Proposed Waikato Disgrict:Rlan
""'_‘**""Submrssro rp
- 090CT 2018

DISTRICT COUNCIL ERAE
Te Koniribera oo Tokwna o Walkorta Y ﬁ' )
RMA Form 5 _ Wﬂlkato District Council
To submit electronically please go to: .waikatodistrict.govt.nz/pd

ECM Project: DPRPh5-03

Submission # ...l

Customer # .. 1 513 3

Property#a’@ﬁzl Pl
20247
" 2063

Closing date for submissions: 5pm on Tuesday 9 October 2018

Submitter details: (please note that the (*) are required fields and must be completed)

= */"'_.‘ %,
&Fn-st name . féé:/_‘ Last name™: WEC} / DG/‘?
Organisation: e .
On behalf of: = |

Postal address™:

C{ojllﬁl [’Ulf\ﬂlg SngA )<?JCP0Z

Suburb: /}/}7{_ %)ﬁ/'\‘f// Town/City*: HUC/t

Country: N 2

Postal code*: O A/

Daytime phone: OAl. Mobile:

7= 26 38 O -

PSAL3E

¥ o = .
Email address: }é,a_\ L ?h O A2
LY L

Please tick your preferred method of contact®

@’E/mail D Postal

Correspondence to*

mt;mitter I:] Agent D Both

Trade competition and adverse effects:*

‘:I | could .Dzl’i:ould not

gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.

Note:

If you are a person who could gain an advantage in trade competition through the submission, your right to make
a submission may be limited by clause 6(4) of Part | of Schedule | of the Resource Management Act 1991.

Would you like to present your submission in person at a hearing?

you would not consider a joint case).

[:] Yes D No

|:| | do NOT wish to speak in support of my submission and ask that this submission be fully considered.

If others make a similar submission | will consider presenting a joint case with them at the hearing (do not tick if




Please complete the following for every submission point:

—

' Provision number (e.g. 2:2.4.I.2 P2(a)): A,/

Physical address of the property concerned (if relevant to your submigsion):

(& 7(7’00‘39 /Ql _ m JQ#WLN("J D '} 3 Dﬂ égcyg4
|Doyou: _ : s \.J D(J 62094
[suppore [ Oppose [ Neutral i DFP 62054 .

The decision | would like is:

TR obiadve B l1 ond /23;[(,7 24~ 2
ernd Sl Cassoc iplod.  rules Foliih s 7"0 ;
(NAig ercus : \)'Qﬂ(?/‘l(ctéfm, oref Ma'/‘c '}-S?

My reasons for the above are:

"T;US 6€Gfror\» cﬂD “}19'9 ./) LS Lo reaﬂncéé |
moz uapec %/v as Jj‘e ma 1 or»iu dp {a-o/muneﬂ
‘ILc;eL e

Please return this form no later than 5pm on 9 October 2018 to:

Waikato District CouchGa]Iileo Street, Private Bag 544, Ngaruawahia 3742, or e-mail: districtplan@waidc.govt.nz

< S .
PRIVAC\' ACT rf\ﬁTE: P[e:fsé note that all information provided in your submission will be used to progress the process for
this proposed-district plan, and may be made publicly available.




ICT COUNCIL

Te Eouribera oo Tokmwna o YWakato

RMA Form 5

Proposed Waikato District Plan

Submission form

ECM Project: DPRPh5-03

Customer # ....cooovvennnns

Property #.20/ F21.A

To submit electronically please go to: www.waikatodistrict.govt.nz/pdp

Closing date for submissions: 5pm on Tuesday 9 October 2018

Submitter details: (please note that the (*) are required fields and must be completed)

. &, l,.-----"-_‘
First name™; \,/é?an

Last name*weipq_g

Organisation: =

On behalf of:

R

Postal address®: (0 H0 L\Jlrf.}’é guua‘;n @/

Suburb:

m 1@06!‘1 dl Town/City™*: |
Country: N = Postal code*: |
Daytime phone: e 3Q Mobile: Ol =2 4 3o

! . i
Email address: 3 ?ﬁ’h"’- A

Please tick your preferred method of contact*

EZ Email D Postal

Correspondence to*

@Submitter [:] Agent |:| Both

Trade competition and adverse effects:*

D | could Q/I could not

gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.

Note:

j
|

If you are a person who could gain an advantage in trade competition through the submission, your right to make
a submission may be limited by clause 6(4) of Part | of Schedule | of the Resource Management Act 1991.

Would you like to present your submission in person at a hearing?

[ Ves

[:l I do NOT wish to speak in support of my submission and ask that this submission be fully considered.

If others make a similar submission | will consider presenting a joint case with them at the hearing (do not tick if

you would not consider a joint case).

l:l Yes D Ne




' Please complete the following for every submission point:

Provision number (e.g. 224.1.2 P2(a)): 2957 pla)

nysma address of the pro;a’ty concerned (if relevant to your submission):

Yons o( ny%&ufhﬂ i ,/07’( 3 pﬂ 40054

. Do you:

[:l Support MOppose |:| Neutral

[
' The decision | would like is:

cmenk ffe _23-2.7  pilp) /w aafo/f;\’;; Nés
/,h/aa/aa’y (a) vi 4o read %#{@/mc; erol /wa%na =
//&mk /Q/ mdwenaos Aursery

J -

My reasons for the above are:

v ﬂU/S‘?-fY ’@f !fbprré{m ’ﬁ'e’es 5},{\;,105 /émb efe ié» G
Oﬂ_’o_@ﬂr @LUSE- m[‘ fm—n/ Wt% f=a) S‘MQ’"UF - s A mf//
contebue Ao / i i :

en/ﬂarq'm :W@Mmﬂ,_mﬂ_
CUMLM&&_&L@_&LM&L

Please return this form no later than 5pm on 9 October 2018 to:
Waikato District Council, lileo Street, Private Bag 544, Ngaruawahia 3742, or e-mail: districtplan@waidc.govt.nz

; —— |
PRIVACW: Please note that all information provided in your submission will be used to progress the process for
this propos ct plan, and may be made publicly available.




Submission form
DISTRICT COUNCIL

Te Koumbens oo Trkmeas o Waikato

RMA Form 5

Proposed Waikato District Plan

ECM Project: DPRPh5-03

Customer # ....coivviinnins

Property #JOWR}}

Y 019212 |
v 30247

To submit electronically please go to: www.waikatodistrict.govt.nz/pdp

Closing date for submissions: 5pm on Tuesday 9 October 2018

Submitter details: (blease note that the (*) are required fields and must be completed)

; E & R=rE |
First name /Té;‘t s Last name™ ] REG IDG /7 -|
Organisation: == |
On behalf of: -

Postal address*: C’Iojqﬁ w!f“gp ,gA_E?f‘\ Qf‘/

Email address:* ”JQ;,-, 2‘7‘,—, o 12

Suburb: ”fH, K‘U dﬂ ” Town/City*: /QUC»‘/O&FM i
Country: N =, Postal code™: [04) |
Daytime phone: O’M T 3 é 2R Mobile: ISP NL "7*'—;.';1 636 |

Please tick your preferred method of contact*

I]”gmail D Postal

ndence to*

ubmitter |:| Agent

Corres

[] Both

Trade competition and adverse effects:*

I:I | could IQ/II;:ould not

gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.

Note:

If you are a person who could gain an advantage in trade competition through the submission, your right to make
a submission may be limited by clause 6(4) of Part | of Schedule | of the Resource Management Act 1991.

Would you like to present your submission in person at a hearing?

Yes

you would not consider a joint case).

D Yes D No
L

D I do NOT wish to speak in support of my submission and ask that this submission be fully considered.

If others make a similar submission | will consider presenting a joint case with them at the hearing (do not tick if




Please complete the follnwmg for every submission pomt.

Provision number (e.g. 22.4.1.2 P2(a)): 23 3 7 4 / /16’9}//(\; 30 As

Physica) address of the property concerned (lf relevant to y ur submrsslon)

O Aqons Kt Morgataubici A 3. DF 62084

—_— /
‘Do you: i

[:I Support Déppose D Neutral

(S IASY

— L

— "8
T

| The decision | would Iik‘e is:

merol phl  22-2.7 b sl mfiﬁﬂm;?mL__..
0‘%1 /?D'{:? 'E’f\nrr Vf?aillea_l_% ;}m

ﬁfmmn/ o el o m:?,nﬁam

% | _
//Qzl!? CACLE é}fcgdggwg gé /
el /o ;31D i t/t?lbb/{é e
cetue .mafmjgﬁﬁ,ﬂjm_ _ﬁﬂr\

| My reasons for the above are:

’It) m:n%:nn aru/ @4/730(73, / /

orol_aitfoni _obyectus MM@@L@%

Please return this form no later than 5pm on 9 October 2018 to:
Waikato District Council,_ | 5 Galileo Street, Private Bag 544, Ngaruawahia 3742, or e-mail: districtplan@waide.govt.nz

PRIVACY . Plrise \r?éf:: that all information provided in your submission will be used to progress the process for
this proposed district plan, and may be made publicly available.




VWaikato Proposed Waikato District Plan ECM Project: DPRPhS-03

1
‘ ai i S
Submission form SubREsioiEE

DISTF\IC" "'OUNCIL

maanany gr K =0 YWeizata

|
RMA F 5 Property # QJOF? al2
orm | o151 |

i g 30 34771
To submit electronically please go to: www.waikatodistrict.govt.nz/pdp

Closing date for submissions: 5pm on Tuesday 9 October 2018

Submitter details: (please note that the (*) are required fields and must be completed)

| £ =, = s T ¥ -
| First name™: \} Ocvir Last name™®: ﬂk&”)@ﬁ
: Organisation: —

I On behalf of: =

Postal address™: clo 34{_). l/t)jf\{)@ §Waﬂ @1 )
Suburb_:* Mf %S./((” Town/City™*: /Jf 06{(W
| Country: A= Postal code™: /O‘ﬁtL

T Xr

o) A= W .. L O\ 2Sab 3
léfm = 7 i N2

| Please tick your preferred method of concact®

E/Eﬁail l:[ Postal

| .
Correspondence to*

! mmitter |:| Agent D Both
!

| Trade competition and adverse effects:*

D | could I}ﬁ:ouid not

gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.

Daytime phone:

| Email address:*

Note:

' If you are a person who could gain an advantage in trade competition through the submission, your right to make
- a submission may be limited by clause 6(4) of Part | of Schedule | of the Resource Management Act 1991.

Would you like to present your submission in person at a hearing?

. I:] | do NOT wish to speak in support of my submission and ask that this submission be fully considered.

If others make a similar submission | will consider presenting a joint case with them at the hearing (do not tick if
you would not consider a joint case).

i[’Yes ‘:]No




Please complete the rc-llowmg for every sub mission point:

Provisaon number (e.z. 22.4.1.2 P2(a)):

e /Zu/e. DX 2 D 4.

Pmys cal address of the property concerned (if relzvant to your submission):

Co vou:

[j Support i]/OPPDSE |:| Neutral !
o |

The decision | would like is:

@11&[_“/1,2@ LA BB 4 vzn ﬂbmff é‘a/%wpnés‘ |
29/ ya 2N 7L"QCI‘9 70 ée. mnsﬁocz/é’a/ W(J’/vn |

;VM@%@@@%M
Aorolsagos

My reasons for the above are:

%@:z_z,s..azo M_@d@@ lm;},@@é
Onstrpcten - 15 unrasote. as  lerd such as '!

Ming ot Q_z{fgm_@/_ﬂay_mw

acees. AU%@UD- -
This—rench: =
s Sk

; , wa of S|
23 I’? prred éu % A/hﬁ "

|
1
|
|

Plzasz return this form no later than 5pm on 9 October 2018 to:
Vaikato District Council. | £ Galileo Street, Private Bag 544, Ngaruawahia 3742, or e-mail: districtplan@waidc govt.nz

....................... Date: 677/0_"EKAI

alke your subimission by electronic means)

Pi{i\f& ACT OTM noMat all informaticn provided in your submission will be used to progress the precess fo-
this propo3®d district plan, and may be made publicly available.




Walkato Proposed Waikato District Plan | ECM Project: DPRPh5-03

‘ o B Tl
Submission form | Submission & .............. "
OlaT”\TC- "CU(\C['

i ]

| Customer & ..o

RMA Form § . Property 2240192 ) 3
i 2019342 |
20347 -

To submit electronically please go to: www.waikatodistrict.govt.nz/pdp

Closing date for submissions: 5pm on Tuesday 9 October 2018

Submitter details: (please note that the (¥} are required fields and must be completed)

i R'f_-. 8
First name®= Last name™: S
__“'5 s JCen —7 Re & 1DGA -
Organisation: =
On behalf of: =

n ER C-[ i
| Postal address™ O '__;4‘;; LUAI}? -(my;:,m 2_‘,/
Suburb:: /} )7L /gf)skf{/ g i A UC/": el
Country: [\/ == e i oA

Daytime phone: s > 2L 38 Mobile: 0. 752638

Email address:* }EQA/;) 8';'_’ s N

Please tick your preferred method of contact® !

