
Proposed Woikoto Regionol Plon Chonge I -
Woikoto qnd Woipo River Colchmenls.

Submission on o publicolly notified proposed Regionol Plqn
prepored under lhe Resource Monogement Act 1991.

On: The Woiko'fo Regionol Counciis proposed Wcikoto Regionol Plon Chonge I -
Woikolo ond Woipo River Cotchments

To: WoikotoRegionolCouncil
401 Grey Street
Homilton Eosi
Privote bog 3038
Woikqio Moil Cenlre
HAMILTON 3240

Nome: Sleven ond Thereso Stork
Postol Address: 785 Rutherfurd Rosd, R. D. 2, Toupiri 3792
Emoil : pukemoreslolion@xtro.co.nz
Telephone: O7 824 6152

1. We wish to be heord in supporl of ihis submission.

2. We ore not o trode compeiitor for the purposes of the submission but the proposed
plon hos o direcl impoct on our cbility to form. lf chonges sought in the plon ore
odopied they moy impoct on others but we ore not in direct trode competition with
them.
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3. lntroduclion

3.t Thonk you for the opportuniiy to submit on the Woikotc Regionol Council's proposed
plon Chonge 1. We look forword to porticipotion in the submission ond further

submission processes io ossist in shoping o better Plon Chonge'

3.2 We ore Sieven ond Thereso Stork cnci ore sheep ond beef formers in the RongiririSub

cotchment in the Lower Woikoto FMU. i. Sleven, hove formed this property f or 26

yeors, firsi in portnership with my brothers ond for ihe lost 14 yeors wiih my wife,

Thereso. Prior 1o thot, my siblings ond I grew up living ond working on my porenis'
doiry form down the rood. They hove formed their property for 5'l yeors. Mony of our
neighbours hove formed in our oreo for severql generotions longer. We ore oli o port
of the fobric ol our community.

3.3 When my wife ond I bought ihe form our business plon wos to conttnue to develop the
form out of gorse, subdivide, upgrode trocks ond postures. cnd fertilize to bring the
form to its fuil potentiol. The bonk bocked this plon ond gove us o mortgoge, voluing
the lond on :ts lond type ond best use. Our gools ore io hqve o productive form thot
provides for our economic ond sociol well-being ond to leove ihe form in on
environmeniolly better state thot when we purchosed ii. We ore doing our bit for
Centrol Government's Business Growth Agendo - Towards 2025 which is to build o
more successful economy with more iobs for Kiwis.

3.4 Our form hos o vorieiy of lond types from highly productive peot soil to hord hill

couniry which is in ihe process of being developed bock to posture from gorse. We

ore running whot would be considered o low intensity forming operoiion.

3.5 To comply with this plon would require o greot deolof lqbour ond funds (Federoted
Formers Cose Studies 2016, Boker Ag Report 2016). We do not hove lhe funds for
mitigotions required on our form ond would hove to requesl on increose in our
nrortgoge to fund them. The bcnk would revolue our lond bosed on i1s then use ond
intensity os ot 201 4115 ar 2015/16 yeor (whichever we chose for the Nitrogen
Reference Point). Lond devqluotion would occur becouse the NRP limits our flexibility
1o chonge stock intensity to meei climote or morket demonds. Our enterprise could
no longer grow, ond wiih costly mitigoiions requiring extro funds with no return; our
now higher debt-io-equity rotio moy be untenoble for the bonk's risk profiling. Risk

profiling, in turn, offects one's credit roting ond the obility io borrow (per discussion
with our bonk monoger).

3.5 Our locol ond regionol economy is bosed on primory production ond support
industries. Forming will coniinue to suppori our economy. The success of this Plon

Chonge requires ihe goodwill ond cooperotion of londowners. Wiihout thot, this Plon

Chonge will not succeed. We. crs well os mony in ihe drystock sector, cnd especiolly
hill country formers; ccnnot suppori this Plon Chonge in its current form os it does noi
support our economic ond sociaiwellbeing.

Porl 1 Generol Submission

The provisions of PC I thot this submission relotes to ore:
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4.1

Aa
*.L

4.4

al.J. I

5_2

o. The whole proposol in its eniirety; ond without limitotion, ihe generol provisions referred
to in porii ond the specific provisions referred to in port 2 of this submission.

Oppose Plcn Chonge 1.

4. CSG Process

We contend ihe CSG process wos flowed. "Sector represenlotives" were not elected
by their peers from their sec'lor <;nd were vetled by WRC sioff os io iheir perceived
suitobili'iy. lf o sector wos not hoppy wiih how thelr representotive performeci, they
hod no power to remove ond recppoint o more oppropriote represen'iotive. This was
not o democrofic process ond did not prov)de true sector representotion.

As ihis plon chonge is obout iond use ond woter quolity, logic would suggest the
secfor proporlionolly covering'fhe lorgest lond oreo should hove hod mors
representoiion. Drystock hos > 370,000 ho of the lond involved in the Plon Chcnge
oreo {prior io the northeostern oreo being wilhdrown), yet hod only one
representotive

This process wos divisive os representotives were trying lo get the best outcomes
possible for their sector. For exomple, doiry who will come out with high Niirogen
Reference Poinis {niirogen being o limiter of production ond therefore weollh),
consisten'fiy voted ogoinst the drystock sector1o hove fiexibilily in their generolly lower
N emissions, even if ihey used other mitigotions.

The CSG wos to ochieve consensus decision-moking but foiled io do so. The drystock
sector representotive CSG did not supporl ihe Plon Chonge in iis current form. This
sent o strong messoge to council. A costing vote of WRC wos required io opprove this
Plon Chonge to go oul for submission, on indicotor of the questionobility of lhis plon
chonge to meet ihe needs ond ospirotions of our region's residents.

Resolulion Sought

Due to o lock of complele woter quoliiy doio, especiolly ot sub cotchment level;
high-cost mitigotions; ond restrictive lond use policy; our submission consistently osks
for o l0-yeor period to meosure ond moniior woter quolity ond issues on o sub
cotchment bosis. We consider the meosured ond sioged opprooch cf Minisiry for
Environment's Cleon Woter document ond its suggestions, o more reosonoble ond
cost-effective opprooch thon the current Plon Chcnge io ochieve improved woter
quolity. We hove mode o good foith effort to comment honestly ond constructively
to deveiop o more workoble Plon Chonge documeni.

