IN THE ENVIRONMENT COURT. ATICKELAND 67(

in the matier of the KMA 1991
and
In the matter of Appeal pursuant to clause 14 of the first schedule of the RMA 1991

Beiween Paul Downie. Kichard Sommerviiie Kvan and Assoclate Appelianis
And

Auckland City Council Respondent,

Notice of persons that wish to be party to proceedings

31.8.00
N\\’\
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To the Kegistrar
HFnvironment Coart Environmen; Cornr
PO Rox 7147 L Aucklang T
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Auckiand

I/ We the O’Shea bothers Mickev and Sean wish to be party to the following
proceedings. ‘ |

1} Downie. Sommerville Ryan, and Great Barrier Island peonle versus Auckland
City Councii. An appeal pursuant to clause 14 of the first scheduie of the
RMA 1001

2} We have made considerable input into previous proceedings on the same
matier

3} We are interested in all the proceedings.

4y We support the relief sought for the reasons set out in the appeal of Downie
and Sommerville Rvan plus associates. :

5) We wish the following statement to be taken as written support for the above
stated appeal.

In summary we seck greater rights and interes(s to be given back to the landowner |
to support the principal of ownership. We oppoese the initiation of Greater Council |
involvement into people’s dav to dayv activities by way of ereater need for consent. f
compliance and council monitoring. The lavers of protective planning

mechanisins placed over private productive land calling for greater council

involvement re land use. In turn this calls for greater use of expensive private

expert consultants. hence the birth of non productive. environmental legislative



AN~ 1009 - AL - 006356

Between Paul Downie, Richard Sommerville Rvan and Associate Appellants
And
sckland City Council Respondent,

At

4} We support the relief sought for the reasons set out in the appeal of Dowaie
and  Semmerville Ryan plus associales,

We wish the following statement (o be (aken as wrilten support {or the above







