: doc.govt.nz>

Cc: doc.govt.nz>

Subject: FW: 147 Rawhiti Rd. Owner flauting District plagnipg-Rules

viorens SN

Please have a look below, I'm not too sure who- -37- do you know?

I'm not sure how we can help here, if the€lgarance is on his land then it’s not really our issue, if it's on PCL then that's
another matter. Maybe | should agre@ghat they need to register the issue with the council?

Or would you like to respond to- Bronwyn?

Let me know what you wauld like me to do in this instance

Kind regards-

Sent; Wetnesday, 1 April 2020 7:21 pm

Subject: Re: 147 Rawhiti Rd, Owner flauting District planning Rules

Thank you, will advise them right away, By any chance is their any photos re the clearing?



| see Julian Bachelor is clearing the bush on his property. His property is zoned as outstanding landscape. Seems to be
taking advantage of pandemic diversion.

Julian Bachelor has a record of flaunting District Plan rules. FNDC has been sitting on thier hands on this developer.
Whilst he may the land, his recent survey does not reconcile with the property boundries registered to the Maori Land
Court. Julian Bachelor continues to develop his property as a commercial function Centre. Maori being the surrounding
land owners object to this commercial development using our lands, forests and coastline as the backdrop to his
business. That the clearing of the surrounding nature is against the council planning rules and should be halted. There
has been no consultation or affected party submissions. Julian Bachelor pleads ignorance and has a multiple'number of
breaches to answer and all we see is council sitting on their hands.

F we need some help from DOC to step up on this kaupapa as well. The issue has the potential to escalate beyond
just this property. There has been too much dithering on dealing with the Julian Bachelor issues*and it needs to be
brought to a head before the damage to the outstanding landscape is irreversible. Maoriimay well need to bring
counsel in on this and raise the matter in our Regional Coastal Plan submissions.

- may be good idea to share the concern with_ and Complianee Team @ FNDC if at least to
register Maori land owner concerns.

Nga Mihi



o CEEEECEE
Sent: Sunday, 5 Apnil 2020 1:13 pm

To:
ce : e L

Subject:

Re: 147 Rawhiti Rd, Owner flauting District planning Rules

The fact remains it is an area designated outstanding landscape in the District Plan and both DOC and Céyneil have an
obligation to protect the native fauna and flora within thier own CMA and District plan rules. The mapping boundries
and access are only one part of the issue, the other is the land planning rules and the managemerit of these.

Thank you- for following up on this during this time,

The area that he has started to clear vegetation is in fact on the other side of his\property and appears to be on the
uncut access/drive as indicated on the map. | was unsure if this access way felluinder your domain or not. The uncut
access way is approximately 4.5m wide as per the cadastral mapping linds.énd sits between his current property and
also his 3rd property known as lot 6, We can only assume this access way) although uncut, was granted to access the
Maori lands behind the property however we are yet to see the supgorting documentation for this.

| appreciate the follow up and have attached the photos of the clearing he has started. | have also raised an rfs with
fndc,

Thank you for your assistance on this matter.

Kind regards,-

on Fri, 3 Apr 2020, 2:33 AM [ S o< =0t 2> vrote:
Good Mormng-

| am responding to ypu as the Identified Hapu contact for the Oke Bay Boundary issues.

Thankyoudor bring this to our attention, DOC manages the darker green shaded area that leads up from the road to
the resépve Between the two private property lots as the key on the map that you supplied indicates.

We/have had someone have a look at the alleged cutting of vegetation and have been told it’s on the opposite side of
Barchelor residence to the walkway, this would be outside of the reserve, any photos of the alleged cutting would be
dppreciated to confirm this.

If the cutting is within the green shaded area then that is not allowed without approval, if it's on the property owners
land or road reserve then any concerns would need to be bought up with FNDC.



our_ is working anngside- to work through the issues associated

with the Oke Bay reserve.

Unfortunately DOC staff are on lock down and working from home, so we are unable to carry out site visits at this
stage,

Nga mihi,




o EE S
Sent: riday 3 April 2020 12:00 pm

To:
Cc

Subject: g ; Owner flauting District planning Rules

Attachments:

Thank you- for following up on this during this time.

The area that he has started to clear vegetation is in fact on the other side of his property and gppears to be on the
uncut access/drive as indicated on the map. | was unsure if this access way fell under your domain or not. The uncut
access way is approximately 4.5m wide as per the cadastral mapping lines and sits between his current property and
also his 3rd property known as lot 6. We can only assume this access way, although unout,/was granted to access the
Maori lands behind the property however we are yet to see the supporting docum@ntation for this,

| appreciate the follow up and have attached the photos of the clearing he hsstarted. | have also raised an rfs with
fndc.

Thank you for your assistance on this matter.

Kind rogards,-

On Fri, 3 Apr 2020, 8:33 AM— ‘_M’ wrote:
Good Moming-,

| am responding to you as the Identified Hapu contact for the Oke Bay Boundary issues.

Thankyou for bring this to Guf attention, DOC manages the darker green shaded area that leads up from the road to
the reserve between thé two private property lots as the key on the map that you supplied indicates.

We have had somfeorie have a look at the alleged cutting of vegetation and have been told it's on the opposite side of
Batchelor residénce to the walkway, this would be outside of the reserve, any photes of the alleged cutting would be
appreciated to sénfirm this.

if the qUtting is within the green shaded area then that is not allowed without approval, if it’s on the property owners
laridGproad reserve then any concerns would need to be bought up with FNDC.

our_ is working alongside-to work through the issues associated with

the Oke Bay reserve.

Unfortunately DOC staff are on lock down and working from home, so we are unable to carry out site visits at this
stage,



Nga mihi,










On Wed, 1 Apr 2020, 7:16 PM > wrote:
I see Julian Bachelor is clearing the bush on his property. His property is zoned as optstanding landscape, Seems to be
taking advantage of pandemic diversion.
Julian Bachelor has a record of flaunting District Plan rules. FNDC has been sitting/on thier hands on this developer.
Whilst he may the land, his recent survey does not reconcile with the propetty\Boundries registered to the Maori Land
Court. Julian Bachelor continues to develop his property as a commerciahfdnction Centre. Maori being the surrounding
land owners object to this commercial development using our lands, forests and coastline as the backdrop to his
business. That the clearing of the surrounding nature is against the'\gbuncil planning rules and should be halted. There
has been no consultation or affected party submissions. Julian 8aZhelor pleads ignorance and has a multiple number of
breaches to answer and all we see is council sitting on their hands.

- we need some help from DOC to step up on this kaupapa as well, The issue has the potential to escalate beyond
just this property. There has been too much dithegimg.on dealing with the Julian Bachelor issues and it needs to be
brought to a head before the damage to the outitgnding landscape is irreversible. Maori may well need to bring
counsel in on this and raise the matter in ous-Regional Coastal Plan submissions.

-, may be good idea to share the concern wuth_ and Compliance Team @ FNDC if at least to

register Maori land owner concerns.
Nga Mihi
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From:

To:
Subject: RE: 147 Road - Survey Data
Date: Frday, 23 August 2019 2:41:33 pm
Attachments: aos01 o

manei oo

0D, 000

200700

na0eQiiog

Hi

Allldbne, Assyst ref: R169896
Kind regards

epartment o rvation
Pewhairangl / Bay of Isiands Office
34 Landing Rd, PO Box 128, Kerikerl 0245
+64 3 407 0300

Moblle
RlSSl_ - Conservation Week 2019 - email signature TeRed- FINAL

From: F A o 7o
Sent W nesday, 21 August 2019 3:49 p.pm:
e

Subject FW: 147 Rawhiti Road - Sugfey‘Data

HiF

Cah you please send this site, plan the old yellow map in the file(Check with me) and associated
information to the SLM leamas an assyst request, you may need to turn some things into
DOCCM documents so(hey have easy access to them and provide links in the request.

Can we also let thegfi know there is supposed to be provision for a tribal walkway between the
Batchelor propef{yand the DOC reserve, this was apparently done in the Maori land court in
1968 but is n(x showmg up on GIS and has not shown up in the Batchelor site plan,

Canyou piwse put in my name so whoever gets this request can get some context from me,

Let me Raoiv if you need help with the assyst request.

Kipregards

ay s distnct,
Department of Conservation—-Te Papa Atawhai
Bay of Islands Office
34 Landing Road
Keriker 0230

Conservation leadership for our nature Takina te hi, Tiakina, te ha o te Ao Tdroa
www.doc.govi.nz

Sent: Tuesday, 6 August 2019 2:01 p.m.



Subject: FW: 147 Rawhiti Road - Survey Data

We have a site plan — attached - does this help?

Kind regards

epartment of Conservation
Pewhalrangl / Bay of Isiands Office
34 Landing Rd, PO Box 128, Kerkeri 0245

LN A

0O30%
" VO

Moblle —
R158121 Kath Inwood - Conservation Week 2019 - email signature Te Reo - FINAL

+04 S

 m. S

Sent: Tuesday, 6 August 2019 1:08 p.m

To: [ R, oo

Subject: RE: 147 Rawhiti Road - Survey Data

Hi

Yes all complete now.

Please find site plan attached created at A3

When you print pian off please ensure youchoose “actual size” and not “fit” or “shrink oversized
pages” otherwise it will change the scaje of the plan.

Hopefully this plan will clarify everythifig’for you.

Regards

Sent: Tuesday, 6 August 2019 10:41 am



o

Subject: FW: 147 Rawhiti Road - Survey Data

EED

Just following up on my previous email. Any progress with the survey?
Many thanks

epartment of Conservation
Pewhalrangl / Bay of Islands Office
34 Landing Rd, PO Box 128, Kerikerl 0245
+64 9 407 0300

R158121 Conservation Week 2019 - email signature Te Reo - FINAL

rrom: S

Sent: Thursday, 11 July 2019 9:38 a.m

. R ——

Subject: RE: 147 Rawhiti Road - Survey Data

| hope you're well

'm just letting you know that | GG - :bscnce. 'd be
grateful if you could send the plan / any Réw jhformation directly to om_ here -

Mtany thanks,
Kind regards

epartment of Conseryation
Pewhalrangl / Bay of Isiands Office
34 Landing &d.£0 Box 128, Kerikerl 0245
+64 9 407 0309
Kaup-dieddck email signature

rrom:

Sent: Thursday, 27 June 2019 3:17 p.m.
To IR
Subject: 147 Rawhiti Road - Survey Data
Hi

Please find a RAW Data plan attached showing boundaries in relation to the site features including
fences.