The specific provisions of the proposol thot this submission relqtes to ond ihe decisions
it seeks from Council ore qs detoiled in the following toble. The outcomes sought ond
ihe wording used is os o suggesiion only, where o suggestion is proposed it is with the
iniention of 'or words to thol effect'. The outcomes sought moy require consequentiol
chonges to'lhe plon. including Objectives, Policies. or other rules, or restrucluring of
ihe Plon, or ports thereof, to give effecl io the relief sought.
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Port 2

t--'
i The decision I would like the Wqikoto
, Regionol Council to moke is:
I

Ihe specific provisions my
submission relotes lo ore:

Removol of northeosiern
(Houroki) porlion of Plon

My submission is thot:

SUPPORT / OPPOSE

We oppose lhis
provision

We sup6:ort bui
require omendnrents

I

I trlDD/'\ REASON RETIEF SOUGHT
I

l:^Ir5 l

i

T--

Removol of o significonl seclion of the lower
cotchmeni from PCI meons thoi people Qre now
not oble to determine whether ihis plon will
ochieve its ob.lectives ond whelher the costs on
individuols ore oppropriote. When deoling with
woter quolity, o sub cotchmen't opprooch is most
logicoi. lnsieod. geopolilicol lines hove been
clrown through sub coichments ond poriions of
lond olong those lines removed from the Plon
Chonge oreo.

There ore lond owners who now hove propertles in

ihe included ond excluded porls of the plon. This

nrokes the submlssion process coslly ond unwieldy
for them qnd other who wish to submit. ln our
view, this plon chCInge is being used os o politicol
footboll.

Council is leiiing politics override the woter quolily
i n q ql_cfrpq]flle c u ! !-e q_Ulle d j[ lhU p I gn-C h.q n 9"9.

We support the infent ond 8O-yeor time fron:e of this

obfeclive but do noi believe some of lhc lorgeis ore
crclrievoble.

We seek thot the Plon Chonge process
ploced on hold, or withdrow the plon in

its entirely until the norlheostern
cotchmenl is re inserled into the plotr ot
which lime the plon con be notified os r:
whole.

I

I

l--
I

I We seek the followittg:
I

I

; Deleie Toble 3.1 l"l orrd subslitute the
I

I mininrum stonclorcls os set ou'i irr Ministry
I for Environment's Cleon Woter

Objeclivc I

Long ferm Re.storolion ond
Prcieclion of Wofer Ouolify
for eoch Sub Colchmenl
ond Freshwofer
MonogenrenlUnil

I do.r**rlt published teb.2Ct7,
I publicotion tlmpgl ME I2l-3; q@withil
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The specific provisions my
submission relotes lo ore:

Obiecfive I continued

abiective 2

Sociol, Economic clnd
CulturalWellbeing is

moin/oinec itt lhe Longl Iernt

My submission is lhoi:

suPPoRT / OPPOSE REASON

We support but
require onrendmenls

We cgree wilh lhe inleni of this objeciive but reports to
the CSG show it connol he nret.

"Model output shows thot the proposed policy mix
will have o signil'iccrnt negalive impoct on incorne.
emp/oymeni. ond exporls wiihin ogricultural
induslries in lhe Woikoto region ond fhose sectors
that provide services lo lhem. Ihese lmpoc/s ore
f urther mognified when conneclions with industries
ocross the notion ore considered." {Pg 20
"Regionol- ond notionol-level economic impocts
of the proposed Woikoto Regionol Plon Chonge
No. I - Woikoto ond Woipo River Cotchmenls")

Reports to the C.SG show loss of volue odded to lhe
region of $623rn ond more ihon 5,200 job losses. (Pg I 1,

I 2 lntegroled Assessrrrenl Boseline ond Scerrorios).

This conlradicts WRC's own mission stotement:
Working wiih olhers ta build o Woikofo regian that
hos o heolthy enviranmenl, a strong econorny
ond vibronl comn:unities. lt olso goes ogoinst

The decision lwould like the Woikoto 
I

RegionolCouncilto moke is: 
i

I
RELIEF SOUGHT I

I

th; NCIiionor objeciives Fromew;k 1n --l
the NPSFWM 2014.

Allow movement of
o bon<J.

woter quolily withirt

Slcndords clr: not lrave lo be upheld during
flood events.

We seek the provision is r:mencJecl os follows:

Sr:ciol, Econotnic oncl CulturolWellbeing is

(.r, rn1 i)r r'',r;iiy 1116.1iptoined x^r lne i,inq lett'tl.

Add: Wlrere there ore negoiive economic
in-rpocts on loncJr:wners for the publlc good,
public funding musl be sr-rppliccl. (or worcls
to ilral elfecl)
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-- -lThe specific provisions my 
i

submission reloles io ore: i

Objeciive 2 conlinued

Obleclive,?

Short Term lmprovements
in Woter Quolity in ihe first
stoge of restorolion ond 

i

proteclion of woter quolity 
I

for eoch Sub Cotchment 
I

ond Fresllvoter 
IMolggefcnl Unii, tobL_ _l

My submission is thol: The decision lwould like the Wqikoto
Regionol Council to mqke is:

RELIEF SOUGHTSUPPORT / OPPOSE

We support bul
require omendnrents

REASON

I

cenirol government's gool 1o double primory
sector exports by 2025 ond ogoinst iheir Business

Growfh Agendo -Towords 2025 wiih the gool of
building o more successful economy with more

iobs for Kiwis.

Cosls on indiviciuollondowners, especiolly hill couniry
londowners orc too onerous for individuols io beor. in
nlony ccrses, for lilile to no benefii in woler qucrlily. The
cost of nruch miligolion will outweigh lhe bertefits.