:—kgnaii D Postal

Correspondence to™

' | ]./Submitter |:| Agent D Both

' Trade competition and adverse effects:*

i___l | could E’rcould not

zain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.

Note:

If you are a person who could gain an advantage in trade competition through the submissizn, your right te make
a submission may be limited by clause 6(4) of Part | of Schedule | of the Resource Managameant Act 1991.

Would you like to present your submission in person at a hearing?
12 Yes
D | do NOT wish o speak in support of my submission and ask that this submission be fully considerad.

If others make a similar submission | will consider presenting a joint case with them at the hearing (do not tick if
you would not consider a joint case).

D Yes D No




Please compiete the ‘cilowing for every su/i:,imission point:

P:owsron number (ez. 22.4.1.2 P2(a)): ///Q A )~ B H

P ysical addrass of the property concerned (if relzvant to your submission):
®) . . X |

ﬂ(v'cms /Qr/ mé?/;?;r}"ﬂwkm /49 g A 5. Y4 6{)05-4_
Co vou: '.

D Support Q Oppose D Neutral |

The decision | would like is:

M /a//él A R I D '7LD /’D)mr‘/’ CPr:rHMwﬁr)(t’; '
P VA 458 ’/‘/crj(ﬁ —/-n énﬂ Yt 8 5/'/1«04"&/ V] _:#uh 5% /VA.S J'

My reasons for the above are:

%Q/LJQ__QQ__MLJ e bworks ;é._/ 0o Tl i
(D/JCJ’(UC--"/»*C-A /. A A /n/‘-e?ﬁ.scnafa/g os  lerol  sych @S .I
Moz ot o Z‘;ffjnf) Lol _has Yo 3 e
e sonl Fo cireas %Mf e ool to

/42 (S feggﬁzs ﬁie /@M L’Sé/e‘sg zé/ <t/ @/Qgﬁ@@& _

ﬂU/ 20525 - 72/5 sule dues oot eashe Wl .

/ﬂmim&ﬁ_a‘LLﬁzuLaf_Aéfw@d /:'u,f /Xo L

Plzasa return this form no later than S5pm on 9 October 2018 to:
Vaikato District. Council. - 2 Galileo Street, Privats Bag 544, Ngaruawahia 3742, or &-mail: districeplan@waide.govi.nz

Bioi —
PAVACY I\'OTE Piz1se note thart all informaricn provided in your submissicr will be used to progress the precass fo-
¢t is Prepbsed diswrict plan. and may be made publicly available.




Waikato Proposed Waikato District Plan

E i] Submission form

DI:TRICT "OUNC!L

: (- fGikata

RMA Form 5

ECM Project: DPRPh5-03

Customer # ..ooevevevennnn.

m
= 1)
=
tt

To submit electronically please go to: www.waikatodistrict.govt.nz/pdp

Closing date for submissions: 5pm on Tuesday 9 October 2018

Submitter details: (please note that the (¥} are required fields and must be completed)

| First name™: <
i | G

Last name* ———

i h
' Organisation: —
—

| [ec .y i
T

| On behalf of:

Postal address™ 01034 A \-'UL‘;,E gwm

Rl

s b Aokl

Town/City™

A ock brol

Postal code™:

Country: N = [O4(
| Daytime phone: OM 79263 Mobile: Ol 752628
| Email address:* ' e & 3:/1 < CO N DL

[ N
| Please tick your preferred method of contact®

m'nail l:l Postal

Correspondence to™

|
i Submitter I:l Agent D Both

| itk 3
| Trade compertition and adverse effects:*

: L—_l | could: E(could not

| gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.
|

Note:

| If you are a person who could gain an advantage in trade competition through the submission, your right to make
a submission may be limited by clause 6(4) of Part | of Schedule | of the Resource Management Act 1991.

Would you like to present your submission in person at a hearing?

[ANes

D | do NOT wish to speak in support of my submission and ask that this submission be fully considered.

If others make a similar submission | will consider presenting a joint case with them at the hearing (do not rick if

. you would not consider a joint case).

jl___[Yes DNO

Property # c?l)a“?’z. [S
| R,



Please complete the T'n!lowing for every submission point:

Prowlsmn number (e.z. 22.4.1.2 P2(a)): dd S 7. ,O, () i

P wysical address of the property concerned (if relzvant to your submission):

Oﬁ(‘?"”“ QG{/ ﬂ%”?dflawl-m a/o'/‘ 5 0P 62654

Co you:

D Support gOppose |:] Neutral

The decision | would like is:

Ctencl 1ol 3322 Py p) by a e
(Vl) 1o raact c:rrr#ﬂlmq ow-{ feﬂoﬂr? /llzr/c Ja
_pd 05 /)q'sw

Jﬁ_Q/\n [8) 7

My reasons for the above are:

ﬁ,_tlufﬁf?t._.L_ e 0US '/7?03 shabs xzfm@é B k- (B
riafp. USe o ool hjj#vn SAP _ONE _or ot XS I
Tt will  contribl o olobn7 the obrédmo > 3t/ |
.nfam:m orcd @n}nncmﬁ; iggﬁ?e_?ams 1700‘:%16:»&.» Ua,ém
ww/dflﬁ
Not -;'rﬁl ol woblel oo
@c_@é@/ e x.-,+ 3 0P 6204

Pleasz return this form ne Iater than 5pm on 9 October 2018 ro:

Waikato District Council, Ga ee-Streer, Private Bag 544, Ngaruawahia 3742, or e-mail: districcplan@waidc.gove.nz
Signed: ......../Teennnn. gs Date: Oalo“‘q-ZOl(P
(A signature |5 not reqL d your subimission by electronic means)

PRIVACY ACT MOTE: Pizase note that all information provided in your submission will be used to progress the process fo-
this proposed district plan, and may be made publicly available.




VWaikato Proposed Waikato District Plan | ECM Project: DPRPh5-03

E l Submission form

DI;TRIC"' COUNCIL

[ 1 o VWaikaia

Customer # ..o oinainn

RMA Form 5 | Property # . R 0Z /A,
| |

To submit electronically please go to: www.waikatodistrict.govt.nz/pdp

Closing date for submissions: 5pm on Tuesday 9 October 2018

Submitter details: (please note that the (*) are required fields and must be completed)

| First name™ c:v/pm Last name*: 3'7-7’ [4\/an

" g
Organisation: <

&&

-

. On behalf of:

| Postal address*: C(\) 34,4) !/UIAI/@ <I/L£V‘\ /JQ/

suburd: = Lokl Town/Ciers ). —Klerd

| Country: N2 Postal code™:

Daytime phone:

OX 2= 21,3 Mobile: 3y TsS2b 3

Email address:*® J&n D 7;/-\ i CO e P

| Please tick your preferred method of contact™

%ai} [:] Postal

| Corr pondence to™®
@éjﬂbmﬂ:ter D Agent D Both

| Trade competition and adverse effects:™®

D | could [Z/I could not

gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.

Note:

If you are a person who could gain an advantage in trade competition through the submission, your right to make
2 submission may be limited by clause 6(4) of Part | of Schedule | of the Resource Management Act [991.

| Would you like to present your submission in person at a hearing?
D | do NOT wish to speak in support of my submission and ask that this submission be fully considered.

If others make a similar submission | will consider presenting a joint case with them at the hearing (do not tick if
| you would not consider a joint case).

i]::]Yes DNO




Please complete the ‘cllowing for every submission point:

Provision number (e.g. 22.4.1.2 P2(a)): ar. D, 7 P 3(q] |

Paysical address of the property concerned (if relavant to your submission): I
o) X-fgng LA mcm%fawk.m ' ,/s‘/ 3 DA é—’@g’4
P =

Co you:

[ 1support [ AOppose  [] Neutral

The decision | would like is:

QM#M@ 2247 p3 A}/ a/{zy/j,f}aj, 80~
/D Vel &DOI')M " - '

My reasons for the above are:

LA/« {égn o ?ﬂ/fq ()NF v OVE S /% bmf/ Coﬂf/);’d;é,

J_IJLMJP_‘LL_J Pty

ipeltve . -

”/Xg A 15 pnneces h?( ot Uaé@mnéé / l

stall #o el Qny ﬂfac//caﬁ éu:AAm ik .
cif last S000m T e 4@9,/04-/ |

Plzase return this form no later than 5pm on 9 October 2018 to:
Waikato District Council. | £ Galileo Screet, Private Bag 544, Ngaruawahia 3742, or e-mail: districcplan@waide.gove.nz

Q ....................... Date: 6‘3/0’?‘){?' ..... i

ake your subinission by electronic means)

P!{IVA&Y ACT UdOT‘E\:%asWhat all informaticn provided in your submission will be used to progress the precess fo-

this pro istrice plan, and may be made publicly available.




Waikato
TN

DISTRICT COUNCIL
To K

« Kouridwem on Tokwoa o YWaikato

Submission

RMA Form 5

Proposed Waikato District Plan

ECM Project: DPRPh5-03

form

Customer # .......

2017212

Property #

To submit electronically please go to: www.waikatodistrict.govt.nz/pdp

Closing date for submissions: 5pm on Tuesday 9 October 2018

Submitter details: (please note that the (*) are required fields and must be completed)

First name* —7 _
\j G

Last name™: 7_7@_’:6;: /DG A

Organisation: =

—_—

On behalf of:

Postal address®;, /0 344 I/J’!ﬂl@ S\w/) ,éyc/(

—

Email address:* jw,, P, 3.;/\ -0 02

_Euburb: Mt /D')_SLI// Town/City*; /j(/’d')é /C;‘f/?él/ —!
Country: N = Postal code™: 104 ) _!
Daytime phone: oA 75 2 423 Mobile: Ol - 75‘)_43 35 _|

Please tick your preferred method of contact®

E’Email [:l Postal

Correspondence to*

Q/Submitter D Agent D Both

Trade competition and adverse effects:*

D | could IE/I could not

gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.

Note:

B

If you are a person who could gain an advantage in trade competition through the submission, your right to make
a submission may be limited by clause 6(4) of Part | of Schedule | of the Resource Management Act 1991.

Q/Yes

]___] I do NOT wish to speak in support of my submission

you would not consider a joint case).

‘@ Yes E‘ No

Would you like to present your submission in person at a hearing?

and ask that this submission be fully considered.

If others make a similar submission | will consider presenting a joint case with them at the hearing (do not tick if




- Please complete the following for every submission point:

! Provision number (e.g. 22.4.1.2 P2(a)): mﬁﬂ 3 ( Iﬂ/aM /D 201921 )

| Physical fjress of the property concerned (if relevant to your submission):

O oS Kl ma’ﬁa‘fawh:r{ — /of ) DP A,QDPA?-

Do you:

D Support @/Oppose |:| Neutral

The decision | would like is:

p;nh jce -Hf?e _c/la 07(’ ﬁmﬁ_}_aa&:gaﬁl-__f;‘.fcz,éaaeé_m__

,[of'; DR b 2A0%4 ‘ILD areas of ﬁ!n[f\ ?;mh'f}y 109!__4?%005

v:zjaiaﬁm_____

i My reasons for the above are:

/li'\e. wrzppedd sea of snp oke o s ot e
Crazssiye s i1 conttuns Gndudes)  opeas af QnmL

SIWE.  ocre '/.JQ/ U u/ sy ;zgécﬁl"! =

Susbinalle r)# ‘-‘%é‘ gricl /: w:j_aai éuc@% %, ﬁ?%ﬁ&a _
Please return this form no later than 5pm %)/n 9 October 2018

Waikato District Coungit;y 75 Galtleo Street, Private Bag 544, Ngaruawahia 3742, or e-mail: districtplan@waidc.govt.nz

2T 7 PR o < ot 2 12 T Date: O 1O AOLR. ...
(A signatup€ i ired i male your submission by electronic means)

N .
| PRIVACY ﬁ}& NOﬂ{ Pieasehot all information provided in your submission will be used to progress the process for |
| this proposed district plan, and may be made publicly available.




VWaikato Proposed Waikato District Plan | ECM Project: DPRPhS-03
" BEME covsnenmsmrns kissnens
E::\ﬂ Submission form ‘

Submission F .o s
DISTRICT COUNCIL

IR RS Customer # ....ceeernennns
RMA Form 5 ' Property # Q3472/
L
L
To submit electronically please go to: www.waikatodistrict.govt.nz/pdp A0AN3

Closing date for submissions: 5pm on Tuesday 9 October 2018

Submitter details: (please note that the (¥} are required fields and must be completed)

: - % _
| First name /j’éﬁf‘\ Last name*®: "'T_—,I_QA’G IDEA -

| Organisation: ) e
{

; On behalf of: —

;P_osnal address*: C{D 34m Wl’u?"@ gbu:?r\ @
Suburb: ‘/n{r %O SLI [) Town/City™: Ang f

{ Country: N2 Postal code*: D4/

Daytime phone: Ol ?§Q-b 3 Q Mabile: Ol -?5163 g-‘

| Email address:*

,e’ah’D raj/""" €O N
J y

: Please tick your preferred method of contact®

@(maii D Postal

| Correspondence to™®

' Submitter D Agent D Both

' Trade competition and adverse effects:*

[Jicoud [ could not

gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.
[

' Note:

If you are a person who could gain an advantage in trade competition through the submission, your right te make
a submission may be limited by clause 6(4) of Part | of Schedule | of the Resource Management Acc 1991.