From: sl
Sent: Wednesday, 7 October 2020 9:30 am

To:
Ca
Subject:

RE: Assyst request R 194042

Tena korua- and -

Thank you for this update and the below advice is, | agree to be the best way forward for the situatidn
| shall close off my re-activated Assyst Request (R169896); and archive its associated Trello card.

Nga mihi

Hamilton Service Centre

From: doc.govt.nz>
Sent: Tuesday, 6 October 2020 2:51 p.m.
To: doc.govt.nz>

T RS —

Subject: FW: Assyst request R 194042

Kia ora-
|

| have spoken to and explained that DOC does not have authority to create an easement in favour of
the hapu over private land, il séemed to accept this point andl requested that | prowdo- with an omaul.. also
seemed to accept that the isstes with the private landowner would need to be dealt with before DOC could engage in
any discussions concernihg the accessway. My draft email is set out below. Are you happy for me to finalise and send?

| understand that-email address i—

1 refer to our telephone conversation and confirm that the Department of Conservation does not have authority to create
@ easement in favour of the hapu over private land. | understand that the minutes of the Maori Land Court do refer to
an historic agreement between the hapu and the private landowner concerning a right of way over the private land but
the easement has never been formally created and registered.

I suggest that the hopu engage a lowyer to advise the hopu on:



a) Whether an application to the Maori Land Court could assist (for example: an application under s 315 of the Te
Ture Whenua Maori Act 1993); and

b) The likelihood of such and application being successful.

It is essential that the hopu obtain its own legal advice as to the options that may be available to resolve the issues
concerning access over the private land.

Nga mihi
oia Matua
WWWwW vin
Department of
Conservation

T Megpos iderincd

Papatuanuku Thrives

Te ora o Papatinuku “ Healthy nature
' Te ora o te Hapori ‘ Thrlving communities

Te hunga Atawhai People who care

7\

From: doc.govt.n
Sent: Friday, 2 October 2020 10:21 am <
To: d At hz>

. doc.govt.nz>
Subject: Assyst request R 1

Morena Michelle,
As previously discuas'“\‘tould you please advise if you have discussed Oke bay Reserve boundaries and DOCs response

to this with (Ngati Kuta)? And if you could summarise by email for us with that discussion so we can
all be on theAame page would be appreciated.

And Y'av&,\gg have hopefully put that issue to rest.

Nga nvthi nui
!pa!l o| !sewa& - ’e !apa !la!afl
Bay of Islands Office
34 Landing Road, Kerikeri 0230
PH: 09 407 0300



Kia piki te oranga o te ao tiiroa, i roto i te ngatahitanga, ki Aotearoa.
To work with others to increase the value of conservation for New Zealanders.

www.doc.govt.nz



S

From:
Toz
Subject: RE: assyst: Statutory land management - R169896 (Oke Bay Scenic reserve and alleged tnibal walkwary)
Date: Thursday, 12 September 2019 12:27:42 pm

-
Thie Maori Land Court has received my request:

-50 hopefully in another few days we might have something

rom q
Sent: Thursday, 5 September 2019 9:36 a.m. N

vo: N R o ¢+

Subject: FW: assyst: Statutory land management - Support and advice request with t@
reference number R169896 has been assigned to you.

-
| attach my request to the Maori Land Court for assistance on this matler\o

There are documents at the end of this email train, but nothing is s an them that could be
an encumbrance/walkway.

We will have to wait for a response from MLC. OQ -

| will keep you posted.

ﬁ: ooz \/\%

Sent: Tuésday, 3 September 2019 10:31 p.m.

To: RN SR < <z
Subject: Re: assyst: Statutory land manJm - Support and advice request with the reference
u,

number R169896 has been assig

Hi Q

A registed surveyor has dope theBatchelor property, unfortunately that is saying that the
18 odd metres starts t'xm{nzg(liff edge and goes down to the beach, this does not provide
for walking access hejﬁi eeding to get clanfication from the maon land court on what
should of been proyided’ 1 believe this is the key to the access problem that needs to be

investigated,
Hopefully thi 1ething that you can reasearch.
Please let w if you are able to look into this.

Tlmnk){\b
@n my Samsung device

sh\s' L‘s‘)\l nZ-

v

) JO\

Subject: RE: assyst: Statutory land management - Support and advice request with the
reference number R169896 has been assigned to you.

Hi

| d!!t have a DOC cell phone and usually work mornings only. My cell ls_

The red line on your photo plan appears to line up with Lot 4 DP 51670 access way (17.96 metres



wide) which is PCL being part of the scenic reserve and which passes from Rawhiti Road east to
Lot 9 which is PCL adjacent to Oke Bay. Lot 4 access way would lie adjacent and to the north of
Batchelors Lot 5

You may need to employ a surveyor to find the pegs for this access way so as to determine if the

Batchelors have encroached on to PC

Sent: Thursday, 29 August 2019 3:35 p.m.

To: dox
Subject: RE: assyst: Statutory land management - Support and advice request with the referench,
number R169896 has been assigned to you.

Hi- if you could supply me your cell phone number it would be useful if | could talkduring
your'work hours,

Cheers

!ay ! |!!s hns!!.

Department of Conservation-—-Te Papa Atawhai
Bay of Islands Office

34 Landing Road

Kerikeri 0230

Conservation leadership for our nature Takina te hi, Tiakina; te hd o te Ao Tdroa
www.doc.govt.nz

Sent: Thursday, 29 August 2019 3:33 p.m.

Su : Automatic reply: assyst: Statutoh¥and management - Support and advice request with

the reference number R169896 hasdetn assigned to you,

-'-'xm."gc but after that 1 am out of gfitm Murgent call me on my celdl or home pmrc—-

\<)

3 ( ||.:T rllv >




4 September 2019 17 am

To:

Subject: E: assyst: Statutory land management - Support and advice request with the reference number
R169896 has been assigned to you.

Hi

My interpretation is that the scenic reserve is 18 metres wide and starts at Rawhiti road and runs to the;d_?ﬁ/beach.
So it should run parallel with the Batchelor property on their north boundary.

Am | missing something???

If the Batchelor property is in the sea then our access way reserve will also be in the sea

| will try for the MLC website and see what | can find there

From:— _doc.govt.n»

Sent: Tuesday, 3 September 2019 10:31 p.m.

To: doc.govt.nz>

Subject: Re: assyst: Statutory land management - Support and ddwice request with the reference number R169896 has
been assigned to you.

-

A registed surveyor has done the Batchelor gipperty, unfortunately that is saying that the 18 odd metres starts
from the chiff edge and goes down to the Beach, this does not provide for walking access hence needing to get
clarification from the maori land courgon What should of been provided, i believe this is the key to the access
problem that needs to be investigated,

Hopefully this is something thatfofi.can reasearch.

Please let me know if you argqble Yo look mnto ths.

Thankyou

Sent from ANSpnsung device

-w—-Onginal message --------

Fionl < doc. govinz=

Mate: 30/08/19 10:08 AM (GMT+12:00)

To: doc_govi.nz>

Subject: RE: assyst: .'lamlory and management - Support and advice request with the reference number
R169896 has been assigned to you,




From:

Sent: Auqgust 2019 11:16 am
To: \
Subject: : assyst: Statutory land management - Support and advice request with the reference number \?‘

R169896 has been assigned to you. O

Attachments: AKC_ML_9143 png \
SV
N

| attach another plan, this one being ML 9143 which is for Maori Land over the whole area, at 20 &
You can zoom/scroll in, on this plan to get closer to determine features and plan markings ?\
This plan does not show a tribal walkway, but that doesn’t mean there isn't one.

However if you would give me some better indication as to where it is sited {on which @
help further?

ndary) then | can maybe

- \g
A

From
Sent: Tuesday, 27 August 2019 10:41 a.m. O
To:— doc.govt.nz> Q

Subject: FW: assyst: Statutory land management - Support and l@o request with the reference number R169896 has
been assigned to you.

A\
H C)\?\

This Assyst Request has been assigned to me. Q

eQ of Oke Bay Scenic reserve adjacent to 147 Rawhiti Road:

| attach a link to a document that shows

The scenic reserve at this addre :ogaists of an access way being Lot 4 DP 51670, and the coastal part being Lot 9 DP
o

and Lot 9 (esplanad e).
You can zoom in omthjs plan and see the words and the Lots that apply.
There are w@ Lot 4 that say Lot 4 vested by section 35 (3) of the Counties Amendment Act 1961, which means that

| also attach DP 51670 Eégng attachment which is the subdivision plan for this location. It shows Lot 4 (access way)

on deposit lan all land shown as access ways, vest in HMQ/DOC.
Na ns?'nses the land for reserve Was acquired in 1985, and was classified scenic reserve in 1987.
%\Mowever keen to know if the said tribal walkway lies within Lot 4 DP 51670, or is somewhere else?
Q‘Thank you-let me know if these plans help with sorting out reserve access to Oke Bay.?

Yours sincerely



Otepoti/Dunedin Shared Services

From: assystrequest@doc govt.nz <assystr govt.nz>
Sent: Monday, 26 August 2019 9:31 a.m.

To: R o sovt0z>
Subject: assyst: Statutory land management - Support and advice request with the reference nurhber R169896 has been
assigned to you.

o

The following request has been assigned to you. Please keep this request 3s Up to date as possible.

Reference Number . RI169896
Logged By - _
Logged Date . 23/08/2019
Priority . High
Required by Date : 06/09/2019
Description '

Context:

At the location of 147 Rawlhiti Rgady Rawhiti (Oke Bay). there 1s an ongoing dispute between
the land owner and hapu regagpding-the location of a tnbal walkway between the land owner’s
property and PCL land.

Purpose:

'niemm would like advice from the SLM team
regarding the matt& 6t the tnbal walkway. It's believed that in Maon land court in 1968 there

was a provision fof a tribal walkway between the property and the PCL land, however this 1s
not recorded bp either GIS or the land owner's site survey.