The socio-economic costs of stress ond uncertcrirrty
would be valuoble 1o quontify. Forms crre noi only the
bcckbone of the nr:tion {ogriculture occounis |or 72%
of NZ exports).1hese smoll-to-nredium size business ore
olso homes lo their londowners. lt is not eosy lo turrr off
business stress when we live where we work. ln ihe short
ierm we ore lumped with the economic oncl lime costs
ol consullcrrls, fornr plons/resource consenls,
nroniloring, rep:orting. fencir-rg, subcjivision, increosed
roles to pcry for conrplionce, elc. ln the long term we
lr c v e no c1i(o inly"Jfgyo n q*cl9Qr _LQ: y-9 gfplq1l c lr o 11 g g, 

-

We think the besl crpprooclr is lo meosure onci moniior
for the firsl l0 yeors. Monitoring needs 1o be done oi
thr: sub colchrnerrl level ond meosuring pr:ints rreecl tc:

be uniformly plccecl.

Money woulcl be beiter spenl on improving woter
quolity in our cctchnreni by removing koicorp. They
erode slreon: ond droinoge bonks r:nd exocerbote
seclinrentotion ond poor cloriiy o{ our woier boclies, All

lhe goqQ wnrk we do in sending_gqoq qgolity woter

We seek thol the provision is omencleci os
set oul below:

Delete ihe enlire porcrgropl-i ond subslittrle
with worcls to the etfect:

Pui irr ploce mcosuring ond n-ronitoring
mechonisrns lo 2026 to infornr the reduction
of dischorges, where needed, of nitrogen,

i pLqiplgry!, sq.qtnt q!,'lg!-O_!l9robtc!_
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Ihe specific provisions my
submission relotes lo ore:

211 lJ. I l-l

Objective 4

People ond Community
Resilience

SUPPORT / OPPOSE flEASON

My submission is thot:

We support but
require onrendments

fronr our properiies is inrmecliotely undone when it ioins
wcrter with koi corp present.

We ogree wilh lhe inient of this objective bul reporls to
the CSG show it connot be nret.

Atloched ore grophs (Pgs 30, 3l WRC documenl
lnlegroled,Asses.sment Boseline ond Scenorios) showing
thot over lhe lernr of PC l, ihe meosures of volue odd.
inl lexporls, cmployment. economic benefit of water,
infroslruc ture <t n d vibra nt resl'Iienf c o mmu niti es oll su f f er
o worsening irend lhe longer PC l is in effect wilh rrone
of those objeclives being mei.

Ihe reolity is, mony londowners rnusl fund lruge costs
for introstructure (fencing, woler reticulotior-r, plontirrg,
etc.) within the next l0 yecrrs for crn BO-yeor gool. There
is no cerlointy whol further rules ond regulolions will i:e
coming in the nexl lO-yeor plon which nroy negotc
some of lhe work ond expense done under this plon.

For exomple, hill country {orms will, in some ccses.
spend hundreds of thousorrds of dollors on fencing clnci
yiqlqr, ts !@ -1!:p wlrlqlsepl q r

Ihe decision I would like the Woikoto
Regionol Councillo moke is:

RELIEF SOUGHT

pothogens. lnsteod of Tr:ble 3.ll-1
substituie the minimurn stondords os set
oul in Ministry for Environment's C/eon
Water documenl published Feb. 2O1 7,
publicotion number ME 1293; ond within
the Notionol Objectives Fromework in
the NPSFWM 2014.

Allow movement of woter quolity wiihin
c bond.

We seek thol the provisior-r is onrended os
set oul below:

Amend the provision by c.leleiing Toble 3.1 1-

I ond substiluiing the minimum stondords
os set out in Ministry for Environmeni's
Cleon Water document published Feb.
2017, publicotion number ME 1293.

I)eleie Clouse B on<i require no furlher cost
requirenrerris on londowners for 25 yeors in
orclcr for them lo offord the costs of
significcrnt inveslments required under this
current plcn chonge.

Add: Where lhere ore negotive econonric
irnpocts on isndowners for the public good,
public funding must be supplied. (or word to
that eifect)
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The specilic provisions my
submission relotes lo ore:

Objective 4 conlinuecl

Obiective 5

Morro Tongoto *
Protecting and Restoring
Tongoto Whenua volues

Pctlicy I

Mcnoge diffuse
discharges of nilrogen,
phosphorus. sedimen'l ond
microbiol poihogens.
Toble 3.1I-l

I;;ssionisrnot:

SUPPORT / OPPOSE

We oppose

I sl.rpporl bui require
omendments

i

I

I

I

It_

REASON

orroiotion &e;r. ffiirtAkrnd iopo.iiv 
""lv 

iogiry it
ollowed on thoi lond. This would leove londowners
wilhout c business, wiih sunk cosls in useless
infrostructure ond further in debt for no goin to the
c o m rn u nily*or ltqflggLly,

We support oll New Teol,cnders being lreoted equolly
under thc low ond lhol differeni people volue wotcr in
dillerent woys. One groups' ideols ond volues shoulcJ
nol be singled out or corry more weighi thon onother's.

Flexibility ol developnrent ol lond bosed on the rcce of
ownerrhip of lond is unoccepioh.rle. Mony non-moori
londowners hove pnssed their londs orrto succeedirrg
generotions, moking ihenr oncestrollonds 1o their
SUCCCSSOIS.

We oll live in lhe Wcrikcrto crnd volue fresh woter, ourr

rivers crnd slreonrs in our owrr woy. ond ore crll working
for sound sok;tions.

Fornrers forming of low intensity levels ore being
troppeci wilhout flexibility for their forming sysletns.
Climote conditions oncl morket demonds ofien require
flexibillty lo chonge portions of o fcrrming syslenr.

For exomple, when cr drought breoks, often o surge of
Nitrogen is releosed. This could blow your nilrogen
budget out the window for the entire yeor.

I
f,
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Ihe decision lwould like the Woikoto
Regionol Councilto moke is:

RELITF SOUGHT

-l
I

l

l

I

I

I-l
I

IWe seck thol ihe provrsion is deleted in ils
entirely.