Would you like to present your submission in person at a hearing?

;Q’ﬁs

l [:l | do NOT wish to speak in support of my submission and ask that this submission be fully considered.

| If others make a similar submission | will consider presenting a joint case with them at the hearing (do not tick if
you would not consider a joint case).

'IDYes [INO




Please compiete the fcllowing for every submission point: i

Provision number (e.z. 22.4.1.2 P2(a)): PZ[” 34 3

Physical address of the property concerned (if refe van('{o your submission):
2
O 47«%6 ,&L m J, 4 Gl S pr 4 o4

Co you:

[:! Support B/Oppase ‘:’ Neutral '

The decision | would like is: . I

ﬁ@d 3 -3 Au/ m:;ﬁwzl' 15 -'/Zp Ve 43 ;
( vu_éﬂgym MM

My reasons for the above are:

_ﬂLS__iQé’_ﬂGSfm 1& i e M\/j 5uém;s:wm q‘v;

celoto s '/’MME_MM/

acd, /rc;i 3 - i_ﬁgkv’mn 74) %@ |
(oashd E-u iwcjﬁ:_él stosic.

o o Ci———
Qa;,a//u a’ﬂﬁfoﬂ/f’cz/' > 9’!//45 0 NES crd oL s

ic‘f\ /m/e /0 poidd |

Pleasa retwrn this form no later than 5pm on 9 October 2018 to:
W aikato District. Couficil. | £ Galileo Street, Private Bag 544, Ngaruawahia 3742, or e-mail: districtplan@waidc.gove

o o \—/
Pi{lV.MOTE: Pizase \rt'ewf‘at all informaticn provided in your submission will be used to progress the process fo-
this proposed districe plan, and may be made publicly available.




Waikato
[N

DISTRICT COUNCIL

Te Kourihern oo Tokwnoa o Wakata

RMA Form 5

Proposed Waikato District Plan

Submission form

ECM Project: DPRPh5-03

Customer # ..covvveeranans

Property # I?5.4-7 i

To submit electronically please go to: www.waikatodistrict.govt.nz/pdp

Closing date for submissions: 5pm on Tuesday 9 October 2018

Submitter details: (please note that the (*) are required fields and must be completed)

: A g *.
First name™: \_/‘-gﬁfr') Last name m }DCTIQ |
Organisation: —_
On behalf of: =

Postal address™; lo 344 W!’\-r '}6 SWaﬁ &

Suburb: m } /y(/ 5/{ ; / / Town/City*: ﬁ L/Cx}(}C?OCL/- |
Country: wl: Postal code*: 104/
Daytime phone: oAl P52 b DK Mobile: O 75_)_6 38 J

. ok S e -
Email address: fébr\ 2 g Cosp ==

‘-

Please tick your preferred method of contact*

mrﬁmail D Postal

Correspondence to*

E}S/ubmitter [:l Agent D Both

Trade competition and adverse effects:*

[:l | could m/l could not

gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.

Note:

If you are a person who could gain an advantage in trade competition through the submission, your right to make
a submission may be limited by clause 6(4) of Part | of Schedule | of the Resource Management Act 1991.

Would you like to present your submission in person at a hearing?

Q’Yes

D | do NOT wish to speak in support of my submission and ask that this submission be fully considered.

If others make a similar submission | will consider presenting a joint case with them at the hearing (do not tick if |

you would not consider a joint case).

[:l Yes [:] No

ki




Please complete the following for every submission point:

Provision number (eg. 22.4.1.2 P2(a)): 2 R ‘9( L%

Physical address ofl;h@property concerned (|f relevant to ypur submission):

O Awns ma/j;;bu,! rs 4. D 2054

Do you:

DSupport B/Oppos'e |:| Neutral

[ .
| The decision | would like is:

i My reasons for the above are:

f’/') ﬂvf'ﬁgmy 'Q/ t/‘d?g:ags jCcES ﬁéz g}zpns ete 16 o

fopl W;Mﬂn ‘3/1/@ ONE Of ¢ o8 t’_f o..uf

P Jn obja -rug_-tée._aé@:LLaf_.Ll_m:ﬁz’cmg_

Qad._enoreir bldm_‘éf__m[‘fﬁ

Please return this form no later than 5pm on 9 October 2018 to:
Waikato District Co 5 Galileo Streer, Private Bag 544, Ngaruawahia 3742, or e-mail: districeplan@waidc. govt.nz
A

PRN&Q_Y/KCT NOTE: Please note that all information provided in your submission will be used to progress the process for ;
this proposed district plan, and may be made publicly available. |




Waikato Proposed Waikato District Plan ECM Project: DPRPh5-03

‘ BEM v
E—_\D] Submission form Submission # .......... PN
DISTRICT COUNCIL

T Eoueben oo Toekiwoa o Waikota

Customer # ....coooivviine

RMA Form 5 Property # .c2lIT/ AL R

To submit electronically please go to: www.waikatodistrict.govt.nz/pdp

Closing date for submissions: 5pm on Tuesday 9 October 2018

Submitter details: (please note that the (*) are required fields and must be completed)

First name*: /J_&gﬂ Last name™: H.}—-‘FRIEG / Dgﬁ _I—|
Organisation: — ‘
On behalf of: — l
Posal addrest®t 0 340 Wl Guen, KU

Suburb: m+ /é) O‘>J<f )) Town/City™: A U gk{C"‘CZ =
Country: AN > Postal code*: 104/

PDArme Phomel e wes a3 bl oal ASA63€

. .* - -
Email address: Jeaf\ =3 gir - COA
L

Please tick your preferred method of contact*®

Email [_] Postal

B SESNNS S

Correspondence to* i |

Q/Submitter D Agent I:] Both

Trade competition and adverse effects:*

[:I | could Q"I could not

gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.

Note:

If you are a person who could gain an advantage in trade competition through the submission, your right to make
a submission may be limited by clause 6(4) of Part | of Schedule | of the Resource Management Act 1991.

Would you like to present your submission in person at a hearing?

[ Yes |

[:] | do NOT wish to speak in support of my submission and ask that this submission be fully considered. |

If others make a similar submission | will consider presenting a joint case with them at the hearing (do not tick if
you would not consider a joint case).

I:l Yes D No




L‘Please complete the following for every submission point:

Provision number (eg. 22.4.12P2)):  ,, 3.3

' Physical address of the property concerned (if relevant to your submission):

0 Ayors R r%jgfawk.ﬂ Aot 3 pp £2084.

Do you:

‘ |::| Support @/Oppose I::l Neutral

’7The decision | would Iike is:

C?/??é’/wf KU}Q AR 33 A ,//'e)mﬂ' n«/me//ffvs argd
QC’C‘PﬁS,-”V /QUIIQI’*”Q( W?’%!ﬂ /Uaigjfa/ 7&7’/{}»‘?6 m,( ""”‘M@‘

"ﬁfmataz:?ae,

=
‘ My reasons for the above are:

%e /é-zmméma;i /rj/ et~ /9(,& Ia/ 7}\ Aat/a. [e50../682.

C(mcen‘f /5 w,’é‘amUe‘Jas 7 , Qde(é?pgﬁ@-?/_

(O"af— 5 me _:n dé:.pjcpﬂ:f/r m\/ Ksn&

Please return this form no later than 5pm on 9 October 2018 to:
Waikato Dis:ri/cp-mﬁ:‘i[. |5 Galileo Street, Private Bag 544, Ngaruawahia 3742, or e-mail: districcplan@waidc.govt.nz

(A(&lgnature

= — |
PIWACY ACT NOTE: Please note that all information provided in your submission will be used to progress the process for |
this proposed district plan, and may be made publicly available. '




VVaikato Proposed Waikato District Plan : ECM Project: DPRPhS-03

‘i] D ECM# e,
Eh*-) Submission form RECEIVED | Submission # .......... ... .
DISTRICT COUNCIL |

sadfand g Teisnst o Wakara | ‘Customer # ..

RMA Form 5 [] g UCT zma ]I Proper:y #. 5\'!0/95 /-)
I ODI23 )3
Waikato District Council !

To submit electronically please go to: www.waikatodistrict.govt.nz/pdp 3034 7)

Closing date for submissions: 5pm on Tuesday 9 October 2018

Submitter details: (please note that the (*) are required fields and must be completed)
e ————

e
. First name™: \}3&-‘/’\! Last name*® } &c /DC:; 7

"

| Organisation:

a—

On behalf of:

:OSE3| address™: clo 34‘4 'A]L\l}e_ ngm Qa(
Suburb: I%?L I/DS/L-'// Town/City™: )4 £ oj(W

| Country: N 2 Postal code*: 104/
. Mobile:

Daytime phone:

DM > =263& Ol P23

Email address:*

\JC?aﬂQ “7.‘--—5. £o - N2

Please tick your preferred method of contact®

B/Emaii D Postal

| Correspondence to™*

Submitter D Agent |:| Both

| Trade competition and adverse effects:*

:. L—_l | could E/rcould not

| gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.

Note:

If you are a person who could gain an advantage in trade compectition through the submissicn, your right to make
a submission may be limited by clause 6(4) of Part | of Schedule | of the Resource Managament Act 1991.

| Would you like to present your submission in person at a hearing?

s

' D | do NOT wish to speak in support of my submission and ask that this submission be fully considered.

| If others make a similar submission | will consider presenting a joint case with them at the hearing (do not tick if
you would not consider a joint case).

?DYes DNO

pgkv’?ﬂ /x.“fé,, f({i{ecﬁ)r / Lvl/\'ﬂ{é é’()a/o/ wovlkl ée, :
Giced Ay /’ébrwjj, Hhospolh g




Piease complete the ‘cllowing for every submission point:

= e N = 77) \
Provision number (e.z. 22.4.1.2 P2(a)): I)S‘}'f it (%2,-, C //(ofOSMJ

@, 7lat=" iy

Physical address of the property ¢ rned (if relzvant to your‘submission}é?é,/ 3 ) P &\- O&8 4+
Wz*r'j erfemob 25t DP 6H057

PP_baok4,

£ i
Fa (R A
Co vou:

[ ]Support [ 4 Oppose [ ] Neutral

The decision | would like is:

' SU ‘00 S C00 5 10le/ o %a//— =/ %é’s’& '4) <

ot be ionclvcled 15 Jé@ /7/51‘/1&7{ //é,,-,

1 f] t
as - _SN/AS NS  of ONFS

My reasons for the above are:

m*L/_.G‘*cZ_ao/ :

91 [T NS R S

Pleasa return this form no later than 5pm on 9 October 2018 to:
Vaikato District Cgaincil, | £ Galileo Street, Private Bag 544, Ngaruawahia 3742, or e-mail: districcplan@waide.gove.nz

this proposed district pian, and may be made publicly available.




Proposed District Plan: Waikato District Council.
Feedback due 09-10-2018
To whom it may concern.

Attached please find other submission forms (which | hope will not be required
after you have given serious consideration to this request for not including my
properties under Outstand Natural Features, Outstanding Natural Landscapes
and Significant Natural Area)

Property numbers: 2019212, 2019213 and 303471. 0 Lyons Road
Mangatawhiri.

| understand that when the hearings are heard that there is limited time to
produce all evidence, therefore | have enclosed various articles relating to my
submissions.

1. The Waipoua Argument: Letters to the NZ Herald, Rudolf Hohneck aka Ron
Hohneck.

2. Tane’s Tree Trust, Newsletter No.2 November 2002.Guest Editorial, by
Lindsay Poole.

3. Paper presented to. The Seventh Conference of the Australian Forest History
Society Christchurch, 29 Jan — 2 Feb 2007. The Legacy of Rudolf Hohneck “A
Lover of Trees: A Forester Unique” by lan Barton.

4. A small page from another article by lan Barton.

5. A few small poems written by my late mother Ina Trump aka Ina Johnson,
nee Hohneck.

Q-Oblf'ua*’y-‘ MR R /'/c/'?n?ok

My father and grandmother were both forest rangers in the Waitakere and
Hunua Ranges, so you can see our family’s connection and love of our
Indigenous Forests goes back many years and still continues today.

These properties are my only assets and | am being heavily penalised both
monetary and mentally. My only income is the NZ Super Fund; | do not even
own a house to live in and am not entitled to other help as these are



considered “other assets”. | am forced to come and go between friends and go
bush to do minimal maintenance on my properties.

Regards

Jean Tregidga

Email: jean@gin.co.nz

Ph 021 752638
C/0 34a White Swan Road
Mt Roskill

Auckland 1041

Refer attachments.



| am not against all SNA’S etc as most are small and on working pasture farms.

My properties are unique; they were set up in the 1920’s as a sustainable
source of native timber. Native trees do not have a short growing period: 70-
100 years minimum before any milling can take place. There has been no
felling of native timber since the 1960’s.