Outprg
Te tOufirm asap if there is a tribal walkway.

Figlse do NOT reply to this email, instead click on the above link 1o start working on the request.

Many thanks,

h




Statutory Land Management
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From:
Toz

Subject:

RE: assyst: Statutoey land management - Support and advice reguest with the reference number R1698%
has been assigned 10 you,
Date: Wednesday, 4 Septesnber 2019 10:38:49 am

Would you please mark up on page 1 where the surveyor has done the Batchelor property, and \
send it back to me? O
’ g ! Lt . woeproxy/d?dDao Jme=1 X i (L\\

cor: R S o . 3

Sent: Tuesday, 3 September 2019 10:31 p.m.

vo: R SR /o .

Subject: Re: assyst: Statutory land management - Support and advice request@h reference
number R169896 has been assigned to you.

Hi

A registed surveyor has done the Batchelor property, unfortunat 'Sm 15 saying that the
18 odd metres starts from the chiff edge and goes down to lh% . this does not provide
for walking access hence needing to get clanfication fron on land court on what
should of been provided, 1 believe this is the key to the & problem that needs to be
mvestigated, Q

Hopefully this is something that you can maseam%

Please let me know if you are able to look into llﬂ\

Thankyou

Sent from my Samsung device

Subject RE: assysi.Statutory land management - Support and advice request with the
reference numbzt(/ 896 has been assigned to you.

-
OC cell phone and usually work mornings only. My cell |t.

The rﬂd\‘b on your photo plan appears to line up with Lot 4 DP 51670 access way (17.96 metres
W hich is PCL being part of the scenic reserve and which passes from Rawhiti Road east to
which is PCL adjacent to Oke Bay, Lot 4 access way would lie adjacent and to the north of

Oﬂzuhelors Lot 5,
@You may need to employ a surveyor to find the pegs for this access way so as to determine if the
Batchelors have encroached on to PCL

% o

Sent: Thursday, 29 August 2019 3:35 p.m.

Subject: RE: assyst: Statutory land management - Support and advice request with the reference
number R169896 has been assigned to you.,



Hn- if you could supply me your cell phone number it would be useful if | could talk during
your'work hours.
Cheers

!ay o| |§s !IStﬂCt.

Department of Conservation--Te Papa Atawhai

Bay of Islands Office

34 Landing Road

Keriken 0230

s9(2)(a)

Conservation leadership for our nature Takina te hi, Tiakina, te hi o te Ao Taroa
www.doc.govi.nz

ror: SN RN <>
Sent: Thursday, 29 August 2019 3:33 p.m.
Subject: Automatic reply: assyst: Statutory land management - Support and atlyice request with

the reference number R169896 has been assigned to you.
-ﬁ‘- i-yﬁsf‘g-’. but after that | am out of office If urgent call me on my cell or home phone




Blue ,,Pc«/
S e Resend



Road Polygon Attribute Information Report Data - Generated from Quickmap

Qaum{ R oad

Road Polygon

Id 4786420
Legal revision 08-Juk-19
Label

Graphical Arva (Hectares) 0.5797
Graphical Perimeter (m) 530,89

Report Generated from Quickmap (hifp iwww quickmap o nz) on Wednesday, 4 September 2018,

Infarmation provided by this secvice s sourced from third parties. Custom Software can not and does not provide any warranties of
assurances of any kind whatscever in relation %0 any data or maderials provided through this senvice. mmmme‘w

information shown must independaently verify such informaton.

about:blank

Page 1 of |

4/09/2019

N\
O

R



o
Sent: Monday, 4 November 2019 12:21 pm

To

Subject: !E: E20190009099 - Hauai No.2G 3 Block- seeking evidence of a tribal walkway

|

| phoned MLC Taitokerau (Whangarei Office) this lunch time.
They will investigate and come back to me later today.
They appreciated the reminder!

From:

Sent: Monday, 14 October 2019 10:13 a.m.

To: doc.govt.nz>

Subject: RE: E20190009099 ~ Hauai No.2G 3 Block- seeking evidence of a tribal'walkway

Hi

| have sent a prompt today to MLC Taitokerau with all the original dtachments, and am hoping that at least a progress
update might be received shortly.

From:

Sent: Wednesday, 18 September 2019 948 a.m.

To: doc. ‘

Subject: FW: E20190009099 — Hau#i No.2G 3 Block- seeking evidence of a tribal walkway

Locks like MLC mis-directed MyCequest; so another warting period is upon us

¢ Y

From: micaotea <ml§m‘ ¥®justice.govt.nz>
Sent: Wednesday, 18 Séptember 2019 9:12 a.m.

To: doc.govt.nz>
Subject: E20290009099 — Haual No.2G 3 Block- seeking evidence of a tribal walkway

rena voe. (RN

Plea¥e note your email dated 4 September 2019 to our National Office email address has been referred
\{0me for my attention and reply.

Unfortunately, this property is part of the Taitokerau Maori Land Court Registry and should not have
been referred onto this Office. Accordingly | have redirected your enquiry onto them for their action.



Naku noa na

| Maori Land Court
inistry of Justice PX 10207 Whanganui 4541
Office: (06) 3490770
Email: micaotea@justice.govt.nz ?)
Website www maorilandonline co.nz CD\
N
Confidentiality notice:

This email may contain information that is confidential or legally privileged. If you have @d it by mustake.

please: v
(1) reply promptly to that effect, and remove this email and the reply from your systew;
(2) do not act on this email in any other way.

Thank you. &\O




o
Sent: Wednesday, 13 November 2019 2:48 pm

To

Subject: !E: E20190009099 - Hauai No.2G 3 Block- seeking evidence of a tribal walkway

| phoned at 12.06 (lunch break!) and left 2 message on the ansaphone asking them to reply to me on email 3d8rpss
Fingers crossed that they might respond.
if not today, | will phone again tomorrow

From:

Sent: Wednesday, 13 November 2019 10:51 a.m.

To: doc.govt.nz>

Subject: RE: 20190009099 — Hauai No.2G 3 Block- seeking evidence of a tribal walkwag

Hi
No reply from MLC so I'll chase them up again (by phone)

From: S o< <.z
Sent: Wednesday, 13 November 2019 9:18 a.m.
To: doc.govt.nz>

Subject: RE: E20190009099 — Hauai No.2G 3 Block- seeking@vidence of a tribal walkway

-

Did they come back to you? | wonder if we can push the MLC again, apparently there is a resource consent hearing with
the Property owners, Hapu and MLC peogle on the 21* of this month, so it would be good to pass through any
information we get to the hapu pre thisymeéting.

Let me know how you get on,

Kind regards

!palI!n"' o| ! servag - ’e !apa !!aga:l

Bay of Islands Office
34 Landirig'Road, Kerikeri 0230
PH: 09¥R¥ 0300

Kiagiki te oranga o te ao tiroa, i roto | te ngatahitanga, ki Aotearoa.
L work with others to increase the value of conservation for New Zealanders.

ww.doc.govt.nz

Sent: Monday, 4 November 2019 12:21 p.m.



To: [ T o< <o .0:>
Subject: RE: E20190009099 ~ Hauai No.2G 3 Block- seeking evidence of a tribal walkway

-

| phoned MLC Taitokerau (Whangarei Office) this lunch time.
They will investigate and come back to me later today.
They appreciated the reminder!

From:
Sent: Monday, 14 October 2019 10:13 a.m,
Subject: RE: E20190009099 — Hauai No.2G 3 Block- seeking evidence of a tribal walkway

Hi
| have sent a prompt today to MLC Taitokerau with all the original attachments, andawoping that at least a progress
update might be received shortly.

5 |

From:
Sent: Wednesday, 18 September 2019 9:18 a.m.

To: doc.govt.nz> :
Subject: FW: 20190009099 ~ Hauai No.2G 3 Block- séeking evidence of a tribal walkway

Looks like MLC mis-directed my request; so anaﬁy&r waiting period is upon us

\ /7

From: micaotea <mlicactea @ justice goviinz>
Sent: Wednesday, 18 September 2019 912 a.m.

Subject: E20190009099 ~ HauaiNo.2G 3 Block- seeking evidence of a tribal walkway

Tena koo, IR

Please note your email dated 4 September 2019 to our National Office email address has been referred
to me for my_attention and reply.

Unfortunatély’ this property is part of the Taitokerau Maori Land Court Registry and should not have
been @tened onto this Office. Accordingly | have redirected your enquiry onto them for their action.

\Waku noa na

| Maori Land Court
PX 10207 Whanganui 4541

inistry of Justice
Office: (06) 3490770



Email: xx
Website:www.maorilandonline.co.nz

N

Confidentiality notice:
This email may contain information that is confidential or legally privileged. If you have receiv

\
(l/\
e&%qy)mistake,

please:
(1) reply promptly to that effect, and remove this email and the reply from your system; C,}

(2) do not act on this email in any other way. v

Thank you. é
Q




wwceccd® 000000000000

o EIEC

Sent: Wednesday, 3 July 2019 5:03 pm

Subject: e: FW: Contact re esplanade boundary on behalf of Ngati Kuta

Thanks Appreciate the update. Hmm seems to be that they haven't properly surveyed with the neccessary

markers. They placed some more boundary pegs last week which are set back a few meters from cadastratife
mapping.

Can't wait to see why they have measured at top of cliff when the ground he owns starts at roadside at the bottom. Or
is it just 1 rule for Maori land and another for general title. Seems to be that way?

on Wed, 3 Jul 2019, 3:54 PM [ SR o< cc 1t 02> wrote:

Kia orasralE)

Just letting you know | have not forgotten you, we have been in contact with the surveyor and we were to receive
information this week but it seems they are doing a bit more work 36d will get back to us next week by the sound of it,

Will keep you in the loop,
Nga mihi
Bay of Islands district,

Department of Conservation--78 Papa Atawhal

Bay of Islands Office
34 Landing Road
Kerikeri 0230

PH: 0940740300, VPN:7528

 Conservation leadership for our nature Takina te hi, Tiakina, te ha o te Ao Taroa
\

~ www.doc.govt.nz

o S
Sent: Thursday, 13 June 2019 12:09 p.m.