We seek lhot the provislon is ontendec1 os

follows:

Monoge i-lrlr-j r+.ilr.irrrl rei*rrtiir',lr!' in sub-
colchmetrl-wide dischorges of nilrogen,
phosptrorus, sediment ond microbiol
pothogens, by:

o) Fnobling aciivities witlr o low levelof
contr:minonl ciischcrge to woler bodies
pt ,rvlr-,l.*1 iL,.-r1*; r-li9;.lr.lf {tei r lr , t q^rf ii't.- rp.^-l:.:-
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The specilic provisions nry
submission reloles to orer:

Poltcy I coniinued

Palrcy 2

Toilored opprooch 1<l

reducing diffuse
dischorges from formirrg
octivities

My subrnission is thot:

We oppose

REASON

We think the besl opprooch is to meosure ond monitor
for ilre first l0 yeors. Monii:ring needs to be done ot
ihe sub cr:lchmentlevelr:nd meosurirrg points need to
be uniformly ploced.

You con'i monoge whol hosn't been nreosured oncj
wlrcl hcrs been rreosurecl l"roln'i Lrcen done unifornrly.
Thcre ore o lot of urrknowns crnci arbilrory decisions
hove been nrode roiher llrorr scierrce-brrckecJ
decisiorrs.

The rules do nol loke o toilored op:prooclr; they loke cr

hl<rnk*i opprooch which conlrocjicts this policy. For

exonrple, where nilrogen is not on issue. every property
nrust hove a nitrogen reference pornl to fr:rnl uncier.
Or llre blanket fencing rule where, on mony lrill counlry
forms,lt willhove lilile effcct on olreody goocl woter

The decision lwould like the Woikoto
Regionol Councilto moke is:

RELIEF SOUGHT

Add c) .li p{.rr i1r-ttt(-it-:t,-{'''-i'. ':{" i,'.i tl:
Mitlrilry for Fn'u i;{:'rt:;tt'rt':. i f-;L^'ir'l 1'!'r'rlcl

dc,-"'urnerrl puL-rlisl',e ,1 te l: zilr i,
Jrtti;iicciion rir.,'r":tr]a]l \,ii- I i193.,:rt'iti'wril"iin
r:r., r.lrtt 1r;r1l ,-;1^,1r":-li'f*_-S | :,"-1;r:;y,r,; 1., j1,

iire i'iPSfta/lvt ll)1 4.

l..licr',r' [,"1i:art:rn.jrr i rJ[ ,ryr-rle. r:| t1lli]y '.eriil'ttr '

',: brtr.lrl"

We seck thcri the provision is cJclclccJ in ils
enlirety.

We seek the plcrn chonge shr:ulcJ rrol be
irnplenrerilecJ until sound scienlific doicr hos
been collected os 1o the woter qLrolity issues

in eocl-r sub ccttchrnenl. For sotle il wiil bc
sediment, sonrcJ e coli, sr:nre will ltove o
cornbinotion o{ issues. elc. Orice llre issr-tes

ore mecsured ond nronitored, rnclre
torgeted ond effective solutions con be
cleveloped. This is o nrore cosl-effecttve
cpprooclr.

gl{v.l|ruUelqe-r"!-1-vvsK]!q telK--" *
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The specific provisions my
submission relotes to ore:

Policy 3

Toilored opprooch to
reducing diffuse
dischorges from
commerciol vegetclble
production systems

Policy 4

Enobling octivities wiih
lower dischorges to
contrnue or to be
esloblished while signolling
further chonges moy b,e
reguired in future

Policy 5

Stoged opprooch, Toble
3.1 t-r

My submission is thot: The decision lwould like the Woikoio
Regionol Councilto moke is:

SUPPORT / OPPOSE

We oppose

lsupport bul reqr-rire
omendments

lsupporl bul require
,-:nrendmenis

REASON

l

We thrnk lhe best otr"rprooch is io meosure ond moniior
{or ihe firsl i0 yeors. Monitoring needs 1o be done ol
the sub cotchnrcni levclonrJ meosuring poinls need to
be uniformly ploced.

You con'l monoge whol hosn't been meosured ond
whoi lras been meosured hosn't been done uniformly.
Tlrere ore o lol of unknowns ond orbiirory decrsions

nrc<Je rother thon science-bocked

Becr:use ol ltre significonl cosls involvecl, cspeciolly for
hill counlry fr:rmers, linonciol certoinly is required for ot
leost 25 yecrs.

i

I
I

We support o str:ged <rpprooch bul cJo not support llre
lorgets os sei out ln Tcrble 3.1 1-l .

r RELIEF SOUGHT
l

We seek thot lhe provision is deleled in its
entirety.

We seek
fcllows:

thot ihe provisiotr is c;rnendecl os

Delete whtle llgt"i;llr r<-; lirrii:r.;r
i ie reririr<.r1 ir i iuiure.

r Ir,t:,.1e!)rj;rr,

We seek the following: Dele le Toblc 3.1 l-l
ond subrslituie the nrinimurr stondclrds os sel
out in Mirrisiry for L:nvirc-rrtmenl's Cler:n Woler
docunrerrl puh:lishecl t-eb. 201 7, publicotion
rrumber ME I29:t; ond wiihin the Noiionol
Objeclives Fromework in the NPSFWM
241 4.

Allow movement of woter quolity within
o bond.

Page 10 of 23



l---.t
i the specific provisions my 

i

submission reloles to ore: I

Iilrllr,lllil
I eoricy 5 continued I

I.l-----rl'
I eoticy o irl

My submission is lhot:

Blcrnkei restrictions on lond use chonge goes ogoinsl
lhe purpose of lhe RMA which is susloinoble
monogement of noturol ond physicol resource while,
among other things, ovoiding, remedying, or rtriiigoting
ony cdverse eflecls ol octivities on the environnrenl.

Blonkel reslriciions kill flexibility. Noi ollowing on
increosc in, for excrurple, phosphorus dischorges moy
be conrplelely unnecess<rry if phosphorus is not o
problem tor the sub-cotchmeni's woterwoys. lt is olso <:

ilreft of privole property righis by regulolory steolth.

The exception provided for in Policy l6 hos no ploce in
o regionol plon chr:nge on woter quolity os Policy l5 is

boserj on lhe roce of ownership of lond, noi on octivity
or effects.