The decision | would like is;

That “Outstanding Natural Features Added” “Outstanding Natural Landscapes
Added” and “Significant Natural Area Added” be removed from all of these
titles.

My reasons for the above are;

These properties were purchased by my late grandfather in the 1920’s and the
blocks 2019212 and 303471 were mainly covered in tea tree. The block
2019213 was cutover indigenous forest. He climbed trees for seed and
scattered them amongst the tea tree. In those days there were no plantation
forests as we now know them. Your proposed plan does not recognise any
forestry other then afforestation and forestry. He was a dedicated forester
and was the first person in NZ to actively manage his native bush and was also
the first person to be recognised as a forest farmer by the IRD. Other blocks of
land owned by neighbours were cleared for pasture and have had valuable
monetary returns. My family and | have had no monetary returns for over 50
years. We have had to pay for rates, insurance, pest control and other
expenses for maintenance etc.

INDIGENOUS FORESTRY on PRIVATE LAND.

Felling of native species on privately owned land are covered by numerous
Acts of Parliament and strictly controlled by MPI. | have not previously applied
for any of the four ways of managing my properties. | understand SFM PLANS
AND PERMITS, PERSONAL USE and OTHER MILLING STATEMENTS are available.

OTHER MILLING STATEMENTS can be issued for milling indigenous timber such
as windblown trees, naturally dead trees and trees removed for the
CONSTRUCTION OR MAINT¥ENANCE of an accessway from areas not subject to
a registered Plan or Permit. The proposed plan does not cover this.



o Tree Tt

Native Trees for the Future

Newsletter No. 2, November 2002

GUEST EDITORIAL
REFLECTIONS OF A FOREST GIANT

Lindsay Poole C.B.E. can quite rightly be referred to as “the grand old man” of New Zealand forestry. What's more, at the age of 94
his opinions are still as accurate and trenchant as ever. Born in 1908 on the East Coast of the North Island Lindsay obtained his
forestry degree from the now defunct Auckland University School of Forestry. With the depression looming he spent the next 6
years as a “labourer” in the Forest Service which included having to manage a nursery in Kaingaroa and shooting deer in the
Ureweras. Joining the Botany Division of DSIR in 1937 it was only a few years before he found himself overseas with the 15"
Forestry Company. For most of the next 6 years he was Scientific Liaison Officer with the DSIR in London doing work relafing to
forestry and agriculture in Britain and Germany. Returning in 1946 he attended Victoria University where began his lifelong study of
beech. By 1949 he was Director of the Botany Division of DSIR, moving back to the Forest Service as Assistant Director in 1951.
From 1961 to 1971 he was Director General of the Forest Service and upon retirement, Chairman of the Soil Conservation and
Rivers Control Council until his second retirement in 1978. Since then golf, gardening and writing have kept him occupied.

| write these notes with a pen, the body of which, is
fashioned out of kauri wood. And | have just read
“Sustainable management of New Zealand's indigenous
forests: the sorry record of government mismanagement”,
by lan Barton in the Proceedings of the Launch of Tane's
Tree Trust —held at Waharau Regional Park on 8
September 2001.

In another paper in the Proceedings, Maggie Lawton spelt
out clearly the “Vision and Objectives” of the Trust. Many
important matters are dealt with. In my experience two
stand out clearly. First, education of the wider community
so that the place of indigenous forestry is better
understood and, secondly, the pressing need fo resolve
the legal and political obstacles serving as disincentive to
the planting of indigenous trees.

While attending the Probus Rendezvous 2002 in Auckland,
lan Barton took my wife and | to see kauri investigation
work he is involved with in the Hunua Ranges, South
Auckland. The day was of very great interest to me
because of the investigations being carried out and
because it was in this area 70 years ago, while studying for
the forestry degree at Auckland University, we used to visit
a kauri forest area owned by Rudolf Hohneck. He was
busy converting cutover forest, still containing much kauri
regeneration, occasional very old kauri trees, tanekaha
and other species that could be used, into a sustainable
forest. So here was the beginning of actual sustainable
kauri management.

With this example and extensive cut-over areas of kauri
forest throughout the north of the North Island it was
inevitable that the newly formed Forest Service became
engaged in the investigations that would lead to
sustainable yield kauri management. Specialist officers
were appointed to investigate the whole potential. Kauri
tree seedlings were raised in quantity and cut-over forest
was experimented with, in places on a large scale.

BOOKS BY LINDSAY POOLE

Tomorrows Trees

Then came the obliteration of the Forest Service, in the 1980's
and 90's, and with it kauri investigations by the government
ceased. Potential sustainable-yielding kauri forest can now
only be seen in untouchable reserves. In fact the Government
that sold the State Plantation cutting rights (Sale of the
Century), specifically omitting management practices,
compie‘ily undermined the matter of sustainable yields.

This has)been a great long term loss to New Zealand as a
whole. Unfortunately it has been repeated in the wonderful
glacial-terrace uneven aged rimu forests of the West Coast.
Several times schemes were submitted to Governments for
the sustained yield, permanent management of these forests
but there has never been permanent acceptance of them. The
remains of what could have been continuing, sustainable
wealth to the West Coast, and a continuing attraction to
travellers are now bogs.

The same political manipulation of casting aside the potential
for sustainable yield in Southern Beech (Nothofagus) forests is
underway. The remaining beech forests are extensive-mainly
in the South Island- and they are being little cut because the
‘hardwood’ they yield is not in demand like the ‘softwood’
yielded by conifers. However in time their wood will be sought
in quantity, partly for power as populations expand and put
increasing pressure on power sources.

Southern beeches, with three to four years between flowering
—followed by tremendous seeding, are easy forests to manage
for sustained yields but, as with kauri and rimu, they get no-
where with stop-go planning. What we must not have, under
any circumstances, is clearfelling without regeneration and
sustainability of production —and some governments could
plan this given an urgent need for wood supplies. And this
world-wide demand will come sooner or later.

New Zealand urgently needs the spread and basic thrust of

the concepts of Tane's Tree Trust.

Lindsay Poole

L Poole & J Johns Caxton Press. 1992. An illustrated history of New Zealand forestry

Trees, Timber & Tranquility L Poole. Monigatti Publishing. 1998 An aufobiogrphy with comments on forestry



Paper presented to the Seventh Conference of the Australian Forest
History Society; Christchurch, 29 Jan to 2 Feb. 2007

THE LEGACY OF RUDOLF HOHNECK
“A LOVER OF TREES: A FORESTER UNIQUE" '

Abstract:

Born in California, Rudolph Hohneck came to New Zealand as a five year old in 1899. His early
working life was spent gum-digging and climbing for kauri gum but he soon became involved in
timber milling. In 1926 he began purchasing areas of cutover forest on the southern edge if the
Hunua Ranges and over the next 30 years developed this into a productive forest.

Using Sir David Hutc hins 1919 report —"New Zealand Foresiry; Part 1: Kauri forests and forests
of the North” as his guide he developed a selection sy stem of managing the regenerating forest.
His methods were much further ahead than New Zealand practice at the time where, contrary to
the advice of professionals like Hutchins, the indigenous forests were largely ignored in favour of
developing exolic monocultures.

In the late 1940's he fook part in the debate on the future of the Waipoua kauri forest and his
methods of management were outlined in a series of some 20 letters published by Auckland
newspapers.

Rudolph Hohneck was the first forest land owner to see the real potential of New Zealand's
indigenous forests and, although lacking any formal forestry education, he developed a
management system which today falls squarely under the umbrella of Continuou s Cover forestry.
His legacy is only now coming to be recognized.

One of New Zealand forestry's least known but most colourful forestry characters
was Rudolf Hohneck. But he was more than this, for he was the first person in
this country to practice what we now call Continuous Cover Forestry. He was not
a trained forester, but self taught, as in his earlier years he observed the forest
while digging and later climbing for the valuable kauri gum and operating small
sawmills. To aid him in his endeavours to make a living from the piece of cutover
kauri forest that he later acquired, he had but one book; David Hutchin's “New
Zealand Forestry. Part 1" 2 This he was wont to refer to as his bible.

Rudolf’s origins were German. His paternal grandfather was a portrait painter in
the city of Dresden and his father Ernest, reputedly joined the German navy, later
deserting and migrating to San Francisco where he settled down for a time and
married Minnie, a local German girl. It was here that Rudolf, their third child, was
born in 1894. Soon after this wanderlust struck again and Ernest left his young
family and returned to sea. Minnie, eventually discovering that he was in New
Zealand, came here with the children in 1899, after which two more children were
born. The family first settled in Whangamomona in inland Taranaki, later moving
to Hunterville. About 1905 and after the death of Minnie, Ernest moved his family



to Northland where he farmed on various propetties just north of Whangarei.® In
common with his brothers and sisters Rudolf probably received only 2 or 3 years
education but obviously made good use of this as he wrote fluently and had good
faculty for numerical work.

Beginning work as a gum digger in the Kamo area about 1914, Rudolf, with his
older brother Adolph had graduated to gum climbing within a few years. They
would work in areas soon to be logged, climbing the trees and removing the gum
from branch crutches in the crowns of trees. In areas where the kauri were very
dense it was usual for them not to return to ground after removing the gum from
one tree, but to use their climbing gear to swing over into the next tree. Rudolf
ceased climbing in the early 1920’s and turned his attention to logging and
sawmilling. In 1923 he became a naturalized New Zealander and in 1926 bought
a block of cutover kauri forest at Mangatawhiri in the southern Hunua Ranges,
south-east of Auckland.* Adding to this by buying adjacent blocks he had
acquired 359 hectares by 1945. Over the years, but more particularly from the
mid 1940's, Rudolf managed his forest by applying the principles he learnt from
reading Hutchins while at the same time developing his own approach. (Figure [1)

Until the end of the Second World War he appears to have extracted and sawn
timber from his own forest as well as logging and sawing timber for others in the
district. However, as time went on he did less outside work and began to
concentrate more on his own property. He was not only trying to implement a
new concept in forest management but was also working in isolation, outside of
the forestry circles of the day, and so would have lived and died a relative
unknown had it not been for the Waipoua controversy.

By the end of the First World War Waipoua forest, in the far north, contained one
of the few large remaining blocks of mature kauri left in the country. This was due
in part to its relative isolation and the fact that it grew in an area of high rainfall
which made it less vulnerable to the fires of gum-diggers. In 1920 a student at
Auckland University, William McGregor, obtained a contract with the fledgling
State Forest Service to investigate the ecology of northern forests and their
potential for management to produce kauri timber on a sustainable basis. He did
seasonal work for several years in the forest and produced a few interim reports
but not a final one because he fell out with the Forest Service when they wanted
to reduce the period and value of his contract. What McGregor did do however
was to form the opinion that Waipoua should not be milled but, because it was
the last forest of its kind on earth, be retained as a National Park. W.R. (Barney)
McGregor, who in 1933 became head of the Zoology Department at Auckland
University, was from the mid 1940’s the most prominent of those fighting to retain
Waipoua Forest in its natural state.®

Because many people in influential positions, were also of a similar opinion,
Waipoua gradually became the focus of New Zealand’s first major environmental
debate. This had initially begun 20 years earlier when the Government of the

| comment [11]: PhotoRH |




day, led by the Prime Minister Gordon Coates on the northern boundary of
whose constituency Waipoua lay, decided to put a road through the forest to give
access to the farming lands between the forest and the Hokianga Harbour.
Between 1924 and 1928 the debate went on but event ually the road was built
right through the forest. There is no evidence to suggest that Rudolf took part in
these earlier discussions but he certainly would have been aware of them.
Waipoua then became a quiet backwater once more until the Second World War,
when timber began to be removed for essential war purposes. There was but
muted opposition to this but when the war ended and the removal of timber,
mainly dead and dying trees continued the dispute over the future of the forest
began in earnest.

By 1944 Rudolf had been observing kauri forests for 30 years and managing his
own forest to produce timber for almost 20 years. He had already learnt a great
deal and the debate on Waipoua, which began in the latter part of 1944, stirred
his enthusiasm to write to the newspapers in defence of the Forest Service and
to put forward his own experience and ideas as a counter to the largely emotional
but well meaning outpouring of letters, articles and editorials which appeared in
the daily press between 1944 and 1952.