N\

Subject: RE: Contact re esplanade boundary on behalf of Ngati Kuta

Morena,

Thanks for keeping me informed about who to communicate within Ngati Kuta,

We have requested the survey results from the company that carried out the land boundary survey, They have told uj
they can supply the information at some stage next week, | will let you know once we receive that information, we will
then send it to the statutory land team along with the historical mapping information to verify accuracy.

Nga mihi,

Bay of Islands district,

Department of Conservation—-Te Papa Atawhal

Bay of Islands Office
34 Landing Road
Kerikeri 0230

s9(2)(a)

Conservation leadership for our nature Takipa'té hi, Tiakina, te ha o te Ao Taroa

weooe
Sent: Thursday, 13 June 2019 11:33a.Mm.
Subject: Contact re esplangde boundary on behalf of Ngati Kuta

Kia ora-
1/

At our Ngati Kuta hapu meeting held on Sunday 2nd June, it was agreed that | would remain the contact and liason
between yolpself and our hapu regarding the investigation into the boundaries of our esplanade reserve known as lot
9 behindthe' groperty of 147 rawhiti Rd, Rawhiti,

| willtontinue to update our hapu at our monthly meetings on the progress of this investigation,

Cén you please provide an update. Our last communications requested his survey be audited and if his survey could
not be obtained in order for this to be undertaken by your team, that a new survey be initiated.

Once again thank you for your support in addressing this on behalf of the department of conservation and look
forward to hearing from you,



Regards,

s9(2)(a)

Caution - This message and accompanying data may contain information that is confidential or subject to
legal privilege. If you are not the intended recipient you are notified that any use, dissemination,
distribution or copying of this message or data is prohibited. If you received this email in error,
notify us immediately and erase all copies of the message and attachments. We apologise for the
inconvenience. Thank you.



e E———

Sent: Monday, 21 October 2019 5:34 pm
Subject: Re: FW: FW: Survey outline

Follow Up Flag: Follow Up
Due By: Monday, 21 October 2019 8:26 pm
Flag Status: Flagged

Thanks for that- Yes you had sent this one initially. | was under the impression more info hgfd been requested that
included the historical markers etc that is what | was wanting a copy of,

Thanks for you help on this, it's greatly appreciated|

on Mon, 21 Oct 2019, 3:11 PM [ SR o< 20t 02> wrote:
Kia ora

This is site plan that | sent you, this is the only survey plan thatJ have received from Julian.

Nga mihi,

Department of Conservation —-Te Papadtawhai

Bay of Islands Office
34 Landing Road, Kerikeri 4230

PH: 09 407 0300

Kia piki te osanya o te ao tdroa, i roto i te ngatahitanga, ki Aotearoa.

To worluwith others to increase the value of conservation for New Zealanders

VN QOC. govinz

From:
Sent: Monay, 19 August 2019 5:45 p.m.
ItRS9(2)(a)

Subject: RE: FW: Survey outline



A )
N N\

Sorry for the delay in response, In the interests of getting you this quickly | have not had time to get this site plan
survey to our SLM team to clarify the authenticity of the survey but from what | can see the surveyor is registered so |
would expect they use the same process to determine boundary points as any other registered surveyor would, |
understand this is not to dissimilar to the GIS information that you have received.

I would be happy to try and run it past our SLM team to verify authenticity of the data if we can, I'm not so sure | ¢gan
be of much more help on this matter other than a verification of some sort.

Nga mihi
Bay of Islands district,

Department of Conservation—Te Papa Atawhal

Bay of Islands Office
34 Landing Road
Kerikeri 0230

PH: 09 407 0300, VPN:7528

Conservation leadership for our nature Takina te.hi, Tiakina, te ha o te Ao Tiroa

www.doc. govt.nz

From: SS[VAIE)
Sent: Monday, 19 August 2019 1:04p.Mm,
To: ddcgovt.nz>
Subject: Re: FW: Survey oufline

Kia ora- may kpléa¥e be sent a copy of what was sent through.

on Tue, g3-8vg 2019, 8:12 PM [ S o< 5t nz> wrote
16 o D

¥am aware the BOI| office has recieved some information from the surveyor, | have not had time to review this before
I send it to the SLM team to confirm if the survey is carried out as per best practice and complies with the national
guidelines a surveyor would need to abide by, | may yet request further information if | think it is required upon my
review,



2
4
\

4
\
x

I will endeavour to move this up my priority list to do, | will liase with in my community team and get

her to give you an update ideally before end of the week or early next week.

I do apologise for the delay, but we only recieved info from the surveyor as recently as last week after a few prompts
to get information.

Nga mihi

Sent from my Samsung device

- Original message —-—---
From:
Date: 12/08/19 9:38 PM (GMT+12:00)
Subject: Re: FW: Survey outline

Kia ora Have not received any response in regards to the update foRthe esplanade reserve at 147 rawhiti Rd.
Can you please advise where the survey review is at.

Regards,
on Fri, 31 May 2019, 3:45 pv S [ I - -+
Kia ora-

Thank you for taking the time to meebwith-ds, it s always good to put a face to the name,

Yes please, can you please ask tho3¢ questions of the surveyor and a copy of measurements & historical markers
used. There is clearly a differance from 1964 survey. This map shows our esplanade down the side of the cliff and its
incorrect.

| would appreciate yaO\pitiating the next steps to address this.

Thank you again'for your assistance in this matter, Will stay in touch. Please let me know how we can assist to
address this\problem.

&) \

. ORFr, 31 May 2019, 3:27 PM [ S < o< 20t 2> wrote:

/
\

" Tena koe CEIAIEY

Thank you for coming in to the office for the informal chat, it was nice to meet you and",



As discussed | followed up with Julian Batchelor and asked if | can have results of the survey he recently

commissioned, the below photo is what Julian Batchelor has sent me initially from the survey company-
*L Julian is happy that | share this photo, from what | can make out it has
been carried out by a reputable surveying company, and the surveyor has told Julian that the results are less than
0.50m in accuracy, | appreciate it’s a very small photo with the overlaid boundary indicated by the purple line.

If required | can follow up with the survey company and get the field notes and calculations they did, also ask who@
historical data/mapping they used to determine the boundary’s and what instruments were used to determ‘mo
accuracy,

At this stage | don’t think we should spend any money resurveying, there is a possibility | can present cent
survey findings, historical mapping showing the esplanade reserve along with Hapu's context adwc#\ and run
it though DOC's statutory land management team to get their advice if desired, &

Please let me know if you would like me to do anything further, ?g)

Nga mihi, Oé

S &
S — N
Bay of Islands district, OQ~

K

Department of Conservation--Te Papa Atawhai \%

Bay of Islands Office \?\/
34 Landing Road Q
Kerikeri 0230 <§
PH: 09 407 0300, VPN:7528 Q/

Conservation leadershlp foc'%( nature Takina te hi, Tiakina, te ha o te Ao Tdroa

Caution - This @ and accompanying data may contain information that is confidential or
subject to I ivilege. If you are not the intended recipient you are notified that any use,
dsssemin tribution or copying of this message or data is prohibited. If you received this email
in erro e notify us immediately and erase all copies of the message and attachments. We
apol&or the inconvenience. Thank you.

- This message and accompanying data may contain information that is confidential or subject
o Jegal privilege. If you are not the intended recipient you are notified that any use, dissemination,
stribution or copying of this message or data is prohibited. If you received this email in error, please
notify us immediately and erase all copies of the message and attachments. We apologise for the
inconvenience, Thank you.

Caution - This message and accompanying data may contain information that is confidential or subject to
legal privilege. If you are not the intended recipient you are notified that any use, dissemination,

4



distribution or copying of this message or data is prohibited. If you received this email in error, please
notify us immediately and erase all copies of the message and attachments. We apologise for the
inconvenience. Thank you.



Sent: luesday, 20 Auqgust 2019 525 pm

ba

Cac

Subject: Re: FW: Survey outline

On Tue, 20 Aug 2019, 5:13 PM [N S coc o't .nz> wrote:

Any information | can gather up and send through, te The statutory land management team("SLM™apologies for using
this acronym in previous email, bad habit) is valualle.

| am in Russell next Monday so if i find the timeq will pop out and have a look at the top of the walkway.and check out
the safety concerns.

Nga mihi

OriginalLmestage ---—-—

Date: 20/08/39 10:48 AM (GMT+12:00)

Subject: Re: FW: Survey outline




s9(2)(ba

On Mon, 19 Aug 2019, 5:46 PM_ -_d_g_c.gow.n:_> wrote:

Sorry for the delay in response, In the interests of getting you this quickly | have not bad'time to get this site plan
survey to our SLM team to clarify the authenticity of the survey but from what | canseathe surveyor is registered so |
would expect they use the same process to determine boundary points as any ofher registered surveyor would. |
understand this is not to dissimilar to the GIS information that you have received.

| would be happy to try and run it past our SLM team to verify authentidity of the data if we can, I'm not so sure | can
be of much more help on this matter other than a verification of some sprt.

Nga mihi

Bay of Islands district,

Department of Conservation--Te PapafAawhai

Bay of Islands Office
34 Landing Road
Kerikeri 0230

s9(2)(a)

Conservatioh leadership for our nature Takina te hi, Tiakina, te ha o te Ao TOroa

wiow toc.qovt.nz

From: SeIVAIE))
Sent: Monday, 19 August 2019 1:.04 p.m,
doc.govt.n2>

Subject: Re: FW: Survey outline



Kia ora- may | please be sent a copy of what was sent through.

Regards,
Tena koo_

| am aware the BOI! office has recieved some information from the surveyor, | have not had time to review this
before | send it to the SLM team to confirm if the survey is carried out as per best practice and complies withithe
national guidelines a surveyor would need to abide by, | may yet request further information if | think itis'«equired
upon my review,

| will endeavour to move this up my priority list to do, | will liase wuth_ in my community team and get
her to give you an update ideally before end of the week or early next week.

| do apologise for the delay, but we only recieved info from the surveyor as recentiyasfast week after a few prompts
to get information.

Nga mihi

........ Or|sina| MESSZE wwwrwre=
From SIPALE);
Date: 12/08/19 9:38 PM (GMT+12:00)

To doc.govt.ng>
Subject: Re: FW: Survey outline

Kia ora Have not received a0y response in regards to the update for the esplanade reserve at 147 rawhiti Rd.
Can you please advise where the Survey review is at.