This policy come into eftect on notificoiion itr Oclober
2016 wilhor.rt offer:led porlies being given ihe
o pp_gl-t-!,i nity_t o s u b m i t. *Th i s i s r"r n occ e pJS:Fl e.

Lond suilobilily crilerio musi include current lond usc
ond currenl woter quolity, the moderoting effects of
polentiol miligotions ond non-biophysicol criterio
{econr:mic, socir.:l crnd cullurol).

Lon<Jowners ore being osked in lhis plon chonge to
irrvesl in 50-60 ycor infroslructure such os f encing,
pl gn ti rr g s, .w q |p I &Igg! olg!.11e_!lo 1 Q.s,,e,!q. Qut" o.re

The decision I would like the Woikoio
Regionol Councilto moke is:

REIIET SOUGHT

SlonclorrJs do not hove to be uphelcl during

We seek thctt the provision is:

Dele iecl in ils entirety ond omend

We seek that the provision is ontended os

follows:

lnserl os foliows: Preporing for l:r ",',ti,llr-
cllocolion in the future.

Del e le i. 4-.& llr-,wr:r rr, ::r ol ileril'riji f v I ri

rl$vr.lt:!;rrtL.rll..,,jLttt1l:til,Ylgtl11,lf 
-"-+:1f 

1i

SUPPORT / OPPOSE REASON

We oppose

Resfricling lond use chonge

Policy 7

Preporing for
the fu'lure

We support but
require ornenclrnents

ollocotion in
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The specific provisions my
submission reloles to ore:

Prslicy 7 canlinuecl

Policy B

Priori'tise implementotion

t

My submission is ihol:

suPPoRT / OPPOSE

Oppose

l

.l

REASON

girerionrylb veoiiot ."riol;it.T 6"d tuir"oilitv -
crilerio do not loke inlo considerotion tlre mitigotions
put in ol greot costs to fonrilies ond does no1 corisider
their cconomic, sociol oncJ culturolwell-being; this does
nol nreel Objective 2.

For excrmple. hill country formers will, in nrony coses.
poy lrundreds of lhousonds of dollors for fencing oncl
wcrter reliculoiion only to be lold in the next plorr
chonge or lwo ltrot their tond suiiobiliiy is foresiry. This

will hclve domr:ged iheir economic, sociol ancj cullural
wellbeing ond obility 1o provide for lhese things, os
requirecl under the RMA.

We tlrink lhe besi opproocl-r is to meosure ond mr:nitor
for tlre first l0 yeors" Moniioring needs 1o be done oi
ihe sub ccrtchr"nent level oricJ meosuring poinls need to
be uniforrrly plocecl.

You cr:n'i monoge whot hosn'f been mecrsured ond
wircrl hos been rrrcosured lrosn'i been <lone uniformly.
There ore o lot of unknowns ond orbitrory decisions
huve been nrode rotlrer thon science-bocked
decisions.

The decision lwould like ihe Woikoto
Regionol Council to moke is:

RELIET SOUGHI

lrrnri; <tt rr'l

D*letC Oi FOOtnOte g. rr"il i]]]i .tvr.,l,,i,-]t ri x r_)i

il,r,-rl rl.

Anrenci oi Foolnote 5 os follows: Lorr<l
suitobilily criterio eir-lLrrle rr(:lui1i- current
lond use cnd current woler quolity, llre
rnoderr:+ir-rg effects of potentiol rliligoiior-rs
ond non-biophysicol criierio iecor-ronric.
socrol clnd culluroi).

Delete: lvly|1r-u.l iiie.,e 1<-x'1or:,,rrii tr;" rri
rrrl',r:rIrlrr(;* tt i,.rtrclytkr, 1iie,ltl-rlirr:r111,r[^ 1 .i

i I r r"ri' t! rir.1c<1 ir'rr tt-i sr rilli.;iltry r -k ri,tlii _,. i1i; x.r.

lnseti oi d): f'r.ritrl,: luiure ollocolion
decisions should tclkc odvonioge of new
clr:tc ond knowleclge.

We seck tlroi llre provision is:

Delcled in its entirely.

i-crilirrg lliot, we seek the provisiorr is

cnrendecJ os lollows:

Dcleic Ir.t>lq ,'i.: r- I ond in its plcrce insert thc
rninimunr sicrndords os sei out in Ministry
for Envlronment's Cleon Water
documeni published Feb. 2a17,
publicotion nrtnSfl UL 1 ??Q.-
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The specific provisions my
submission relqtes lo ore:

Pc>hcy l4

Lokes Freshwoter
Monogement Units

Policy l&

Flexibility to development
of Moori lond returned
under liritiWoilongi
Settlements ond muliiple
owned Moorilond

' -- '---------l*
I

I

I

I
I
J

l
I

1

I

My submission is lhot:

SUPPORT I OPPOSE REASON

The decision lwould like the Woikoto
Regionol Councilto moke is:

RETIEF SOUGHT

We seek thot the provision is:

Reloined

We think tl-re best opprooclr is 1o meosure ond rnorritor
ior the first l0 yeors. Monitoring needs to be clone ol
the sub colchnrent levelond rneosuring poirits need to
b,e unilormly ploced.

Yr:u cr:rr't nloncge whol hosn'i been rneosurecl ond
wl:ot hos beerr nreosured l-rosn'l been done uni

Wc suppori oll New Zeolonders being treoted equolly
under the low. One groups' ideols ond volues should
not i:e singled ot-lt r:r corry more weigt-tt thon onother's.

We oll live in the Wr:ikclto oncl volue fresh woter. outr

rivers ond streonrs in our own woy, ond ore oll working
{or sound solulions.

"The key factor ln considering o pr:licy approach for
Moori f rcehold land under Ic lure Whenuo Maori Act
1993 and setllemenf loncJ is lht. boniers fo developnrent
fhot hr:ve been pioced upon it. which hos recluced or
removed fhe decision moking conlrolof lhe ownels
ctver how thot lond wos used {Coffin 2016)." (Section 32

Pg 2l 3).

We suppori

We oppose We seek thot the provrsron ls:

i

Dele'led in ils etttirely

These mcrtters shoulel be toker-r up wilh centrol
governmcnt wlrere chonges con be nrode without
disodvr:ntoging Wr:ikctto londowners in pclrtict.rlor.