The main debate occurred between 1944 and 1948 when letters which relate to
the Waipoua controversy appeared in the New Zealand newspapers. Those seen
so far total 135 and there are known to be many more. In addition there were at
least 50 editorials and 240 articles on the subject. So far material has been found
in 27 newspapers and periodicals from Northland to Otago. Of the letters seen
67% opposed management of the forest for timber production, 25% supported
and 8% were neutral. Rudolf Hohneck, writing 20 of the supporting letters was
the most active pro management L-;U]:)por'ter.6

Rudolf had a few sup?orlers in the great letter writing deb ate. One of these was
H N Kitchingman of Erua and later New Plymouth. Like Rudolf he was self taught
in forest botany and ecology and wrote cogently about the issue. In 1944 he
commended Rudolf stating that he was “...to be highly commended on the lucid
manner in which he has dealt with the subject of forest regeneration.” " However
those opposed to management of the forest usually had a different perspective.
“Old Bushman”, who claimed to have studied New Zealand bush for nearly 70
years and also destroyed his share of it, criticized Rudolf's advocacy of thinning
as a means of encouraging regeneration and asked the question, “What thinning
was done to the splendid forests that flourished for untold centuries in New
Zealand and which we destroyed in 100 years?"®

These two approaches, evident very early in the debate, epitomised the whole
issue. In their own ways both sides of the argument were correct; it is possible to
manage New Zealand’s natural forests but they will then not be the same as the
forest which is left to grow with no intervention by man. Those advocating the
retention of Waipoua as a primeval forest early recognized this as their strong



point and their arguments consistently followed the approach that Waipoua was
the last of the mature kauri forests and must be protected in its entirety. The
Forest Service and their supporters did not see a place for such forests,
continuing to insist that they could manage the mature kauri forests and even
going so far as to state that there was no value in them being locked up as “tree
cemeteries”.’ McGregor, continually attacking this approach, was more effective
in rallying public support. He did not waver from this tactic and never seemed to
debate the issues with those who were writing letters and editorials, preferring to
preach his message from the high moral ground.

An important feature largely absent from the debate was a lucid discussion on
the ecology of the forest, although it was touched upon indirectly by Professor
Chapman and one of his staff in the Botany Department of Auckland University,
Dr L Milliner.™ This is somewhat surprising since the concept of ecology had
been around since the late 1880's and the study of ecosystems had begun with
Tansley'' in 1935. As well Leonard Cockayne had touched on the subject as
early as 1910 in his book “New Zealand Plants and their Story".12 What was quite
obvious was that Rudolf, although he wrote about ecological matters, was for the
most part ignorant of the ecological processes taking place in the forest and was
very Victorian in his thinking; taking the approach that man must organize nature.
In one of his early letters he wrote:

The idle bush is an unorganized society of living plants and living creatures,
Creatures like deer and grubs are forest enemies. Man is the necessary
policeman. Among the living plants courts of justice are needed. Man is the
necessary judge. The king kauri is often a cruel tyrant. With rotten heart ad
seedless head he will cling to office for a thousand years and crush back the
forest children. The headman's axe is needed there. Many plants and frees
work like busy bees and their work is good to see. Many are drones and
should be cast without."

His opinion, that there was no value in unmanaged forest, was strongly
challenged by many who wrote letters in support of Waipoua being left in its
virgin state, asking the obvious question, “How then has Waipoua maintained
itself for thousands of years”. 1

Despite his lack of ecological knowledge Rudolf had, during many years working
in the forest, absorbed the lessons of the forest; he came to understand how the
regenerative process worked and this became the key to his success. However
to him regeneration had two meanings, the dominant and earlier of which was
the physical application of silvicultural techniques to restore a forest from a
degraded condition. Only later did he come to realize that regeneration is an
ecological process involving aspects such as natural disturbance of the canopy
and forest floor which increases light, so allowing seed to germinate and
seedlings to grow.



Rudolf's early view of the northern forests was that outlined in the quotation
above. This view did not just apply to the cutover forest he was managing at
Mangatawhiri but also to forests like Waipoua, which was not just a mature to
over-mature forest of dense kauri but also contained large areas of other forest
types and scrubland; in his opinion less then 5% of the forest was stocked with
kauri, much of which was hollow and badly crowded. What he never appeared to
realize however was that there are important differences between the ecology
and regenerative processes of the mature kauri forest in parts of Waipoua and
young forests regenerating through a tea tree nurse or a newly cutover forest
similar to much of his own. This meant that the arguments he applied to the
Waipoua debate were those he was learning at Mangatawhiri and, as we now
know, may not have been applicable at Waipoua. And the seeming lack of
knowledge of kauri forest ecology at the time meant that none of the university
trained people contributing to the debate —Chapman, Milliner, McGregor etc-
never appear to have commented on this issue."

In his letters Rudolf explained the regenerative processes he was applying at
Mangatawhiri. He had observed very early on that nature tends to work in
patches; areas of productive timber trees being scattered amongst those with
little or no value. To extend these areas of productive forest he began to remove
rotten and unproductive trees and felled some of the larger trees for timber as
well as thinning out smaller trees to give those remaining more space. Trees
identified as good seed producers were left. The overall aim was to get sunlight

to the tops of the smaller trees and seedlings and to give these space to develop.

litter to provide a good seed bed, attempting always to encourage the
establishment of seedlings on non-productive areas. Where seedlings became
too dense he would dig up and replant some in places where there were none.
Once seedlings were well established in an area, the seed trees could be
removed for timber. He also recognized the importance of nurse plants in the
regeneration process stating that, “Our best fellow worker in the bush is pretty
little tea tree, gentle nursemaid to seedling kings.” In essence his philosophy
was that disturbance, thinning and the removal of large trees benefits the forest;
for the remaining trees grow faster and regeneration is more abundant.®

It is not known whether Rudolf ever kept written records relating to tree growth
and if he did these have not been located. He did however know that mature
untended kauri forests have no annual increment, that growth of larger trees is
very slow and that small kauris in the shade were little better than broom-sticks
after 100 years. Management however improves growth rate with all trees
growing faster as do the smaller shrubs, ferns and mosses. He worked on the
basis that every hectare of forest should carry several thousand seedlings but by
the time these had reached the size of large poles there would be space for only
500, and as trees of 75 cm diameter only 250. When saplings were given full
access to light and space he found height growth to be some 60 to 90 cm
annually with diameter increments about 6.3 mm. Larger poles had diameter
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increments of over one cm. '’ These growth rates are quite possible but to
achieve them he would have thinned quite heavily in the early stages.

In one of his earlier letters he advocated managing forests on the strip system
but there is no clear evidence that he actually did this and it is possible that he
was simply repeating something he had read in a forestry text. (Note that
although Hutchins mentions strip felling he does not go into the detail given by
Rudolf.) However the text of the letter is worth reproducing because of the clarity
with which he outlined the system.

For a ten year programme any patch of bush is divided into 10 strips, each
one a chain wide. Strip No. 2 is attended to in the first year. Trees dead,
hollow or over crowded are carefully removed. The timber and wood
salvaged pays improvement costs. Sufficient young trees are left correctly
spaced. The wild bush on either side casts seed on a good bed. That season
may see this strip nearly stocked with young and seedling trees. To fill empty
spaces crowded seedlings are dug out and reset. Thus we affect a wonderful
and costless change. Gone are the deer that ravaged the bush unseen.
Gone are the rotten wood homes of the grubs that kill, on autumn days, the
green beech trees, so weakened with their crop of flower and seed.

Strip No.4 is put in order the second year. In five years five alternate strips
show five thriving stages. In nine years only one neglected strip is left, calling
plainly for the helpful artistic hand of man. The grubs still linger there and the
annual growth equals the annual decay. The inspiring contrast are the other
nine strips, all a dense forest of perfect young frees of ever increasing value.
The pattern given above can be widely varied if desired. "®

It is likely that Rudolf did use the above process but modified it to an irregular
patch system in order to fit with the very broken terrain of his forest. Combined
with this was his conce pt of contour roading. Early on he realized that to
successfully work his forest great care needed to be taken with access tracks
and initially his tracks were built along the main ridges and spurs. However this
could not give access to all of the forest so he began to contour track the forest
from about 1945. The objective was to build terraced tracks along the contour
about 50 metres apart which, as well as giving access to the forest, reduced
erosion by controlling down slope runoff and provided firebreaks for times of
drought. (Figure 5) Thus by combining both natural features and his contour

tracks, he was able to effectively divide the forest into workable areas.'®

What then did Rudolf harvest from his forest which enabled him to employ at
least one man most of the time and make a living? During the early years, most
of which encompassed the depression, it is suspected that this would have been
difficult and it seems that during this time he was based on the coast of the Firth
of Thames, several miles north of Kaiaua.?® Here he had a sawmill and seems to
have been extracting timber from the bush adjacent to this mill. It is probable that
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while he operated this mill he also spent some time at Mangatawhiri working on
improving the forest as outlined above. At some stage, probably about 1944.he
moved the mill nearer to his property to a site on the Mangatangi Road *'and
began to live permanently at “Kauri Gardens”, as he came to call his forest.
When wartime demands began to increase the value of his products, he probably
worked there fulltime; but just what did he produce? According to published
letters and reports and the recollections of relatives and colleagues, he sold
anything that would provide a return; garden stakes, handles, turnery timber,
mouldings, firewood, pit props and fencing material as well as sawn timber and
saw logs.?

As the needs of the military increased he found a ready market for firewood from
both mill slabs and tea tree at the nearby Military camps, especially Papakura. In
earlier years good kauri timber appears to have been sold as logs to Henderson
and Pollards mill in Auckland but after 1951, when Seacraft Ltd established a
small mill on their property at Mangatawhiri, most of his timber seems to have
been milled there; his own small mill having ceased operation some time before.
manufacture while totara, generally cut from small trees about 70 cm diameter,
was sold to a Papakura joinery factory.?

He also had a very accurate idea of the productivity of his forest and how much it
was worth. In one of his letters he estimated that the current value of unmanaged
and poorly stocked forest was £1.0.0 per acre but that it could be increased over
time to the point where it became worth 50 times that amount. A forest in full
production he estimated to be capable of returning an annual income of £10 per
acre in perpetuity. If we assume the annual increment of this forest to be 12m®/
hectare (an increment easily achieved) when adjusted to 2006 values it becomes
$1664 per hectare or $139 per m>. This is probably lower than the present day
value of kauri timber from trees up to about 70 cm diameter but the present
scarcity value of the wood has pushed prices higher.24

POSTSCRIPT

Rudolf Hohneck was a man ahead of his time, atleast as far as New Zealand is
concerned, and because of this was sometimes seen by those of his time as an
eccentric. In a history of the Buckingham family, who still farm in the
Mangatawhiri valley below Kauri Gardens, we read;

| must mention ... [people] ...we considered characters in my younger time.
One was an old chap by the name of Hoehnek (sic). He was a German by
birth and he was a kauri farmer...he owned a thousand acres of kauri bush
up the top of the valley. He really was a character...whether he was before
his time or after his time | do not know. But he loved his bush, his kauri, and
there was some beautiful kauri up on those hills... He was very friendly with
our family both before the war and after... he used to come down because
he loved a good meal now and then. He used to go through when you
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couldn't get across the creek... there was no bridge across the river then.
He was quite clever, he was well read and he loved his trees but he's really
perhaps only a character, but we considered him very eccentric... He was a
little weird, but a kind, friendly, nice man who lived alone hidden in the bush,
particularly during World War 2.%°

Others, who perhaps had a greater appreciation of what Rudolf was doing, saw
him somewhat differently. Lindsay Poole, later to become Director General of the
NZ Forest Service, visited the operation as a student in the late 1920's and was
impressed with Rudolf's ability to make effective use of very small logs, cutting
kauri thinnings down to a 6 inch small end diameter. This was something not
seen in those days when wastage in the native timber industry was still common
and Lindsay considered this to be the reason for Rudolf's success.?

In 1952 the Auckland Botanical Society were impressed during a visit to Kauri
Gardens and in an article headed "An insight into forest farming —visit to Mr R
Hohneck’s bush” they wrote: -

The Botanical Society’s sojourn at Mr Hohneck’s Forest Farm at Pokeno
was enjoyable, refreshing, and an interesting light was thrown upon the
economic disposal of the bush. Here we witnessed an honest and, in fact,
most successful endeavour to utilize native timber and at the same time
conserve the forest.”’

It is perhaps a little soon to pass definitive judgement on Rudolf Hohneck, for
New Zealand has only recently begun to break out of its Pinus radiata
straightjacket and begin to accept that forestry is more than just large scale,
clear-cut monocultures. More years will need to pass until we can be sure, but a
trend to manage at least some of our forests according to Continuous Cover
principles is beginning. If this continues and grows it is expected that his place as
one of those who led the process to more enlightened forest practice, will be
confirmed.

! Epitaph on Rudolf Hohneck's grave stone at Pokeno Presbyterian Church

2D E Hutchins, New Zealand Forestry. Part 1: Kauri forests and forests of the North and forest
management. (Wellington, Government Printer, 1919)

* Information from naturalization papers, Archives New Zealand, Ia 20/1/2491 Hohneck, Rudolf;
Rex Blumhardt and Ernie Hohneck nephews (Pers. Comm.)

*Itis not certain when timber was originally extracted from the forest later owned by Rudolf
Hohneck but it was probably between 1900 and 1914.

8 Appendices to the Journal of the House of Representatives C3. 1921 to 1925: Letter McGregor
to Hon. O Hawken, 18 June 1928, and letter Solicitor General to McGregor, 9 July 1928. Both
M/S 1198. Box 6. F35; Auckland War Memorial Museum Library: John Morton, McGregor,
William Roy 1894 — 1977 (Dictionary of New Zealand Biography, www.dnzb.govt.nz/dnzb/ ).




