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, Gomnunity g:rcluded,:,
I mu;t ioke is*ue wittr Paul nell's
(WDC) response to Bev Wood's
complaint that the Ruakaka areg
includurg One T?ee Pcint and the
Takahlwai,has Leen omitted rron a, eoastal policy review: Quite frcriltty,
his explan;tion does nof confonn tb
the facts.
,, The stnrctufe plan for this area is
no justification for exclusion.
especially w,hen rgaders learn the
utrdemocratie r[arner in whicn it was
Jevise'l filrl cpnf.,rmed b.y ouf
councillors ltnlike the rdst of tlie
Whangarei district we were, :xcludel

, frotrl touFcfl's organised consultativ;:
, .Frocessf Ins.terd,a noffi.esidert , , l

Ce'.:elol,-r offered to furrd a review' 
i:qing his n'v.n 1:lanner lt[ot only was :

lte cor.nmunity as a whole excluded ,

; ,.frompro{iding any inpqt but l, ,, sg{pr:ise,surprise the qeviled plan

., beleiit tltis sa"ne developei. ' . i , .

,. It was rnatlcr of g,rertbor.;ern that
this planner made iio concessions to
the fact thar we are livrne in ai clrang'ng'world ecoitc.ruially', :

! 
, soeially and enviror.mentaili:He ,

studiously ayoidecl the irnpa-ct oi
climate cfiange"

When belatedly, the time came to
allog the Ruakaia community ior comfrren$on this plan, many
individual residents ;ommunity,and

. brrsiness organisaiions took fhi time
*rIlC trculrieln nn.lre s obroissions
rejecting c,r recommending' signifieant amenrlments, Only turo
subm'uters provided detailef suppori
whilst ti.e rerrridring 4u in fav"ii'
wrre fltrolrglous or unable to
f,rovide aCequate reas ^n

Guess what? Orn couneillors chose
to affirm the revrsed plqq! WnifruJ ,

for certa'n, they ha"e no respect for ' "

the democratic proeess. : .

The consuiralion prccess ,vas a
. farce.
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