The purpose of the RMA is to promote sustoinoble
monogement of noiurol ond physicol resources. The

Plon Chonge is not the vehicle to oddress hisloriccrl

Page 13 of 23



l"
The specific provisions my
submission relotes to ore:

Polic:y l6 coniinued

My submission is thol:

SUPPORT I OPPOSE REASON

wrongs ond shoulcJ not be used os c pseudo-Treoly
Settlernenl document.

Allowing more lond to be cjevelopeclwith lhe
ossocioted rncreose in diffuse ciischorges ior one roce
o{ londowners is unocccploble. The remc;ining
londowners in lhe colchment ore detrinrenlolly
<rffecled by fudlrer reducing their diffuse dischorges io
ollow increosed diffuse clischcrrges from Moori lond.

PC I hos provisions to hold ond reduce conlominonls
(iorrcl use chonge rule, rules supporting ihe no increoses
in dischorges from the Nilrogen Reference Poini oncl
redur:lion lo lhe Z5ih perceniile nilrogen leoching
volue).

Allowing Moori lo develop lcrnd wiilincreose ditfuse
chorges ond will exocerbcle tolol nilrogen brecrches in
the Woikoto River of Ohokuri. Whokonroru, Ohooki. li
will olso exocerboie tolol phosphorus breoches uncier
the medium onci high developnrent scerrorios in the
Workoto River ol Ohooki. fSection 32 Pg 215)

The principle s of WRC's own submissiorr contrcrdicts ihe
effects this policy will hove on woler quoiity:

" 14. lhe colchrnenl is over<;l/ocated. ond wide-spreod
reduclions ore requied in f uture plon changes in order
lo meel lhe /<.rng-lenn obieclives. Allowing for
increoses in dischorges during lhe sloge covered by
the PPC I could averwhelm lhe efforfs of ofhers fo, I rne rr(- , coula aYerY{netm rne erorTs oI orners ro

I I reduce dischorges. Iherc is o cleor risk lltcsl further

L --l d"Eqgq tion oiwgtel quotly-1ilhe cofc-l.rmenl will-

The decision I would like the liloikolo
Regionol Councilto moke is:

RETIEF SOUGHT

-l
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The specific provisions my
submission relqtes lo ore:

t-
i My submission is thot:

il-

I

lThe decision I would like the Woikoto
Regionol Council to moke is:

I
I

i
l

I

L

I

l

i SUPPORT / OPPOSE
I

-i
I

I

I

I
I

We oppose

RE.ASON

oi,ccuu r-c,Cli"n ii noticiien, ;:;a ti:dt itre oniectires w//
nol be mei."

Ar-rci

" 16. An imnrediole constraint rs ploceil orr r:hclrrqincl
f rom lawer contaminant4ischcsrging lanci uses fo
higher conlonlnont 4ischarging lond uses, effective
unlil 2026.Ihe immediacy of lhe conslroinl on
rhanging frant lower fo higher contominont-
clischarging lond-use otlenrpfs to lhwarl ony negcttive
progress regarding lhe PPCI objeciives by lhe
ggn-vigltys-lrpq9Ls-el/-u-{l]rqr-s-otueryq!s."

Ihis plon chcnge ts very coslly to rurol londowners for
nriiigotions requircd under lhe plon. To furllrer burden
londowners wilh costs for issues oulslde the plon is

ignoring Objeciive 2, os wcs noted eorlier.

Our concern is thol by puttirrg ihese iienrs in ihe plorr
itself, for exomple wetlond volucs, welloncls begin to
creep inio consents ond form plons os o requiretnent.
They ore costly io construct ond ore only effective for o
tinre before they become eulrophic. More proclicol
ond cost-effeclive solutions to coniorrrinonls ore 'lhings

such os sedirnents trops.

Other reol sources ol coniominonls, such crs koi corp
hove noi been oddressed lrere. We consicier tttis poiicy
not necessory, odding exlro cost to londowncrs for
public benefit.

We seek tl"rol lhe provision is:

Delelecl in ils errlirely

I

.l
RELIEF SOUGHT

Policy l6 conlinucd

Policy l7

Considering the wider
conlext of the Vision ond
Strotegy

i

I

I

I

I

Page 15 of 23
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The specific provisions my
submission relotes lo sre:

Non Poini Source Consenl
Durotir:n

My submission is lhol:

suPPoRT l OPPOSE

lnclucie new pohcy

i

i

i

l
l

I

lwe opp-qlg i! pqlRulo 3. i I-5.i.

Page 16 of 23

REASON

of requ-ire-mentsionririqoielre&rCJttretoJr
conlominonts, bul thcy shc.ruld rrot be <lrivers in ond o{
lhenrselves.

Londowners requrre lhe obilily to stoge fulure
mitigotion oclions 1o ollow investment cosls io be
spreocl over tin:e.

There needs to be provided oppropriote cerloinly of
irrvcstmenl where contontinont recluctiorr nteosures orc
proposed.

Lcrr-rciowners need to hove the some certornty for their
consenls/iorfir environment plons os poinl source
conseni holders.

The mognitude ond significonce of ilre irrvestment
nrode or proposed to be mode in conlorninont
reduction meosures will be quile signilicont lor hill
country formers.

Currently no incenlive is provided lo lonciowners
beyond the l0 yeor life of thr: plon chcnge onci there is

no certointy or incentive for lonclowners io invest lorge
onrounls of funds, lF they ore oble 1o obloin such
funding.

Woter treotrnenl plonts con hove long consent terms
and the CSG esiinrotes 25 yeors cmorlizotion of cosis,
so this should be the length of time to odjusl to lhe

i torse costs imrrosgQ qllqrrlilgloinltiq,s
--T 

*
it *] Ollfgfregions use lB_ slock units !.ls_g llllaillgjcl for lo-w

I
I

I

The decision lwould like the Woikolo
Regionol Councilto moke is:

REIIEF SOUGHT

We seek thol the provisiorr is:

l1 ;,. |,-r'- j1; llr: r/ t-.rr.'lir- 1, wl rrr.it l-,r l. )'y,( .ir .', ir.,r

*."_,^-,r'1..)t I'i," , ,r.lr.i, :l r;rr(1 i_r;llirf { li .._r-f i 1i1,r.u i1-'g

i,,t ti i{ iwi-,.: i \ r ie rt:lirr..},i,i il i, lif 'r rSr - r.it:,{. 1 1 if ( 11,.' :

Ilre ternr of o resource conseni oncl/or fornr
ettvironltrenl;:lon',"riii tr,'it l']tlf rllirr ttlt r[ ',',',

yfi{)1 .'.