® Most of these letters were also published in a booklet “The Waipoua Argument by Ron
Hohneck. Franklin Times Print, Pukekohe" but because copie s of this are very rare the basic
references given here are to newspaper publication dates. Note that he often'signed his name
Ron Hohneck, especially during the war.

¥ Harry Kitchingman in Letters to the Editor, New Zealand Herald 26 September 1944. He wrote
at least seven letters to newspapers about Waipoua. A farmer, he lived mostly in Taranaki and
had a lifelong interest in botany, especially the Eucalypti. (Family History notes provided by Rev.
H Kitchingman ) As his letters s how Harry Kitchingman was also very knowledgeable on matters
relating to the New Zealand bush and its potential for management.

8:0ld Bushman' in Letters to Editor, New Zealand Herald, 6 October 1944.

? Annual Report of the Director of Forestry for the year ended 31 March 1948; In Appendices to
the Journal of the House of Representatives of New Zealand. Vol 3 C3, 22. (Government Printer,
Wellington.1948.)

% L Milliner quoted in New Zealand Herald 20 December 1946; V J Chapman in articles in New
Zealand Herald 9, 10, 11, 13, 14 and 15 January 1947:

"AG Tansley The use and abuse of vegetational concepts and terms. (Ecology 16 (3), 1935.
284 — 307)

2| Cockayne. New Zealand plants and their story. (Wellington New Zealand, Government
Printer. 1910)

'3 R Hohneck in Letters to Editor, New Zealand New Zealand Herald 2 February 1945

'* J Bassett in Letters to Editor, New Zealand Herald 23 January 1945

'S R Hohneck in Letters to EditorNew Zealand Herald 4 November 1946: L Milliner quoted in New
Zealand Herald 20 December 1946: \V J Chapman in articles in New Zealand Herald 9, 10, 11,
13, 14 and 15 January 1947: McGregor Many articles in New Zealand newspapers between
1944 and 1952.

"® R Hohneck in Letters to Editor, New Zealand Herald 17 Sept 1944; 2 Feb & 8 Aug 1945; 18 Apr
& 4 Nov 1946: and in Letters to Editor, Auckland Star 24 Feb 1947; 7 Aug 1948

7 R Hohneck in Letters to Editor, New Zealand Herald 10 Oct 1946: and in Letters to Editor,
Auckland Star 24 Feb, 16 July, 12 Aug & 17 Sep 1947

® R Hohneck in Letters to Editor, New Zealand Herald 8 August 1945

¥R Hohneck in Letters to Editor, New Zealand Herald 6 March & article about his forest in New
Zealand Herald 18 Dec 1946

20 section 4B1C1 Block V Orere SD. NZ Forest Service Sawmill History Register. Archives New
Zealand file BBAX 1584 1a

2! Section 8 Wharekawa No. 2 Block. Block XII Opaheke SD. NZ Forest Service Sawmill History
Register. Archives New Zealand file BBAX 1584 1a

22 R Hohneck in Letters to the Editor, NZ Herald 7 Sep 1944 and Personal comments from Doug
Hohneck (nephew) and Roy Parker (sawmiller, Mangatawhiri)

% Information from Roy Parker, sawmiller, Mangatawhiri and nephew Doug Hohneck. The factory
was probably Richardson's Joinery.

# R Hohneck in Letters to Editor, Auckland Star16 July 1947 and 12 August 1947

Bo K Buckingham & K Mickle, History of Buckingham. An unpublished m/s, recorded verbatim
from oral records, held by members of the Buckingham family, Mangatawhiri

 pers.comment and letter from Lindsay Poole 29 April 1996. Lindsay Poole was Director
General of the NZ Forest Service from 1961 - 1971

?T auckland Botanical Society Quarterly Newsletter 10 (1) Dec. 1952.
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It is interesting to note how accurately he predicted forest values, stating in 1947 that a
properly managed forest in full production would earn in perpetuity £10 per acre
annually. When this sum is adjusted to today's values (2005) it becomes $3213 per
hectare or $230 per m3 -assuming an annual increment of 14 m3. This is astonishingly
close to the present day value of kauri timber from trees up to ca. 70 cm diameter.

Sadly, when Rudolph Hohneck died in 1956 at the relatively young age of 62, he left
behind a forest being managed under a system which was just beginning to show real
promise. But there was no one to carry on his work and he had left no management
directions for the future. Over the next few years some of the forest was logged and parts
were later sold. One of his grand daughters. who owns most of his original forest, wishes
to rekindle his philosophy and manage the forest following the principles now legally
enshrined in the Forests Amendment Act of 1993; so carrying on the work begun by
Rudolph almost 80 years age. Building on the strong base that he left and taking
advantage of more recent research and experience this forest can be rapidly rebuilt to a
useful and productive unit.

lan Barton
24 January 2006
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RUDOLPH HOHNECK -1

His life had crashed in ruins
but he arose again,
seeking perpetual harvest.

in the forests of hill and plain.

He dreamed of perpetual native bush,
my visionary dad.

That would provide with money

and with beauty would make glad..
The hard working bushman

who too long had wandered,

because our forest heritage

had hopelessly been squandered.

And the woman, young and old,
who are happy there.

And the little ones who love,
the bush so free and fair.

And the city folk who seek

a little peace and rest.

In the native forest,

for an hour a day, a week.
Forgetting not the tourists

who come to our shore.

The bush is a blessing



to the rich and to the poor.

He dreamed of level forest roads

where ran the wild pig tracks.

And of pleasant family homes

where stood split-paling shacks.

Even of eventual castles

As his forebears, once did own.

In an old land (and even in New Zealand

Castles are not quite unknown)

And as he dreamed, he worked,
as hard as any man,.
that ever worked for him,

harder than most men can.

And like me, he does believe

We should plant the kauri trees,

far and wide for the centuries.

That folk of the future may not grieve,

“Where? Oh, where are the kauri trees.

Forty miles on | alight and say,
‘Thank you for the lift today”
But silently | say “Thank you

for also having that vision true”.



“A thousand years the kauri grows,

A thousand years my planning flows.
More, sometimes will the kauri grow.
As count of annual rings will show”
So my father used to say,

While on earth he had his day,

“And we who work among the kauri

for joy and for our bread.

A thousand years at very least,

we must plan ahead”.



RUDOLF HOHNECK - 2

Spring and Summer,
Autumn and Winter,

Year after year

He planned and he toiled,

in the sun and the shade.

Once a certain department
questioned his frugal ways.

He answered them by sending,
An autobiography ending,
“and | indulge not in holidays”
It was only half a page

and he wrote it in his middle age.

Every forest camp he made
Was like a league of nations.
Each was equal to the other,

those workers of the nations.

They were ‘Kauri Bushmen’
That was their proud name.
For the boss and for the men
conditions were the same.
The Maori and the Pakeha,

both New Zealand born.



Working, living side by side
through the sun and storm.
and many folk from overseas
who came to him for work.
Most of them were workers

Very few did shirk.

Once my father carried two,
Timber jacks to the top of the hill.
After him came a Dane,
shouldering a jack, just one.
Angry, panting and puffing still
Down the Dane the one jack flung.

With “--meee- first time ! and the last”



NEW ZEALAND BUSH DAPHNE - PART 1

Lovely bush Daphne, with sweetest scent

Is one of the gifts that God has sent.

As a five- year old | found a bower
adorned with many a Daphne We(
A secret place none other knew,

in a bush named Waikaheru.

And here | spent minutes and hours
gazing in wonder, smelling the flowers.
Meditating in my own way,

on many a peaceful, happy day.

Part 2

My parents said,” ‘We must leave this place”
Oh! How the tears ran down my face.
For the giant kauris, and the Daphne too,

And the singing streams of Waikaheru.

A girl aged seven, | had loved my home

And never guessed | would have to roam,
from bush to bush, from farm to farm.

From town to town, through good and harm,

longing always for a home,



many a hard-working year to roam.

Other kauris | saw, heard other streams,

Still Waikaheru haunted my dreams.

But at Waikaheru sheep were to graze,

where among wild Daphne I'd stood in amaze.

The song of the bellbirds would no more inspire.

For the birds and their young had been burned up in fire.
| heard all the Kauris had gone to the mills.

| never could bear to look again on those hills..

Fragment.

I love to hear a million leaves
rustling in the breeze.
| love to wander up and down,

Wander where | please.

| see stately kauris,
| hear singing streams,
| smell bush Daphne

Sweet as in my dreams

Here God’s peace can alight on

the world weary to inspire.



Those in whom spirit

shines brighter than fire.

Oh! | am glad,
My children now find,
Wild Daphne blossoms

by the scent on the wind.

And some day | may have,
Grandchildren who'll love
New Zealand bush Daphne

that gift from above.



THE PLANE AND THE HILLS. 1952

The long straight road in the sunlight
Gleams like a silver streak.
Afar on the dark blue skyline

Is many a bush clad peak.

Luscious is the level land
But rather | would be
Up in the wild and lofty hills

with many a mighty tree.
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These Letters were published by
the Auckland Daily Papers dur-
ing the years 1944 to 1948.
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A Fine Kauri

By seleclive exlraclion of superflu-
ous and dead trees, Mr Hohneck
argues Lhat the fire menace is almosl
removed, for Lthe remaining green
fimber would not burn on its own., He
also advocates the burial  of dead
twigs, bark flakings and other rubbish
il the base of trees as a flre preven-
tion measure.

To provide beller access, Lo allow
grealer light and cullivation, and Lo
ael as firebreaks, Mr Hohneck is em-
harking on a scheme of lerracing and
roading the hills at contour levels
about two chains apart. . Louading
banks 4ft. high will be provided on the
higher sides of the roads. This work,
he claims, will also prevent erosion by
making it impossible for flood torrents
lo run uninterrupted down the hill-
sides.

‘While these measures are direclly
concerned with improving the commer-
cinl value of the bush, Mr Hohneck
says they will provide a more attractive
area hoth for the scientlific observer
ond for the ordinary sighiszeer. By
systematie thinning of the trees and
by roading, the bush will become more
aceessible Lo all,

Only one large kauri was lefl in the
forest by the original millers, and this
has been carefully preserved and pro-
leeled hy Mr Hohneek. Known locally
as King Kauri, the lree is a 2000-
yvears-old specimen with o 30frt. cir-
cumference,



seenic value of Lhe bush will have
been improved immeasurably. I will
contain healthier and belter specimens
ol all varielies represenled and Lhey
will be more accessible Lo those who
wish Lo inapect them. A genuine
lover of Lrees, Mr Hohneck hopes. in
the future Lo share this feature of his
bush with all who are inleresled,

Thinning the Forest

Mr Hohmeck's philosophy is thal the
forest is for man to use, and that from
inlelligent use, nothing bul good can
resull. Describing himsell as a bush
farmer, he seeks lo profil. malerially by
using the products of Lhe foresl in
whalever way is possible. Ninely per
cenl of his work among Lhe Llrees has
been wilh lhe axe. Bul he elaims Lo
have used Lhe axe judiciously Lo Lhe
henefll of Lhe Lrees remaining. Carelul
geleclion he regards as the secrel of
suceessiul foresl management.,

Consequently, Mr Honeck sees
nothing wrong in culling oul dead,
diseased or malure lrees, or lrees Lhal
are growing loo closely Logelher. The
removal of Lhese lrees lels in the sun-
lighl and encourages more vigorous
and healthy growth among Lhe rest.
There are many places within his bush
where old Lrees have been cul oul and
young saplings are thriving. This is
particularly  well  illustraled  wilh
Kuuri Lrees.

Ie belicves il is essenlial Lo remove
discased trees because Lhe destruelive
grubs and beelles they conlain will
otherwise spread to healthy trees. Il-
lustraling this, he points Lo a number
of birehes which have died or are
dying through Lhe depredalions ol a
small beetle, In this conneclion, he
considers thal, should a portion of
Waipoua Foresl be reserved in  ils
natural state, a certain minimum ol al-
fention is  essentinl Lo prevenl  the
spread ol disease,

(

REGENERATION OF OUR

FORESTS

Sir,—As a forest-farmer who has
been engaged for nearly 20 years in
saving, developing and regenerating
parts of our kauri forests | was
troubled to read that Mr S. W. Smith,
M.P., advoeates thal *‘there should be
a law lo stipulate the size of a log
thal could be eul.” Foreslers would
be dismayed al the passing ol such a
law as il would ftake from them Lhe
necessary power Lo thin their forests.
Jusl as carrols and lurnips grow loo
closely ltogether and need thinning, so
o trees constanlly need thinning. The
mosl essenlial lool to develop our nal-
ive forests properly is Lhe axe in-
telligently used. The regeneration
cyele being applied lo some ol our
nalive foresls is roughly as follows :—
The removal of rolten trees and Lrees
that are foresl weeds. While leaving
lemporarily ecertain seed lrees, other
large trees are removed and smaller
trees thinned oul lo secure correcl
spacing.  The aim is Lo lel in the sun
Lo The Lree-lops, o encourage nalural
re-seeding and lo give small lrees
light and space Lo develop. Bvery
orizinal Lree, after serving Lhe purpose
of re-seedling, may be finally removed
becnuse  sylviculturally there s no
further need ftor these in the rapidly
developing loresl well  slocked  wilh
yourg frees, One large tree would
vhak and st hundreds of young
Lrae

GCertain trees ¢ special grandeur are
saved for Lheir scenic and historical
value in an uleal setting free [rom fire
and other dangers, By the time all
Ihe orig nal trees are removed Lhere
are so many young lrees thal they re-
quire econstan; thi: mg and provide
viluable forest prod. 's, sueh as gar-
den slakes, handle o, ' Arewood,
Lurnery timher, m. .g prop., fencing



timber, and much else. [t is ob-

vious that any law prevenling the cul-
ling of small trees would be a dealh
blow to the correct sylvicultural re-
generation of our precious forests.

