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FORM 13 

SUBMISSION ON A PUBLICLY OR LIMITED NOTIFIED 
APPLICATION CONCERNING RESOURCE CONSENT 
Section 96 Resource Management Act 1991 
(Rotorua Lakes Council is the operating name of Rotorua District Council) 

To: 
Chief Executive 
Rotorua Lakes Council 
Private Bag RO3029 
ROTORUA 

Name of Submitter: 

[Full Name] 

This is a submission on an application from [name of applicant]: 

for a Resource Consent to [Briefly describe the type of consent, proposed activity, and location of the resource 
consent]:   

at [The location of the resource consent]:  

The specific parts of the application that my submission relates to are [Give Details]: 

My submission is [include whether you support or oppose the specific parts of the application or wish to have 
them amended; and the reasons for your views]: 

I seek the following decision from the consent authority [Give precise details, including the general nature 
of any conditions sought]: 

Michael Brendon Murphy and Delwyn Grace Murphy (Landers) - Taranaki, 
Ngati Ruanui, Te Atiawa

The Tikanga Aroro Charitable Trust ('TACT')

Establish and operate a reintegration facility 

473 Puaiti Road, Ngakuru, Rotorua (Lot 1 DP 585350)

The suitability of the location for the proposed activity applied for.

WE DO NOT SUPPORT THIS APPLICATION for the following reasons:

1. The Waikite Valley Community has absolutely no connection to tikanga Mori so a programme that is supposedly ‘
couched’ in tikanga Mori, would have no support in Waikite Valley at all! How would a reintegration facility 'reintegrate' 
participants in a rural community with no community support?

2. The trust is using a letter of support from Leo Rika, who’s comments have not been endorsed by Ngati Whaoa (they have 
also lodged a submission opposing the application in support of Waikite Valley). So based on this, you would have to 
question the integrity of their other letters of support as well. Not wanting this consent to be ‘publicly notifiable’ also casts 
a few shadows over the honesty and transparency of the Trust. By all accounts, the purchasing of the property was 
conducted under, at best, ‘cloudy’ conditions. If the programme is so couched in tikanga Mori, why are they not welcome 
to be on land owned by their own iwi (knowing how much land they own)? Also, based on that, what makes them think they 
can set up on other land under the guardianship of a different iwi without that iwi’s consent?

3. The location is at least 40 minutes from Rotorua and Taupo so if there was an 'incident', having a good relationship with 
the police won't lessen the time it will take for them to get out to the facility. Because of this, Waikite valley may not be as 
lucky as the Òwhata community and escape any impacts from incidents. 

4. Waikite Valley (Puaiti Road) does not have good cell phone coverage, and we are also prone to power (electricity) cuts 
due to high winds in the area so problems around any ‘incident’ occurring, would be an issue for fast responses. We do 
not think that 40 minutes traveling to essential support is a reasonable traveling distance for this type of facility.

5. The letter of support from the Police states that they regularly visit the facility (where it was) so if it was to set up 40 
minutes from the nearest town, either the number of these visits will reduce or there will be an increase in costs to the 
taxpayer.
Existing relationships with Rotorua Community Corrections, the two Probation Officers dedicated to the programme, 
appointments with health services and government agencies would continue anywhere in the Rotorua district without 
interruption. Being out at Puaiti Road, Waikite Valley, will add a lot more cost to taxpayers due to the distance from Rotorua.

The consent authority needs to DENY this application.
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