We seek itiql lhq-prqlisir:n rs:

l

i



The specific provisions my
submission reloles to ore:

Permiffed Acfivtty Rule *
Srnol/ oncJ l-ow lnfensily
farmrng ocljvilies

lnseri new Objeciives,
Policies, ond Rules to enoble,
supporl. r:nd incenlivize sub
cotchmerrt planning ond
lond r:nd wr:ier
monogemenl

Rule 3, I 1.5.2

Permi/lecl Aclivity Rule -
Otlrcr { arming oc livifies

My submission is thol:

SUPPORT I OPPOSE

We oppose in port

REASON

intensily forming ond there is no scienlific doto to
support 6 slock units os cutoff criterion

We think the best opprooch is to meosure ond monilor
for the first I0 yeors. Monitoring needs to be done ot
ihe sub cr:tchnrenl level ond nreosuring poirrls need 1o

be unifornrly ploced.

"lhen o loilored opprooch con be developed for eoch
1uQ c.oJc[nenl. __ ____
SUL: cotchmenl opprooch lo n-ronoging lond ond
woter resources ore o sensible ond prociicoble
opprooch lo conlrolling coniominonl dischorge cncl
give eoch torm, oncl cotchmenl, ownership nver their
fulure.

We think ilre bestopprocrch is lo nreosure ond moniior
for lhe {irst l0 yeors. Moniioring needs io be done ol
the sub cotchmenl levcl ond nreosuring points rreeci lo
be uniforrnly ploced. You cor-r'l monoge whol lrosn't
been meosured crnd whol hos been nreosured hosn't
!U-qe [ -d 

q | ]e _u I Ll 
p"r1'{y.,_I

_, l
I
I

L__
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The decision lwould like the Woikoto
Regionol Councilto moke is:

RELlEF SOUGHT

Amcndcd os toliows:

3.11.5.1 Pennilted Activity Rule - St't.tollrt'i,.i
{rr [ev lnlensiiy iorming octivilies

3,I 1 .5.I 5) For grozeci lond, the stocking rote
of the land is less thon r, lit units per lreciore;
ond

fncfuUe new or ome"d existrng ObjeclirG, -
Policies. mellrods, ond rules io ertc;ble
ccrlchnreni groups to nronoge lheir lond
ond woter resources 1o crchieve wotet
qt.rolily oulcomes while provicling for theit
ecorrr:rnic ond sociol wellbeing ond
surlcrinobiliiy

I seek thot lhe provision is:

Amerrrjed os follows:

3.I I .5.2 . . .. ond hos more thon {'
,,11,:c, f)r:i ili;..lt,lr *

3"1 1.5.2 4) ci l'lo port ot th
errlerprise over l5 degrees
r,.t:l I ivctlgri i't. {. l{ t.l / (' t i c.lt clL;i,.

)rty or

.;,-!

oper
aic

pro
)pe
r' -,i l

et
slo

:.:.r

!!..1..-t



The specific provisir
submission relotes I

Rule 3.1 1.5.2 conlin

.. "-t
I

sions my I

s lo ore: I

I

I
I

i

-l
I

'int.red i

My submission is thol:

SUPPORT / OPPOSE

We ore very concerned tlrot we, ond the londowners
being ntode to implement this plon, clo not know ihe
exieni of this fype of decision-moking ihoi hos
occurred lhroughout the plcrrr.

We lhirrk tlre best crpprooch is lo meosure orrd rrronitor
forlhe first l0 yecrrs. Moniloring needs to be done ot
the sub cctchment levelcnd meosuring; points neerJ t<r

be unifontrly ploced.

Then cr toilored opprooch ccn be developed for eoch
sub cotcl:rnenl.

We <-:ppose irr porl OVE'RSIER is not suitcrble os n reguloiory tool. lt wcrs nol
designed os such ond ccrn be +l- 30% inoccurole. lhis
is crn unocceploble "lool" io use for regulotion.

Fronr converso'lions wrllr WRC sloff, term of resource
consents ore likely to be no nrore thon the length o{ r:
plon chcrnge * l0 yeors. Consents during lhe curreni
plon chr:ttge will nrosl likely expire by 2026. Ihis ck:cs
nol give cerlointy lo hill couniry fornrers who will hove
mossive cosis under tlris plon chonge, to invesi.

The resource conseni process is costly oncJ litne-
consuming. Mitigoiions thot nroy be required such os
feed pcds, fencing, plonfings, woter reticulotir:n,
wellcrncis, eic. will lrove o lifetinre of oi ieosi 50-60
yeors. Il:ere will be tcx lo poy on these new copitol
items os well os irrcreosecJ nrointenonce.

There is no certcrinty 1o fhe former ltrol fulure plon
changes will ncgote the cosis of ihe cbove

REASON

i

I

Rule 3. I 1.5.4 Controllecl
Ac:tivily Rule - l:armincl
oclivrtics wilh a larnt
Environnrent Plan r^tot under
o Cerlified lndustry Scheme

_l
Page 18 of 23

i

i REIIET SOUGHT
I.t - -.
I
I

i Dcleie ony sloncjcrrcls or cloLrses which ltol<j
I l<rrrd uscs to hisloric clischcrrge levels or

stocking rotes.