Pokeno., RUDOLEF HOHNECK.

: S

(N.Z. Herald, Dee., 1946.)

BUSH CULTURE

SCIENTIFIC METHODS

USE AT WAIPOUA URGED

Scioenlifle managemenl of all Toresls,
whelher Lhey belore commercial or
seenic purposes, is strongly advocated
by Mr R, Hohneck, of Kuaiaua, Firth
ol Thames, who has been [following
Ihis  practice on  bush properly al
Mangatawhiri, near Pokeno, Tor 20
years,  He elaims Lhal, on his experi-
ence, Lhe Ireatment proposed by the
Stale  Foresl  Service  lor  Waipoua
Poresl will evenlually be in Lhe best
inlerests of the area from all points of

VIEW.

Mr Hohneek's properly consists of
D00 acres ol rugged  hill - counlry.
Aboul 550 aecres were purchased 20
years ago for £3 an aere. Il is almosl
enlirely hush land Lthal was worked
aver aboul the beginning of Lhe cen-
lury ror kauri and olher milling Limber.
ILis now well sloeked wilh  kauri
saplings  and  smaller plants, lolara,
Ltanekaha, vimu, black bireh and while
and serub manuka.

Improving Trees

The remaining 350 acres is moslly
serub land Lhal was burned oul some
years (go. Mr Horneck houghl il
aboul 1940 al 14s an acre, Inlo bolh
areas, espeeially on bare patehes, he
is inlrodoucing a  limiled number of
exolies, including  wallle and  cuen-
Ivplos,

As Lhe resull of (he policy he is
pursuing, Mr Hohneek eslimales Lhal
in o few years' lime the enlire area
from o commereial poinl of view, will
have increased many limes in value an
nere, Al the same lime he says (he



WAIPOUA

Mr Alan S. Fuller says “If the
close-knil communily of planls in Lhe
foresl is disturbed some ol Lhe species
may die oul."” In my kauri foresl,
which [ have been cullivaling  for
many years, | suecessfully disturb Lhe
communily of Lhe Ltrees Lo the greal
penefil, of all, and not one has died oul.
Al my trees, large and small, such
as kuauri, tanekaha, beecch, rimu, ele.,
grow much fasler and more abund-
antly than when they were neglecled.
Bvery species of shrub, vine, fern and
mossy planl Lhrives unharmed, wilh
a new-=found glory happily and per-
manently associated with  huwmanily.
Mp  Skinner faithfully defends this
elose-knil communily which exists be-
tween the bush and people who are
gathering seeds, growing lillle kauris
and preparing lo plant beside the an-
cienl giants. Mr MeGregor may now
objecl, having changed his mind sinee
1926, bul never is it *“‘nay” that |
hear the wild woods say to Lhose who
work, where evils lurk, among the
Lrees,

Pokeno. RON HOHNECK.

CULTIVATION OF NATIVE
BUSH

Sir,—Mr  Bassell objeets Lo Lhe
wealher being lel into the bush. The
weather is mother’'s milk to native
lrees. They thrive on the sunlight and
the rain., He says 1 eannol know
the greal kauri forests. Bvery week
ol 30 years, north and south, 1 have
worked among Lhese giant lrees. He
says Nalure maintained Waipoua for
4000 years.  Man will make Waipoua
maintain  society with an enormous
annual crop of foresl produce. On
aboul 10,000 acres of Waipoua kauri
forest are about 80,000,000 ft. of kauri,
Nalure's product of 4000 years. For-
esters can grow thal much timber on
800 aecres in one cenlury instead of
40 centuries.  Good litte patches are
all that Nature achieves alone, Nalure
cannol harvest the erop, bul leaves it
rol in Lhe bush. Greal foresls, or-
dinary bush, and even lea-lree bhorder-
lands are the places to cullivale native
busl.

The idle bush in an unorganised so-
ciely of living plants and living crea-
lures, Creatures like deer and grubs
are foresl enemies. Man is Lhe neces-
sury policeman. Among Lhe living
plants courts of juslice are needed.
Man is the necessary judge. The
King Kauri is often a cruel Lyrant.
Wilth rolbten heart and seedless head
he will eling to office for a thousand
years and erush back Lthe forest ehild-
ren. The headman's axe is needed

there. Many planls and trees work
like busy bees and thoir work is good
to see, Many are drones and should
be easl withoul. Our besl fellow-

worker In the bush is pretly little Lea-
tree, gentle nursemaid ‘o seedling
kings.

Pokeno. RUDOLY HOHNECK.



FOREST FARMING

Sir.-— Wilh the advenl of Arbor
Pay, may 1 explain the prineiples of a
glorious Buropean system Lhal has been
adapled Lo our nalive bush. For a
len-year programme any paleh of bush
is divided inlo len slrips each one
chain wide. Strip No. 2 is altended
lo in the firsl year. Trees dead, hol-
low or over-crowded are carefully re-
moved, The timber and wood sal-
vaged pays improvement cosls.  Suf-
fieienl young lrees are lefl correclly
spaced.  The wild bush on either side
sasls seed on a good bed. Thal
season may see this strip nearly stocked
wilh young and seedling trees. To 1l
emply spaces erowded seedlings are
dug oul and resel. Thus we effecl
a wonderful, costless change. Gone
are the deer that ravaged Lthe bush un-
seen., Gone are the rollen-wood
homes of the grubs thal kill, on autumn
days, the green beech Lrees, so weak-
ened with their crop of f(lower and
seed.

Strip No. 4 is pui in order in Lhe
second year. In five years five alter-
nale strips show five thriving stages.
In nine years only one neglected strip
is left, ecalling plainly for Lhe helpful,
artislic hand of man. The grubs slill
linger there and the ennual growth
equals the annual decuy. In Inspir-
ing eontrasl are Lhe other nine strips,
all a dense foresl of perfeel young
frees of ever-increasing value, The
patlern given above ean be widely
varied if desired.

Taday on millions of aecres of idle
bush Limber slowly grows, bul quickly
rols on Lhe very spols where soldiers
and their friends ecan fnd abundant
work obtalning timber for homes and
deveoping fruiifal . st-famos,

Pokeno SUDOLR HOM'NM SCK,

CULTIVATED BUSH

Sir-—As Mr Gozens wrongly de-
elares Lhal my *“scheme of bush cul-
lure is primarily one for profit” it
hecomes necessary for me Lo explain,
Thirly years ago il was my youlh's
ambition Lo grow all over Lhe rocky
ranges of no-man's land the sleel-grey
columns of our majeslic Kkauri. I
wanled Lo help Lo seltle thousands of
families where wild animals were selz-
ing the unusual land, bul | knew nol
yel how Lo slart,

Then there arrived the famous for-
esler, David Hulehins, who had spent
his life cullivaling the nalive bushes
of Africa and India, The Govern-
menl published a  valuable book he
wrole showing exaclly why and how
we should eullivale Waipoua and olher
nalive bushes. '

Twenly years ago, Lo apply his
leaching oT culling and cullivating, |
houghl some hundreds of acres of cul-
over, half-burned bush al Mangala-
whiri. Close by lay 3000 aeres of
green kauri bushland. 1L was a seenic
reserve, hul had been sellled by goals,
pigs and opossums. My scheme was
to prove and demonslrale the grealer
heauly and Lhe higher value Lo sociely
ol my cullivaled bush compared lo
the adjacent, idle, unused bush,

Among my sick and hollow lrees |
road Hulehins' lessons over and over

Wi, e toughl me how Lo use Lhe
axe amd Lhe spade, He laughl me

how Lo help the bush from chaos Lo
order, from sickness Lo health, from
poverly to plenly, and every year |
proved his lessons lrue. My scheme
i« la delend the foreslers of New Zed-
land,

Pokeno, RON HOMNIECK.



BUSH HUSBANDRY

Sir,—"L'Allegro™ repeals the false
accusiulion againsl our RForesl Service
by ealling ils splendid work “the con-
esls under the guise of scientific man-
tinued despoliation of the kauri for-
agemenl," Neglected kauri foresls
suffer from nalural evils and the
greatest has always been the thick lay-
ers of dry leaves, lwigs and resin lying
around ever ready Lo carry (ires. An-
olther natural evil is the excessive

shade of big crowded lrees. Young
kauris, slarting on this dry rubbish,
become hopelessly stunled.  Afler a

cenlury's growlh Lthey may be no
higger than a walking stick,

When these seedlings are dug oul
and ftransplanted eclose togelher a few
yards away among the blackberry and
fern, on freshly-loosened clay soil and
with light on Lheir leaves Lhey grow
two or lhree feel higher every year.
They pile on layers of annual wood
nver 0.25in. thiek.  As the years pass
the spreading lrees need more space
and improvemenl cultings provide
many logs. In 100 years there would
be aboul 100 tall trees each aboul 3Tt.
thick on every acre. In 300 years
conlinual thinning would leave a dozen
or so kauri giants each aboul 1071,
thick crowding over every sleep and
rocky acre.

This hushandry of the bush is like
the husbandry of the farm, the or-
chard and the garden. A Tew aclive
people are busy calling this [oresl
husbhandry a erime.

Pokeno. RON HOHNECK.

L

FIRE PROOFING THE
FORESTS

Sir,—Some nolice has been laken of
Lthe advantage of the inlensive culti-
valion of our nalive bush. Incidental
fo the permanenl annual oulpul of
timber, fencing materials and frewnod,
has been the automalic, costless effect
ol making these parts of the bush flre-
prool. Green lrees and shrubs, do not
burn unless surrounded by a lilter of
dry rubbish like dead lrees, twigs and
lanves,

In rouline forest cullivation work
Lthe htinning oul of certain trees, the
cutling of fallen branches into wood
and, above all, the exlensive use of
angle-dozers for making terraced,
seed-bed roads, all econlribute Lo malk-
ing harmful fires impossible. The Ler-
racing machines mix dry twigs and

" leaves with Lhe soil, and humus is

made for young lrees. It Lhe dry
rubbish eannot be buried it is burned
in little heaps in winler and enriches
the  soil. Where busy  workmen
tramp the soil and horses, bullocks
and tractors splash the winter mud,
barriers are made to slop, on windy
stummer days, the flery enemy of the
forest. During Lhis drought, while
flres rage over greal areas of neglected
bush and plantation, the Llrees are
growing safe and fasl where the litler
has been sold or used or burned. The
precicus terraced roads thal slopped
erosion during storms now make flres
impossible

I' mare of ovr idle bush had, like
Lhis, a setlled rresl-farmer on every
hundred acres, his daily, year work
would make the forests so elcan and
verdant that fires would find no Llinder
here.

Pokeno, RON HOHNNBECK.



FIRE-PROOFING OUR
FORESTS

Sir——Mr Rawson wonders il 1 “have
even  seen  any really virgin nalive
bush." 1 wondered, 30 years ago, if
Ihe frestick wbich | saw being used
far and wide Mom Welllnglon Lo the
North Cape, could be replaced by Lhe
lools of intelligenl forestry. I have
advised Lhe disposal of rubbish lying
in certain parts of our foresls because
I had elimbed the kauri lo slrip away
the rollen vines, and I had buried Lhe
linder benealh my lrees 20 years ago.
Safer still, we made the bush wilh
lighways and byways [rom end lo
and. We combed Lhe foresl lanes ol
dead and crowded trees and we saved
the bestl for seed.  The more we dug
and reaped and pruned Lhe more our
frees and blossoms grew. In our work
lo improve Lheir sylvan home, and in
our need Lo pay our way, we oflen Lrod
upon pretly shrubs and ferns, bul they
learned Lo live upon lhe bank beside
[he path., Now Lhey seem Lo how and
witve whenever Lheir guardians pass.

Winding oul around the rugged ridge
and in around Lhe gorge lies Lhe level,
flaltened lerrace showing Lhe lalesl
and the best of all our ways Lo slop
erosion from above and Nres from all
around. Upon the freshly loosened
sofl, beginning wilth the goodly help
maehines and men ecan  give, lhere
slavls upon their useful life the tiny
seadling  Lrees thal sprouled yester-
day.

Pokeno. RON HMOHNECK.