Regards,

sY(2)(a)

On Fri, 31 May 2019, 3:45 PMEEIVAIE)] > wrote:




s9(2)(ba)(i

Regards’ s9(2 Na)

on Fri, 31 May 2019, 3:27 M [ S o covt.02> wrote:
TenaSelVALE)N.

Thank you for coming in to the office for the informal chat, it was nice to meet you and

As discussed | followed up with Julian Batchelor and asked if | can have results of the survey he receqtly

commissioned, the below photo is what Julian Batchelor has sent me initially from the survey company-
— Julian is happy that | share this photo, from what | gan make out it has
been carried out by a reputable surveying company, and the surveyor has told Julian that\the Tesults are less than
0.50m in accuracy, | appreciate it's a very small photo with the overlaid boundary indicated by the purple line,

If required | can follow up with the survey company and get the field notes angd taleufations they did, also ask what

historical data/mapping they used to determine the boundary’s and what instroments were used to determine
accuracy.

At this stage | don’t think we should spend any money resurveying.théré is a possibility | can present the recent
survey findings, historical mapping showing the esplanade resepva along with Hapu's context advice/input and run
it though DOC’s statutory land management team to get theinadvice if desired.

Please let me know if you would like me to do anything further,

Nga mihi,

Bay of Islands district,

Department of Conservatién--Te Papa Atawhai

Bay of Islands Office
34 Landing Road

Keriker 0230

s8(2)(a)

Conservation leadership for our nature Takina te hi, Tiakina, te ha o te Ao Taroa

www.doc.govi.ng

Caution - This message and accompanying data may contain information that is confidential or
subject to legal privilege. If you are not the intended recipient you are notified that any use,
dissemination, distribution or copying of this message or data is prohibited. If you received this email

4



in error, please notify us immediately and erase all copies of the message and attachments. We
apologise for the inconvenience. Thank you.

Caution - This message and accompanying data may contain information that is confidential or subject
to legal privilege. If you are not the intended recipient you are notified that any use, dissemination,
distribution or copying of this message or data is prohibited. If you received this email in error, please
notify us immediately and erase all copies of the message and attachments. We apologise for the
inconvenience. Thank you.

Caution - This message and accompanying data may contain information that is confidential or‘subject
to legal privilege. If you are not the intended recipient you are notified that any use, dissemination,
distribution or copying of this message or data is prohibited. If you received this email in error, please
notify us immediately and erase all copies of the message and attachments. We apologise for the
inconvenience. Thank you.

Caution - This message and accompanying data may contain information that is,confidential or subject to
legal privilege. If you are not the intended recipient you are notified that any use, dissemination,
distribution or copying of this message or data is prohibited. If you received 'this email in error, please
notify us immediately and erase all copies of the message and attachments.*We apologise for the
inconvenience. Thank you.



Sent: luesday, 20 Auqust 2019 1047 am

To:
Cc

Subject: Re: FW: Survey outline

RS O (2)(ba)(i)

Resardsl 59(2'(3|
on Mon, 19 Aug 2019, 5:46 PM [ TR < cc.co 02> wrote
Tena koe SAE)

Sorry for the delay in response, In the ifitérests of getting you this quickly | have not had time to get this site plan
survey to our SLM team to clarify the duthenticity of the survey but from what | can see the surveyor is registered so |
would expect they use the same progess to determine boundary points as any other registered surveyor would, |
understand this is not to dissithilar to the GIS information that you have received.

| would be happy to try@ndrln it past our SLM team to verify authenticity of the data if we can, I’'m not so sure | can
be of much more help-oh this matter other than a verification of some sort,

Nga mihi

Bay of Islands district,

Department of Conservation—-Te Papa Atawhal

Bay of Islands Office



34 Landing Road

Kerikeri 0230

s9(2)(a)

Conservation leadership for our nature Takina te hi, Tiakina, te ha o te Ao Tiiroa

www.doc.govt.nz




s9(2)(ba)(i)












s9(2)(ba)(i)









$9(2)(ba)(1)



Out of scope

rom Q@
Sent: Monday 19 Auqgust 2019 915 pm

To:

Ca

Subject: Re: FW: Survey outline

Kia ora thanks for that. In our previous discussions you advised you would get it audited. Can this bedicranged as

soon as possible please. Clearly we have no walkway and this is unacceptable. It needs to be compared fg the historical
maps and markers, even a blind man could see this survey is incorrect in comparison. | know why. This_ is because
batchelor extended thr DOC stairs to the very top and the surveyor has used this as a marker.

in the mean time we have a dangerous walkway on our stairway as he has left no rogmat the top which is
needed for rest. This is Urgent- | know this does not personally affect you, but it.does us. In the mean time we
continue with our traditional practices, such as tangihana, with a dangerous walkwayfdcour kaumatua, kuia.

In the meantime you may want to look at blocking access off to the general publita¥ it's too dangerous. Have you

physically been there since | advised you? Our hapu will be continuing using to-use it as we always have, but highly
suggest you close this off to general public until this is addressed.

- please, this is urgent.

| look forward to hearing when this has commenced.

Regards' sS2)Ka)

On Mon, 19 Aug 2019, 5:46 PM_ —mﬂﬁﬂ> wrote:

Sorry for the delay in response, In thednitérests of getting you this quickly | have not had time to get this site plan
survey to our SLM team to clarify the authenticity of the survey but from what | can see the surveyor is registered so |
would expect they use the safg-process to determine boundary points as any other registered surveyor would, |
understand this is not to di§simMar to the GIS information that you have received.

| would be happy to tey-8nd run it past our SLM team to verify authenticity of the data if we can, I’'m not so sure | can
be of much more hielp on this matter other than a verification of some sort.

Nga mihi

7~ Bay of Islands district,

A

Department of Conservation—Te Papa Atawhal

Bay of Islands Office



34 Landing Road

Kerikeri 0230

s9(2)(a)

Conservation leadership for our nature Takina te hi, Tiakina, te ha o te Ao Tiiroa

www.doc.govt.nz




Out of scope

From:
Sent:
To:
Ca
Subject: Re: FW: Survey outline

Attachments: s9(2)(ba)(i




s9(2)(ba)(i)




Out of scope
Sent: gesday 20 Auqgust 2019 5:30 am

To:
Cc
Subject: Re: FW: Survey outline

tia oro [l

Just looking at the site survey there appears to be no provision for the designated tribal walkway tothe urupa and along
the ridge line which was designated by the Maori Land Court in 1968?? It appears to be over-looked or just left out. This
does need addressing otherwise a litigation process will kick in.

Thanks for your help so far,




Out of scope

From: Juhan Batchelor 89(2)(3)

Sent: Wednesday, 29 May 2019 825 am

To:

Subject: This just in from the surveyor

Hi Julian,

The company that | work for s It Is a registered surveyors. With regards to the accuracy of the bounhdary
redefinition we completed on your pr in Oke Say,| guarantee that it Is less than 0.50m accuracy.

I'll send you our field notes and caiculations for the job we have done If that Is what you require.

Thanks Julian

E | think Its Important for Maori to realise that being given land is a privilege and an honouragat.a right
y also must realise that walking through my land to get to their Urupa has been a privilegé'not'a right. and it can't continue.

Hmij jwel
Ozqgfs

1;ﬁ:.I:L(J'NJ 7 LYmXmtw{n it yIXyr tsgE tRujtug w | pL3NDZgls miX XUqQ uwtu)wry X3

39(2 )(a IBatcheIor




Out of scope

From: _
Sent: nday, 18 September 2020 957 am
E: Oke Bay aenal from Walking Access NZ website photography

Subject:

| thought from the lwi contacts, they said traditionally the tribal route passed through Lots 5 & 6,

However your note says the usual practise is to now come up the Reserve ROW from Rawhiti Road, then tocrileft
towards the urupa.

However in going left this requires them to be on private land (not esplanade reserve since this begaimes impassable)
So the best option appears to be from the Reserve ROW, a Maori Land Court easement over the grivate land to link thru
to the urupa, this as originally agreed by the former owner.

From: -doc.govt.nz>
Sent: Friday, 18 September 2020 9:29 a.m.

To: doc.govt.nz>; doc.govt.nz>
Subject: RE: Oke Bay aerial from Walking Access NZ website photography

Sorry team,

Not quiet sure what you mean?

From: doc.govt.nz>
Sent: Thursday, 17 September 2020 1:14 pm
To: doc.govt.nz>;
Subject: RE: Oke Bay aerial from Walking Access NZ wabsite photography

doc.govt.nz>

So the Iwi are prepared to forsake the origind! thibal walkway (through Lots 6 & 5); to only pass through the reserve leg-
in (Lot 4), then through Lot 3 (private lapdl) to get to the Urupa?

Sent: Thursday, 17 September 2020 1:03 p.m.
To: ORoVE.N2>; doc.govt.nz>
Subject: RE: Oke Bay aeri@l frofm Walking Access NZ website photography

Hi Team,
The hapu have tocarry coffins from the road up the reserve ROW and left to the Urupupa, once you are at the top to go
left or right thefe is no room to walk safely between the private land and the reserve bluff edge so they are currently

reliant on thé private landowner to provide access to the pa and the tribal lands, hence a requirement for access.

Kind regards

doc.govt.nz>

Sent: Thursday, 17 September 2020 12:30 pm

doc.govt.nz>
Subject: Oke Bay aerial from Walking Access NZ website photography



Hi SEIAIEY

The blue lines show the property boundaries.
The reserve leg-in from Rawhiti Road then leads to the esplanade reserve.
| thought there may have been erosion at this interface but maybe not.

There may be sufficient space for the walkway to pass over the esplanade reserve at the top of the cliff edge rathenthan
on private land, but not fully along the length as Lot 5 is eroded at the south end.

This could be an alternative- short term- if the MLC option poses difficulties.

You can see the line of the current walkway through Lot 6, then Lot 5 then Lot 4 (reserve).



