.. Commwmnity e;cluded
Imust takeis.ue with Paul Mell’s
(WDC) response to Bev Wood’s -
complaint that the Ruakaka area
including One Tree Pcint, and the -~
- Takahiwai has veer. omitted froma
~.coastal policy review. Quite freaikly, -
his explar..tion does not conform to
the facts. ' ‘
- -The structure plan for this area is
‘no justification for exclusion, .
especially when readers learn the

* undemocratiz marner in which it was

Zevised aad confirmed by our
councillors Unlike the rest of the. .

' ‘Whangarei district we were 2xcluded
-frowm couneil’s organised consnitativ:
process Instead, a non-residert .

deelop:r offered to fuid a review -

* taing his ewn rlanner Not only was

" ti.e community as & whole excluded
. fromproviding any input but
- surprise, surprise the revised plan
- appeared very conveniently, to.

- benefit this sane developer. .-

It was maticr of great cor.ern that
‘this planner made no concessions to -
the fact that we arelivingina -
changing/world ecoic.nically,
- socially and enviroi.mentally. He -
studiously avoided the impact of

. climate change. '

When belatedly, the time came to
alloy the Ruakaka community to
commenton this plan, many
individual residents ;ommunity and -
business organisa*ions took the time

- und trcubie to make subinissions
rejecting ¢ recommending
significant amendments. On'y two
submitters provided detailed <upport .
whilst ti.e remiaining 46 in fav-ur
were aLonymous or unable to
provide adequatereas~n. .

. Guess what? Ow councillors chose
to aftirm the revised plan! What does
that tell us about theru? One thingis
for certan, they ha e no respect for

_the democratic process. =

The consui.ation process wvas a

farce. o - |
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