.L'
,

WAIPOUA FOREST

Sir—Thirty years ago Waipoua was
w national park like thal proposed by
Mr MeGregor and olhers loday. The
Lands Depariment paid a man Lo keep
human beings away. The foresl was
preserved For wild pigs, being used and
enjoyed by them alone, | erawled along
Lheir tracks for miles Lhrough supple-
Jacks and cully-grass, aeross hundreds
of aeres of inflammable “pukan,” over
lhousands of rolling, lallen Lrees. |
found Lhal less Lhan 5 per cenl of
Wiaipoua's area was slocked wilh kauri
and mueh of thal was  hollow  and
hadly erowded.

The bush needed Lo be Lhinned and
Ihe seed-bed soil prepared all  ready
for helpful aulumn slorms. Every
square yard called oul for the magic
Llouch of tender human hands. | saw
woodland sites lor o thousand homes
and  work unending lor o Lhowsand
men. In all thal useless. lonely bush
no man reaped the dying lLrees nor
helped the litkle kauris starving for the
light,

Facts like these led to Waipoua he-
ing rightly handed over Lo the trained
foresters of Lhe Foresl Serviee. Part
ol lheir dulies was Lo lurn oul ever-
inereasing supplies of cheaper limber,
Lo help spread kauri far and wide, lo
moelal hundreds of miles of loresl roads
and lo charm bolanical tourists with
o complelte  display of our glorious
flora. In defence ol lhese plans ex-
soldiers wrile from Waipoua fody. |
Hope that self-named *lorest prolec-
fors™ will nol drive Lhem rom  their
haomes,

Pokono, BON THOHNECIK.



CULTIVATED BUSH

Sir,—NMr Milliner asks: ““Where, if
Mr Hohneck's policy were followed,
would be the prolusion of lree lerns,
ground ferns and delieate fllmy ferns,
where the tangle of lianes and olther
olimbers, lhe hosts of perching plants
and how would survive the many deli-
cate shade-demanding plants of the
undergrowth and forest floor?"

May | assure Mr Milliner thal all
these are still there, only more abun-
danl, more healthy and more beautiful
than ever, simply beecause they still
have every nalural advanlage besides
the inlelligent and sympalhetic help
of man. They lose only the disease,
the decay, the stagnation, the pitiful
poverly of Lhe uncullivaled bush,

With  proper lorest cullivation
mosses grow like velvel pads upon the
level paths, kidney ferns and all their
cousins cling upon Lhe terraced banks,
and multitudes of pungas spread their
fronds beside the tracks, while mighly
lrees reach across above Lhe [lorest
roads. In damper plols supplejacks
add a dozen knols a year where Lhe
kauri seorns Lo grow. Clemalis vines
lay out their flowers across the fire-
wood copse and rata vines still climbs
the timber trees.

All work—culling, pruning, digging,
planling and sowing—is done Lo im-
prave Lthe health and beauty of the
bush. All timber lrees, firewood,
shrubs and ferns become so super-
abundant [hal necessary cullural cul-
ling supplies slarving eilies  wilh
cheaper Limber, wood and lransplanls.
Fortunately this intensive praclice of
beautifying the wild woods repays
wilh valuable regular revenue, thereby
sustaining and exlending Lhis glori-
ous worlk.

Pokeno, RON HOHNECK.

‘

FOREST SERVICE POLICY
AT WAIPOUA DEFENDED

Sir,—Mr Frosl objects Lo me de-
fending lhe secientille way the Forest
Service is improving our greal Na-
tional Kauri Park. In 1924 Lhe con-
servator, Mr Campbell, and the bril-
liantl forest engineer, Mr A. R. Enlri-
can, discussed with me their future
plans for Waipoua. We wanted Lo
find oul how to grow counbless mil-
lions ol litkle kauri lrees Lo flourish
Lthrough the centuries aliead. The
gianl lrees were bearing every April
heavy erops ol ferltile seed, all falling
to wasle on Lhick layers of dry rub-
bish and rollen logs. Wilh axes, Lhey
lhoped to healt the scars on Lhe big
lrees and Lo deal  with  the deadly
grubs. With [ractors Lhey planned
te protect the forest with many roads
and Lo loosen the soil so thal the kauri
ginnts  could produce Lhousands of
seedlings every year on every acre.
These Liny kauri, starting properly on
nursery soil, were inlended Lo inler-
planl olher areas of Waipouan where
kauri never grew. To save, for olher
bushes, Lhe finest seed, Lthey consulled
me aboul Lhe echeapeslt way Lo collecl
Lthe cones from the straighlesl, Lallesl
Lrees. Their duly il was Lo improve
Lhe scenie beauly and Lo display the
hotanical glories ol Waipoua. They
saw Lhal hundreds of Tfamilies should
be sellled on Waipoua's lonely hills
and thal every soul was need Lo help
them build a glorious park with their
axes and their pretty woodland homes.
A generalion ago our lrained forest
leaders knew Lhal they could Lurn a
sick, slagnanl expensive bush into a
healthy, thriving, wealthy park yield-
ing through the ages ahead enormous
erops of seeds, plants and  surplus
timber. Today men, women and
children are Lhrilled to see Lhe growing
resulls of plans like Lhose designed to




feach our people how to make every
hush and every park rich and beaulitul.
The few men who call this good work
“wanlon destruction™ are now plan-
ning Lo gel Parliament o make il
forever unlawful to ecultivale young
Kauri trees al Waipoua.

Pokeno RON HOHNECK.

r

KAURI CULTURE

Sir,—Mr Harding now says Lhatl “we
have bolh helped Lo deslroy loresls.”
Twenly years ago | slarted Lo culli-
vale and demonstrale al Pokeno, in
a  kauri bush where o limber com-
pany and summer fires had left Lhe
remnants ol a foresl sick wilh discase
and decay. 1 planned Lo show our
wiandering bushmen Lhal they could
also build their home upon Lhe idle,
rocky hills and cultivale the bush for
profit and for joy. Mullitudes of
nalive lrees now grow for me high
above the black or hollow sltumps lo
help the forest leachers prove lhal
Waipoua should have the help of a
lhousand human hands. Mr Harding
says Lhal *when a lree reaches Lthe
sunlight it does nol grow: il spreads.”
[ ask him to think of what musl hap-
pen when the seedling lrees are inler-
planled so closely logelther that lhey
cannol spread Loo much. Bvery spring
my foresl elump reaches higher, in
aven slyle, a fool or so, while down
helow, on columng Lall, straight and
clean, every tree grows Lhicker, half
an inch for every year.  When | gave
lhe good sunlighl Lo stunled, helpless
frees Molher Nalure thanked me wilh
a helping hand bheecause | had cleared
away an ancienl eurse, and, holh lo-
gether, we have buill beller Lhan |1
knew,

RON HOHNECK.



esl park where everyone may sece how
to heal the wounds ol kauri gianls and
how Lo help the little Lrees grow big
and rieh lor lillle children who will
build mighty kauri forests beller far
than old New Zealand ever knew. Such
are Lhe aims and the joys ol Arbor
Day.

RON HOHNECK.

FOREST CONSERVATION

Sir,—Juck Harding says lhal when-
ever he worked bush he “‘caused
complele destruction.” The Maori
name of one of my bushmen is Hohepa
Wiremu.  Yeslerday he worked with
an axe, a saw und a spade, He pre-
pared Lo eul down a beech lree
killed hy grubs thal breed only in

rollen wood. Two litlle Kaurvi Lrees
grew jusl where he had Lo swing his
axe, One had suffered lor a cenlury

from Lhe heavy shade, so il was only
a few feet high. Hohepa genlly benl
il well aside and tied il safely Lhere
while he felled the dead beech Lree.
The other litlle kauri was a seedling

of the year 1945, IL grew loo close,
being only a lool away. He dug il

oul and replanted il a dozen feel away.
There il had ferns and moss Lo shade
its rools and Lthe warm sunlighl upon
ils leaves, Lo make il  surely grow
100fL. high and 30in, Lhick in 100
years, Al Waipoua ex-soldiers are
being schooled and senl oul over New
Zealand Lo teach our bushmen Lhese
simple ways Lo make our foresls greal.
No justification can be tound for the
allempl by the *“prolectors™ Lo lorce
Lthe Governmenl Lo eclose down Lhis
forestry school, which has been needed
so mueh ever since an English queen
bhegan Lo rule this Maori land.

Pokeno. RON HOHNNEGK.

WAIPOUA

Sir,—Dr. Archery is lair enough Lo
admil  thal scientifie lorestry should
be applied Lo every bush, bul he slLill
exceplts Waipoua. Giving Lwo reasons,
he again demands Lhal the orest
Serviee be evicted al once. Firstly,
he proposes Lo turn them oul because
he fears thal in a hundred years’
time Lheir grandchildren may cul down
the regeneraled kauri when il reaches
a diameler of 30 inches. Mr Skin-
ner had remarked thal some of Lhe
kauri should be cul al 30 inches and
Lhal has been made Lhe excuse lor a
new-found fear. In starting kauri
there is room for thousands ol seed-
lings per acre, After (ifty years of
proper care Lhere is only spuace for
aboul 200, and the sales ol surplus
Lrees nave added wealth Lo the beauty
of the bush. At the age of 100 years
there would be rool space and head
room for only 100 Lrees because each
would be 30 inches thiclk. Then Lhe
forest would he very rieh, earning in
perpetuily aboul £10 per acre per year.
Always increasing in  size, always
spreading along the range, Lhese his-
lorical gianls will bear fertile seed lor
thousands ol yeuars and | assure Mr
Thomas Lhat Lhal is why | began lo
grow lhem at Pokeno 20 yeuars ago
D, Archery's second reason i3 his
astounding statemenl thal Waipoua is
the “lasl natural primeval Kauri tor-
esl.” Primeval kauri grows neglecled
on Lhousands of bush-clad ridges [rom
the Bay of Plenty northwards Lo Kai-
Laian. The Liltle  Barrier  Island,
Trounson Park and great numbers of
seenic reserves, large and small, all
have kauri badly needing Lhe Tlor-
ester's healing growing arl. In all
lhese enormous areas Lthe Foresl Ser-
vice has no legal rvighlt and now we
meel again Lhe evil scheme Lo drive
them from Waipoua as well.

RON HOHNECGIK.



WAIPOUA

Sir,—I'or over 20 years the Forest
Serviee has studied the accumulaled
knowledge ol centuries of world for-
estry Lo find out how fo make Waipoua
lhe kauri wonderland of the world.
Nearly every year The Journal of
Foreslry has published the experi-
menls and conclusions of foresl ex-
perls upon this technical matter. They
found oul that to grow quickly mil-
lions of heallhy kauris lhe seedlings
need loose soil and ample light.  Dur-
ing recent years bushmen, sawmillers,
lree-growers, farmers and olthers have
learnlt Lhat the thinning out ol cer-
tiin old and erowded Llrees is Lhe flrsl
necessary step loward cultivaling and
developing  Dbeauliful, profitable for-
esls of quick growing nalive Llrees.
Fifty years ago lhe export of buller
started an era of rising prosperily.
Today the intensive cullivation of
kauri and other native bush is starting
an era of bushland setllement wilh a
rising abundance of cheaper nalive
timhers, Blows being struck againsl
the growing of young kauri Lrees close
beside Lhe big ones al Waipoua are
also blows slruck against the culli-
villion of native Irees in Lheir nalural
home all over New Zealand,

RON HOHNECK.

FORESTS AND MAN

Sir—Ilsabel M. Cluell asks: “Were
Lhe virgin foresls . . . diseased, sickly,
over-crowded and stunled or dying lor
the want of Lhe ministering hand?”
Gerlainly, they always suffered all that
Kind and more besides, IFor millions
ol years Lthe slagnanl bush merely ex-
isted, often betler, often worse. Every
year some  overbearing  lrees  grew
bigger, and every year some rolted
wilh disease and decay. Long ago
areal forests of bDlack bireh grew [rom
Auckland Lo the North Cape, bul all
lhese were deslroyed by grubs and
only a few Lrees remain al Rangiahua.
Elsewhere ministering hands, wilh axe
and spade, are flghting Lthe beech

woods'  ancienl  Toes. Foresls ol
lotara, rollen with “Kaikok,”" were
CONMon ages ago, Kauri grew oflen

around a rollen hearl, jusl as il does
al Waipoua loday.  Lillle kauri starl-
ing benealh Lhe oppressive shade grew
no higger lhan a broomsliek in 100
Years, They were over-crowded wilh
dozens of lrees slruggling lor cen-
luries Lo gain possession ol a lew
square feel ol hardened soil. Millions
ol acres of nalural bush still sland like
thal, a land a poverly, valued in our
Courlts al a pititul £1 per aere. Min-
islering hands are proving lhal ils real
value is aboul 50 Ltimes as much. All
Lthe idle bush has conlinued lo occupy
land hul yields no increase every year.
Somelhing  earning nolthing becomes
somelhing  wilhhoul respect. The
non-paying bush could nal be welecome
long, so poverlty and Llragedy have
sadly marched Logelher. Our for-
eslers are especially lrained for the
duly of attacking the natural evils and
the natural poverty of our floresls.
They are leaching bushmen how Lo
wisely use Lhe axe, and hoth are proud
to see lhe sylvan glories grow. Al
Waipoua they are makinz a model for-
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