Out of scope
From: Julian Batchdorw
Sent: Fri 15 May 2020 3:00 pm

To:
Subject:

Soil 1s gone




Out of scope

From: Juhan Batchelorw
Sent: Monday 18 May 2020 747 am
Subject: Re: Soil 1s gone

| have filled in some of the pot holes in this area for you with the remnants of the soil ;)

on 18/05/2020, at 7:42 AM, [N S o< 2ot 02> wrote:

Thanks Julian, appreciate the update.

Sent from Workspace ONE Boxer

On 15/05/2020 3:01 pm, Julian Batchelor SSIPAIE) wrote:

<IMG_3777.jpg>

Sent from my iPhone

Caution - This message and accompanying data-may contain information that is confidential or subject to
legal privilege. If you are not the intended recipient you are notified that any use, dissemination,
distribution or copying of this message or datd is prohibited. If you received this email in error, please
notify us immediately and erase all copie$'df the message and attachments. We apologise for the
inconvenience. Thank you.



From: k) B
To:

Subject: Survey autline
Date: Tuesday, 28 May 2019 2:09:16 pm
Attachments: S » § 3

Please call me when you get this so I can discuss this with you.
I'hanks so much
Survey of Oke Bay.jpg

Julian

e

s9(2)(a)
s9(2)(a)

s9(2)(a)
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Out of scope
From: Julian Batchdorm
Sent: Fxéd.i 14 June 2019 3.4/ pm

To:
Subject: Re: Survey outline

Hi y
I just talked to SEIPALE). your- on the ground in Rawhiti and. says- been invited to be part of thé livi group
which discusses access to the Urupa. | am thrilled about this as' is a sensible level headed.

. told me that the survey is the talk of the community at the moment and the local ‘hot topic’. l_"rea_ssured. that |
would never cut access to the Urupa and the way to move forward is to stay calm, get around thetable, and talk.

The last thing we want is for locals to panic and start smashing property and Iaunchmg fragh waves of crime. This has
been how they have reacted in the past,

| guess this makes your reading of my book all the more urgent now! ;) It's not @ Ratd read. It might look long but as |

said before, there are three parts and you only need to read parts 1 and 3 which are only 20 pages each. The rest of the
book, part 2, is source documents,

Julian

on 14/06/2019, at 7:36 AM, | R -M> wrote:

Good morning Julian,

The last month of the financial yoau'_,my"‘h"sék to back meetings on various high profile issues is keeping me pretty flat
:::t l;appy to write a letter if requited i:ut wonder if its best for me to talk directly to the person your dealing with in the

council in the first instance if that would help.

Let me know your thongghts.’

vy nomber - STEAETI

Kind rega(ds,

Sent from my Samsung device



-------- Original message ====+==-

From: Julian Batchelor SIPAIED,

Date: 13/06/19 4:02 PM (GMT+12:00)

To: doc.govt.nz>
Subject: Re: Survey outline

Hi

You are a hard guy to get hold of! No doubt you are out and about a lot. Do you have a mobile number please?

| wonder if you could help me here.

The Far North District Council have asked me how we are getting on with local lwi to resolve access issups to'their
Urupa. | would like to be able to say the following but it would need to come in the form of a letter from you on DOC
letter head. | will then forward the letter to council.

| am working with local Iwi representative in Rawhiti and Julian Batchelor to resolve thea issue of access to the local
Urupa.

Kind roiards

Xtr jyenl tp) ymxD

Hmjjwa

Ozafs

HatpM IWJT %t § fybmdantwi{n jt¥ixyr terfatiditug W mtr Dzgfsmixtg vt ujwgx3

89(2)(8) Batchelor

s9(2)a)
s9(2)
9(2)

(a)
(@)

On Tue, 28 May 2019.at 14:23,— mm> wrote:

Hi Julian,

Thank yod fbr your time today, very valuable, as mentioned more than happy to work with you moving forward,

Kind\gégards

Bay of Islands district,



Department of Conservation--Te Papa Atawhai

Bay of Islands Office
34 Landing Road
Kerikeri 0230

s9(2)(a)

Conservation leadership for our nature Takina te hi, Tiakina, te hd o te Ao Taroa

www.doc.govi.nz

From: Julian Batchelor <j.batchelor@barfoot.co.nz>
Sent: Tuesday, 28 May 2019 2:.08 p.m.

To: doc.govt.nz>
Subject: Survey outline

Please call me when you get this so | can discuss this with you.

Thanks so much

<image001.jpg>

Julian

[ fe@ey Y

Julian Batchelor

s9(2)(a)

s9(2)(a

Caution - This message and accompanying data may contain information that is confidential or subject to
legal privilege. If you are not the intended recipient you are notified that any use, dissemination,
distribution or copying of this message or data is prohibited. If you received this email in error, please
notify us immediately and erase all copies of the message and attachments. We apologise for the
inconvenience. Thank you.



Caution - This message and accompanying data may contain information that is confidential or subject to
legal privilege. If you are not the intended recipient you are notified that any use, dissemination,
distribution or copying of this message or data is prohibited. If you received this email in error, please
notify us immediately and erase all copies of the message and attachments. We apologise for the
inconvenience. Thank you.



Out of scope

From: Julian Batchelor 59(2)(8)
Sent: Friday 14 June 2019 8:41 am
Subject: Re: Survey outline

Hi

I think a short letter with the wording | suggested would be good.

Thanks so much

Julian

on 14/06/2019, at 7:36 AM, [N S o< ot nz> wrote

Good morning Julian,

The last month of the financial year and back to back meetings on various high-profile issues is keeping me pretty flat
::'l;\appv to write a letter if required but wonder if its best for me to talk directly to the person your dealing with in the
council in the first instance if that would help.

Let me know your thoughts.

My number is SSIPAIE)]

Kind regards

Sent from my Samsung dewd



Out of scope

From: RMA

Sent: - 021 2:24 pm

To:

Ca s9(2)(a) \?)
Subject:

S95E Task Assignment RC2224 Julan Batchelor (Council Comments) \O

Please see an RMA SO5E Task Assignment RC2224 Julian Batchelor for your consideration, &

Context: Far North District Council has contacted DOC requesting comments on a resource c«?g’zpplmtion for
retrospective clearance of indigenous vegetation at 147 Rawhiti Road, Rawhiti. é

Note that the ecological assessment refers to an area of proposed clearance addmg% the retrospective clearance,
The applicant has removed this from the application as per the 592 correspondev.,s the application is purely
retrospective,

The site is located with a Kiwi Present Area. There are no other item on the site on DOC-GIS. The site is located
adjacent to PCL ~ Oke Bay Scenic Reserve. The Cape Brett track alé ns through the property.

The applicant has provided a comprehensive ecological o)@ont which suggests a number of mitigation methods.
The assessment concludes the following: if the mitigati 1\ 1ons recommended above are implemented effectively
there will be a small reduction in the overall amount@b«'tat, but the quality, resilience, diversity and integrity of the
remaining vegetation at the site will be maintai ia'the actions proposed (removing weeds and pests, improving

diversity via planting and reducing edge eff he vegetation removal has not removed the ecological connectivity
across the site because the indigenous vegetation remains connected around the cleared area. The retention of
vegetation around the proposed shed modation site would assist in maintaining ecological connection for all

but the most sedentary of species.&

The offected vegetation is aé:rou — low ecological value and the magnitude of effects at the ecological district level
is very low. On that basi: vel of effects is very low and provided that appropriate mitigations are undertaken (e.g.
imposed as conditio nsent) then the effects on ecological volues would be negligible (i.e. a shift away from
baseline condition ch is barely discernible).

Local con&e link below) has outlined a number of issues with the application, including the suitability of proposed
[

specie lanted, visual amenity effects and cultural effects.

he local context, a task assignment to decide whether to provide comments (and subsequently provide
Q‘ ments) to Council is considered necessary.

The purpose of this task is to decide whether to provide comments on the application, and subsequently provide
comments.



Please check the Task Assignment and if you're satisfied with it, forward it through to your Operations Manager,
Bronwyn Bauer-Hunt.

The council requested comments by 29 June 2021.

Find the full task assignment below if you are unable to access DocCM.

Please provide a summary report to RMA@doc.govt.nz capturing the outcome of this task using the Cover Sheet an\
Decision Support Document Use the reference number given to this task to capture milestones and monitor prog n

the RMA system.
SV

District Office staff are the only team members assigned, please arrange a context meeting amongst vooi es.

Nga mihi C)

RMA

Department of Conservation | Te Papa Atawhai §§

www.doc.govt.nz

—" Deparumcnt of
‘ Conscrvation %
W Mudee . hoerinnd \
\ DOC Ref: RC2224
NG

To:

From: SUVAE)

Date: 22 June 2021 ,Qz\

Task Assignment Counci@%lents: Julian Batchelor
Pa

¥
0 Julian Batchelor

retros; earance of indigenous vegetation at 147 Rawhiti Road, Rawhiti.

Context: Fa;@\ District Council has contacted DOC requesting comments on a resource consent application for

No the ecological assessment refers to an area of proposed clearance additional to the retrospective
nce. The applicant has removed this from the application as per the s92 correspondence, so the application is
rely retrospective,

The site is located with a Kiwi Present Area. There are no other items noted on the site on DOC-GIS. The site is
located adjacent to PCL -~ Oke Bay Scenic Reserve. The Cape Brett track also runs through the property.



The applicant has provided a comprehensive ecological assessment which suggests a number of mitigation
methods. The assessment concludes the following: if the mitigation actions recommended above are implemented
effectively there will be a small reduction in the overall amount of habitat, but the quality, resilience, diversity and
integrity of the remaining vegetation at the site will be maintained via the actions proposed (removing weeds and
pests, improving diversity via planting and reducing edge effects). The vegetation removal has not removed the
ecological connectivity across the site because the indigenous vegetation remains connected around the cleared ared;
The retention of vegetation around the proposed shed and accommodation site would assist in maintaining

ecological connection for all but the most sedentary of species.

The affected vegetation is of moderate - low ecological value and the magnitude of effects at the ecological.district
level is very low. On that basis the level of effects is very low and provided that appropriate mitigations‘aré
undertaken (e.g. imposed as conditions of consent) then the effects on ecological values would behegligible (i.e. a shift

away from baseline conditions which is barely discernible).

Local context (see link below) has outlined a number of issues with the application, incliding the suitability of

proposed species to be planted, visual amenity effects and cultural effects.

Given the local context, a task assignment to decide whether to provide comiments (and subsequently provide

comments) to Council is considered necessary.

Purpose: To decide whether to provide comments on the application, and subsequently provide comments.

Quantity:
e Determine a position on the proposed acfiyity
e Provide the appropriate comments redarding the proposed activity
e Provide summary report to xxx(@xxx.xx capturing nature of discussions, outputs and actions using
the Cover Sheet and Decision Sdppoft Document

Quality:

e Utilise resources provided

e Request changes toresburces if required
Assess and escalate'critical issues

Consider if dis¢ussion is required with iwi/hapu/whanau
Use team process
Ensure putcCeme is appropriately reported and sent to Xxx(@xxx XXXxX.XX

Ensurethat effects on habitats and ecosystems are suitably mitigated
Liaisé with iwi as necessary
Ensure effects on PCL are suitably mitigated

Team Members:
e Community Ranger
e Biodiversity Ranger

Link to draft application/request for comments: DOC-6697560



quested comments by 29 June 2021

cil have re

Timeframe
Coun



Out of scope

o

Sent: Monday, 28 June 2021 1:52 pm

Cc Planning Support

Subject: RE: 2200523-RMALUC - Lot 6, Rawhiti Road, Russell 0272

)

Does DOC have any comments on this application?

Cheers,

- -».:m::fnr)d_sun-\ex sonz |

FesY(2)(a) s9(2)(a) @fndc.govt.nz>

Sent: Tuesday, 22 June 2021 2:19 pm

Kia ora e

Yes, both have been informed as per the attached emgils, ising the iwi contact details Council has at the moment

Kind regards,

Destnict Services, Far North Dty Souncil | 24-hour Contact Centre
s9(2)(a) Ws9(2)(a) tndc govt nz

i LLnk

From: 59(2)(3) w:u
Sent: Tuesday, 22 JungnJ021 12:51 PM

eas9(2)(a) s9(2)(a) @fnde.govt.nz>

Subject: RE: 2200523-RMALUC - Lot 6, Rawhiti Road, Russell 0272

CAUTION: This email originated from outside Far North District Council.
Bo not click links or open attachments unless you recognise the sender and know the content is safe.

-

Thanks for sending this through,
Could you please let me know if this application has been sent to Ngati kuta and Patukeha?

Thanks,



s9(2)(a) fnde.govt.nz> \
Sent: Monday, 21 June 2021 4:00 pm \?~

Subject: 2200523-RMALUC - Lot 6, Rawhiti Road, Russell 0272 \O
Kia ora All, le/

RE: Resource Consent Application RC 2200523-RMALUC. '\g

Please find attached a resource consent application received by Far North District Council. C,}

The application is for a proposal to clear indigenous vegetation in order to create space t@;ﬁun trees.
The application is being processed bySIPAIE) from /QO

Please be aware that the Resource Management Act 1991 requires Council to ;o ine, within 20 working days of an

application being lodged, whether to notify the application. Comments fro sted parties can be crucial to making
that decision.

It is recommended that you contact“ o within five working days of receiving this

email to ensure your feedback is received before a decision is i

Ngd mihi,

s9(2)(a)

A\
N\
O

24-hour Contact Centre 0800 920 020
ndc govi nz

Destnct Services, Far North Distnct Coung

{ 1 COpN ) YN fuxtoly e58 formaly stale
! > f 1S belt
respores ety for oy s Of simia ried with our esnad, or any of
Far North | @- ¢ Kauvhera o I erau Ko Te Hak
Ph.o 09401 ¢ Fax 09400 2937 | Emal gk usERindc ool 2
an A P
‘ aa ML o _FE S

J.~@l‘,'v it errvronmend Helore e

thion - This message and accompanying data may contain information that is confidential or subject to
Q‘legal privilege. If you are not the intended recipient you are notified that any use, dissemination,
distribution or copying of this message or data is prohibited. If you received this email in error, please
notify us immediately and erase all copies of the message and attachments. We apologise for the
inconvenience. Thank you.



Get it done online at your convenience, visit our website - www.fndc.govt.nz

Attention: The information contained in this email (including any attachments) is intended solely for the addressee(s). It is confidential and may be legally
privileged. If you have received this email in error you must not use, copy, disclose or distribute it or any information in it. Please simply notify the sender and
delete or destroy all copies of the email immediately. Unless formally stated, this e-mail and any attachments do not necessarily reflect the views of the Far North
District Council. The Far North District Council accepts no respons bility for any interception of, or changes to, our email after it leaves us. We do not accept
respons bility for any viruses or similar carried with our email, or any effects our email may have on the recipients computer system or network.

Far North District Council | Te Kaunihera o Tai Tokerau Ki Te Raki O
Ph. 09 401 5200 | Fax. 09 401 2137 | Email. ask.us@fndc.govt.nz

Address. Memorial Avenue, Private Bag 752, Ka kohe 0440, New Zealand (L
Please consider the environment before printing this email. Q%

S



Out of scope
From: o
ednesdy

Sent: W, 30 June 2021 8:45 am
Subject: RE: 1 of 2 emails: FW: S95E Task Assignment RC2224 Julian Batchelor (Council Comments)

Thanks.

Ae happy with this.

Nga mihi

B02)(a) [592)(a) [
Sent: Tuesday, 29 June 2021 1:25 pm
To: doc.govt.nz>

Subject: RE: 1 of 2 emails: FW: S95E Task Assignment RC2224 Julian Batchelor (Eo0ncil Comments)

Kia onn

Happy with the following?

[TRs9(2)(a

The site is adjacent DOC reserve, and a well-used DOC walking track goes through the site.

The application details aspiration to enhance ecologicdl valdes, DOC would suggest inter-planting more suitable native
plants within the regenerating manuka/kanuka foresh,

The site will be visible from the road and the DOC raserve and walking track. Visual effects should be considered.
Mana whenua have expressed a range of con€erns regarding the application and DOC would support the views of local
hap( being considered and appropriatelyaddresSsed.

Thanks,

DSD: https://docem. doc.govs Aefercc/faces/weedoc?dID=85139128 dDocName=D0C-6705022

Thanks,

el

AN
e 4
Bls9(2Ka)

Ftom: doc.govt.nz>

Sent: Tuesday, 22 June 2021 4:58 pm

doc.govt.nz>

To.m doc.govt.nz>;
Subject: 1 of 2 emails: FW: S95E Task Assignment RC2224 Julian Batchelor (Council Comments)



From: RMA <RMA@doc.govt.nz>
Sent: Tuesday, 22 June 2021 2:24 pm
CRs9(2)(a) sQ(Z'u’a‘» Ddoc.govt.nz>

doc.govt.nz>
Sub]oct SO5E Task Asssgnmont RC2224 Jul-an Batchelor (Council Comments)

Kia ora - @
Please see an RMA S95E Task Assignment RC2224 Julian Batchelor for your consideration. (b(l/

Context: Far North District Council has contacted DOC requesting comments on a resource consent a p’k@ on for
retrospective clearance of indigenous vegetation at 147 Rawhiti Road, Rawhiti, '{

Note that the ecological assessment refers to an area of proposed clearance additional to rospocttvo clearance,
The applicant has removed this from the application as per the 592 correspondence, s lication is purely

retrospective. ,&\
The site is located with a Kiwi Present Area. There are no other items noted o site on DOC-GIS. The site is located
adjacent to PCL— Oke Bay Scenic Reserve. The Cape Brett track also runs the property.

The assessment concludes the following: if the mitigation acti mmended above are implemented effectively
there will be a small reduction in the overall amount of habitat, but the quality, resilience, diversity and integrity of the
remaining vegetation at the site will be maintained via th proposed (removing weeds and pests, improving
diversity via planting and reducing edge effects). The tion removal has not removed the ecological connectivity
across the site because the indigenous vcgctation@qms connected around the cleared area. The retention of
vegetation around the proposed shed and acc

but the most sedentary of species.

The applicant has provided a comprehensive ecological assossmcn; quutsts a number of mitigation methods.

ation site would assist in maintaining ecological connection for all

The cffected vegetation is of modc,rﬁ\low ecological value and the magnitude of effects at the ecological district level
is very low. On that basis the level of effects is very low and provided that appropriate mitigations are undertaken (e.g.
imposed as conditions of con, n the effects on ecological values would be negligible (i.e. a shift away from
baseline conditions which: ly discernible).

Local context (see link\Below) has outlined a number of issues with the application, including the suitability of proposed
species to be pb visual amenity effects and cultural effects.

Given th context, a task assignment to decide whether to provide comments {and subsequently provide
con@!’ to Council is considered necessary.

urpose of this task is to decide whether to provide comments on the application, and subsequently provide
mments.

Please check the Task Assignment and if you're satisfied with it, forward it through to your SSSIPAIEY)
s9(2)(a)




The council requested comments by 29 June 2021.
Find the full task assignment below if you are unable to access DocCM.

Please provide a summary report to RMA@ doc.govt.nz capturing the outcome of this task using the Cover Sheet and
Decision Support Document. Use the reference number given to this task to capture milestones and monitor progress in \

the RMA system.
\\
O

District Office staff are the only team members assigned, please arrange a context meeting amongst yourselves.

Nga mihi y\

&
e ©
RMA é
Department of Conservation | Te Papa Atawhai O

—— \§
a Conscryation Q.®

T P . dser ud O

To _O\?\’
o R
K

Date: 22 June 2021 O

Task Assignment Council Com?{e%(sﬁlian Batchelor
<

Q/Q‘ Julian Batchelor

Context: Far North l% Council has contacted DOC requesting comments on a resource consent application for
retrospective clea@ f indigenous vegetation at 147 Rawhiti Road, Rawhiti

Note that t@ogical assessment refers to an area of proposed clearance additional to the retrospective
clearan applicant has removed this from the application as per the s92 correspondence, so the application is

pu r@mspectlve.

ite is located with a Kiwi Present Area. There are no other items noted on the site on DOC-GIS. The site is
ated adjacent to PCL ~ Oke Bay Scenic Reserve. The Cape Brett track also runs through the property.

The applicant has provided a comprehensive ecological assessment which suggests a number of mitigation
methods. The assessment concludes the following: If the mitigation actions recommended above are implemented
effectively there will be a small reduction in the overall amount of habitat, but the quality, resilience, diversity and

3



integrity of the remaining vegetation at the site will be maintained via the actions proposed (removing weeds and

pests, improving diversity via planting and reducing edge effects). The vegetation removal has not removed the

ecological connectivity across the site because the indigenous vegetation remains connected around the cleared area.

The retention of vegetation around the proposed shed and accommodation site would assist in maintaining

ecological connection for all but the most sedentary of species.

The affected vegetation is of moderate - low ecological value and the magnitude of effects at the ecological distriet

level is very low. On that basis the level of effects is very low and provided that appropriate mitigations are

undertaken (e.g. imposed as conditions of consent) then the effects on ecological values would be negligible (i.e..a shift

away from baseline conditions which is barely discernible).

Local context (see link below) has outlined a number of issues with the application, including the'suitability of

proposed species to be planted, visual amenity effects and cultural effects.

Given the local context, a task assignment to decide whether to provide comments (and@8subsequently provide

comments) to Council is considered necessary.

Purpose: To decide whether to provide comments on the applicationy@fid subsequently provide comments.

Quantity:
e Determine a position on the proposed activity
e Provide the appropriate comments regarding th&proposed activity
e Provide summary report to xxx(@x capturing nature of discussions, outputs and actions using
the Cover Sheet and Decision Support Dodument

Quality:
e Utilise resources provided
e Request changes to resources.jfréguired

Assess and escalate critical is§ues

Consider if discussion is required with iwi/hapu/whanau

Use team process

Ensure outcome is‘appropriately reported and sent to xxx(@xxx.xxxx.xx

Ensure that effects on habitats and ecosystems are suitably mitigated
e Liaise with iwi&s"necessary
e Ensure efféctslon PCL are suitably mitigated

Team Ménihérs:
o, \Community Ranger
o/ /Biodiversity Ranger

Link to draft application/request for comments: DOC-6697560

Timeframe
Council have requested comments by 29 June 2021.






Out of scope

From: RMA
Sent: Tuesday, 29 June 2021 1:55 pm
Subject: RE: 1 of 2 emails: FW: S95E Task Assignment RC2224 Julian Batchelor (Council Comments)

Kia ora-

Thank you for sending the Decision Support Document to the RMA System,

We have reviewed the document and the task is now marked as complete.

Nga mihi

Department of Conservation | Te Papa Atawhai

www.doc.govt.nz

Dopartument of
Conservation
Vo Pawgns s Sond

Bi-0(2)(2) [59(2)() [t

Sent: Tuesday, 29 June 2021 1:43 pm

To: RMA <RMA@doc.govt.nz>

Subject: FW: 1 of 2 emails: FW: SO5ETask Assignment RC2224 Julian Batchelor (Council Comments)

Hi there,

Please close of this task,
DSD: https: //doceen.do® govt.nz/wee/faces/weedoe?dID=85139128dDocName=DOC-6705022

Thanks,




‘l Conservation

RMA Decision Support Document - Comments on an RMA \?)
Proposal/ Application @

Use this Decision Support Document when asked to provide comments on an RMA q
proposal or application (either to the applicant or to the Council). Please note, detallezi\
explanations in all sections may not always be required. The level of detail should ﬂect
the significance and complexity of the activity you are assessing. C)

v
Details Oé

Decision Maker Bronwyn Bauer-Hunt ,Q

Consenting Authority FNDC

Key Dates \%Q

Application received  21/06/21 ?\/
N\

Task Assignment 22/06/21
assigned \C)

Context Meeting <§
Check-In Meeting @

Document Lln@
Application Q/ DOC-6697560

Task A@ent RC 2224

embers

@Zmunlty Ranger

%Operations Manager

Applicant Julian Batchelor ?\
Application Number  RC2224 Q‘®

Department of

/' Te Papa Atawbai New Zealand Government



each meeting, ask team members assigned a task how long they estimate the time will take to co

ask Register
A team member (decided at the context meeting) is to complete Task Register following the Contex%g:

will be completed by). All tasks must be assigned a due date by the Decision Maker.

Tasks as set by the Decision Maker:

\/

C)&

ing and any Check In meetings. At
e (total time to complete, not when it

A@
Esm -

Timafrnie Time taken
No. | Task description Accountability plete (Bato dus) Date complete | to complete
N L
Undertake an assessment of the proposal to vv 30min 29/06/21 29/06/21
determine the effect on DOC’s interests & \
1 undertake an assessment of the proposal to 30min
determine consistency with DOC’s Q
strategic direction and policies. O
Q o 30min 29/06/21 | 29/06/21
2 Look at effects ,Qz\ w 10min
Draft comments, to FNDC, re g = T 30min 29/06/21 29/06/21
3 DOC's concerns and consis ith s9(2)(a) 30 min
adjacent proposal &
AN

N/
Qf(/




%@ most sedentary of species.

1. Purpose

To make a decision on the comments to be provided to an applicant or council. \O

—2_Context Q-()l/
Community Ranger to complete each section below as required. The initial context'\q
can be taken from Task Assignment, with additional context taken from the &

Context meeting. C)

Description of Proposal Oé

High level description. Can be taken from the task assignment.,(\

consent application for retrospective clearance of indi vegetation at 147 Rawhiti

Road, Rawhiti. Q~

Note that the ecological assessment refers to a of proposed clearance additional

Far North District Council has contacted DOC requestiné Ygﬁlents on a resource

to the retrospective clearance. The applican emoved this from the application as
per the s92 correspondence, so the application’is purely retrospective.

The site is located with a Kiwi Preseg a. There are no other items noted on the site
on DOC-GIS. The site is located a@a} nt to PCL - Oke Bay Scenic Reserve. The Cape

Brett track also runs througthQp operty.

The applicant has provid@ omprehensive ecological assessment which suggests a
number of mitigationmethods. The assessment concludes the following: if the
mitigation actions,r mended above are implemented effectively there will be a
small reduction& overall amount of habitat, but the quality, resilience, diversity and
integrity of emaining vegetation at the site will be maintained via the actions
proposed ving weeds and pests, improving diversity via planting and reducing
edge @s . The vegetation removal has not removed the ecological connectivity
ac e site because the indigenous vegetation remains connected around the
c?ésed area. The retention of vegetation around the proposed shed and

ccommodation site would assist in maintaining ecological connection for all but the

The affected vegetation is of moderate - low ecological value and the magnitude of

effects at the ecological district level is very low. On that basis the level of effects is very

low and provided that appropriate mitigations are undertaken (e.g. imposed as

Department of DOC - XXXXX
Conservation
Te Pafact Afceoeibad Mew fealand Government



conditions of consent) then the effects on ecological values would be negligible (i.e. a

shift away from baseline conditions which is barely discernible).

Local context (see link below) has outlined a number of issues with the application, a

including the suitability of proposed species to be planted, visual amenity effects an%

cultural effects. '\q
Given the local context, a task assignment to decide whether to provide com&lts
(and subsequently provide comments) to Council is considered necessary()

S

%YV
Location/s

\v

147 Rawhiti Rd, Rawhiti

o
QO

Description of relevant values identified i{th&roposal.

Conservation Value/s

Site is adjacent PCL, and has a DOW\T{Q track through the site.

O

&
N

Qcies and Plans

DOC Strategic Priorit@’
Identify any polim ctions of statutory documents that are relevant to this

proposal - for ex from the NZ Coastal Policy Statement, Conservation
Managemen tegies, and Management Plans.
gementSirateg 9

Conseryati ManagementStrategy

[

%@Other DOC approvals Required

Identify any other approvals under DOC legislation, including the Conservation
Act, Wildlife Act, Freshwater Fisheries Regulations. These may be listed in the task
assignment, but there may be additional authorisations required.

Department of
Conservation

Te Pafact Afceoeibad Mew fealand Government
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3. Critical Issues \?)

List the Critical Issues from the Task Assignment, the Context Meeting, and any Check In @

meetings.
=

1. How to ensure hapt engagement is considered Q)
2. How to understand the effects of the retrospective application, in the context ofoth@
and in the landscape \

“ | Department of
. Conservation

Te Pafact Afceoeibad Mew fealand Government



4. Contributions \?)

Each team member must enter their contribution into the appropriate space below. Your O
contributions are to reflect tasks set by the Dectsion Maker, as recorded in the Task \
Register. Add and delete boxes as required. 0

‘m: Site is adjacent DOC track '\q‘U
A

5. Recommendation v

Insert the recommended comments. Comments should consider all availa @ ormation
and contributions made by team members. You may tnclude mulupk& orts for the
Deciston Maker to consider.

LY.
To provide comments to FNDC: @‘
o Q&

The site is adjacent DOC reserve, and a well-usQQC walking track goes through the
site,

The application details aspiration to en;anéecological values, DOC would suggest

inter-planting more suitable native pl ithin the regenerating manuka/kanuka

forest. AN\
The site will be visible from tl@gg)and the DOC reserve and walking track. Visual
effects should be conside

would support the vi f local hapii being considered and appropriately addressed.

T-hanks. Q/Q‘&\z\
&

%((/Q
6. Decision Making

@ Decision maker must complete the Decision section

N/
Q{o

Mana whenua have ex;r a range of concerns regarding the application and DOC

Department of

cl - Conservation

/' Te Papa Atawbai New Zealand Government



Comments and Rational for Decision

Decision Maker to comment on the rationale behind their decision. If there is
nothing contentious this can be brief, but if there are differing views between DOC
staff or there are multiple options available, or the decision made is different from
what is recommended/requested, the rationale for the decision made must be
clearly provided.

C)&

‘?
D
<O

Decision

1. Provide comments to FNDC, highlighting conceQ&g vegetation

choice and mana whenua

, O
s

et
SV

Signed by Bronwyn Bauer-Hunt C)\V

Pou Matarautaki / Operations r, Bay of Islands
[Location of Decision MakeQ
Pursuant to a delegatioprdated g September 2015’

29/06/21 &\2\

Date

i ' Note: A copy of the Instrument of Delegation may be inspected at the Director-General’s office at Conservation Mouse
Whave Koupapo Atowhar, 18 « 32 Manners Street, Wellington €011

| Department of
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