We seek tlrot the provision is ornendecj c-ts

follows:

Delete 3.1 1.5.4 iii

Delele 3.1 L5.4 iv

Tlrc ternr of cr resource consent oncl/or forni
envitottnrenl plotr'ltil l;,: (l f r'll rit,lr.if i: ,.li 1?1,

Y('/ 1l\

ision I would like the Woikoto
Councilto moke is:



The specific provisions my
submission reloles lo ore:

Eute i U;:J cq'ttingg-q,

Rule 3. I I.5./

Nort ccnrplying activity rute *
Lc;nd t/se Chonge

My submission is thol:

$urPonr I oPPosE

We oppose

REASON

in{rostructure ond o minimurrr of 25 yeors is

c;rrri;rlize <rnd offord the cosis.

We object 1o ihis rule toking effect on notificoiion ol
the plon chonge, prior to oifecled porties being cble
lo submii on ii.

Lcrnd volues hcrve hisioricolly been sei on highest oncl
besi use, not necessorily currenl use. This freezirrg of
lond use ond iniensity willencouroge bonks to
reconsider whelher iondowners' debt to equity rolios
ore sufticicnt to sustoin on ongoing business.

We purchosed our properly witl"r o business plon ond o
bcrnk loon to coniirtue to develop our lrill country into
postorol grozing. Hoving orir flexibilily frozen, o limiting
Nilrogen Reference point ossigned, cnd focing huge
costs in fencing ond woter reiiculcrlion for rro return,
oncl o clecreose in lorrd volue; ol,r econonric ond
sociolwellbeing ore now detrinrertlolly impocted. We
ore surrouncJed by doiry fcrnrs who con conlinue to
ernit Nitrogen ol o much higher level. This
grondporenling opprocclr is unocceptoble und is crn

exomple of Objective 2 not being mel fr:r mony

lq!!,_oW!9rs-qp_ecr$y-n.{rcq!l:[ry-l.ol11]er,!.

We lhink ihe besl opprooch is to nteosure ond ntorrilor
for the firsl l0 yeors.

You con'l monoge whoi hosn'l b,een mecrsured ond
whot has been meosured lrqsn't been done unifonnly

Overseer * Tool which wos designed to focus on the

The decision lwould like the Woikoio
Regionol Council to moke is:

RELIEF SOUGHT

We seek lhot tlre provision is onrendecj r:s
{ollows:

Deleied in its entirety

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

i

I

I

I

I

-f-
I

I

I We seek thol lhe orovision is onrerrded ctsi'
I follows:
I

l.l
I in'rl:"t ', ,\/iir T()rl11 ir lri'q1 :n(:i t 1,\ I r\r'/{ tl.} I i' 

I

| .,till :-,,. J,,r.il (,ti r-yi rrrlolr'),11,vi... rt.,l i

I rC"t 1,t1, rl,)l " t,-,, ,l ,ti 1it6 l.rr()l-,.'.'f 1',, ir:-v,-)l i,-i ,,1.,!'!l 
i

l'* : :1'::,',"':::r '1'l' 'j'i:l:r I'i l:'',,: |]':'r' - - r

Schedule B

Nifroqer r Reference Pr:inl

We oppose
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The decision Iwould like the Woikoto
Regionol Councilto moke is:

RETIEF SOUGHT

We seek llrct the provision is omerrdecJ os
follows:

I

I

I
J

I

l

i

Ihe specific provisions my
submission reloles lo ore:

Schedu/e B conlinued

My submission is thot:

i I

I

-__l
I
I

I
I

I

t

I 
sueronr / oPPosE

l-
REASON

iidai; .ilrilleGcrchng oncj nol on"quontitotive
omounts. The Overseer N leoching model hus nol
been icsted or colibroied in ollpossibrle combinolions
of climote, soil iype ond fonl syslems. Hos o voriobilily
of + or * 30%. lt should be precluded lrom being used
os o regulotory looi.

We cr:nsider it useful io use OVERSFER to help lormers
nreosure ond rnc;noge nilrogen of o properly level. lt is

not to be used in ony shope or form os o regulotory tool
urrlil ri is cccurole for such purpose.

A form's ongoing viobility on<l right lo forrn should nol
be ossessed ngoinst o tool not fit for regulotory
purposes

ll-ris is bosicoliy grondporenting similor lo whot
hoppened in Loke Toupo, but ihere is rro governmerrl
$B2m to crssist in tlre trr:nsition or br";y oui pro;rerlies

There is no incentive for higher en:illers lo reduce.
insleod lhey moy enrit to the mr:ximum levelollowcrble
in onticipolion of furilrer future reduciions while low
emillers renroin of curreni levels {this excludes those
ove r ihe 757o percenhle of N lecrciring who MUST
reduce)

We neerI flexibility irr our fornr businesses to responcl 1o
rnorket denronds, weother events, ond personol 

I

--t
Council's requirements ore, in sorne coses, orbrlrory 

I

q!!1_nol:g9lq9 !q.s-gQ,*f igf,q9:L_wi.th |ittle effect, {o.:: l

checjule C We oppose in porl
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The :pecific provisions my
submission relotes to ore:

Siock Fxclusion

Schedule I

Req uirenrents for l"orrn
Environnrenl Plons

My submission is lhot:

L

I surponr / oPPosE

We oppose in port

-t

REASON

nol hove sound boseline nreosurements

FEPs slrould be used to nreosure ond rtronitor for the first
plon chonge. Once ollinformotion is collcrted on o sLrL>

colchmenl bosis, we'llhove o good storting point for
rules ond reguloiion, if required.

As it stonds, we ore o low interrsily fornting operotion
thol hcls been slowly replocing Oorse'coverecl lond wlth
posture. We will olwoys be o low intensiiy opercrtiorr.
Beor irr rrrind, gorse is o high nitrogerr leoching sourccl.
By replocing thct posture ond grozing. we ore still low
intensity but provicJing cre rrow providing for our well-
being others well-being by provicling jobs, onc.l o
stirnulus to ihe locol econonry. Fot excrrnple. irt

reinsioting posture, we hove employerl helicr:piers oncJ
boughl weed onci pesl sproys from locol reloilcrs. Titen
we enrploy locol ferrcirrg corrtroctors, shcorers, crnd
builders lo service ond nrcrintc.rin required supporting
infrostructure.

We need flexibility in our forming ntonogemen'i to
respond to climote whiclr is out of our conlrol (too
much roin, drought condilions), morket indicoiors crnd
seosonol flr:ctucliions. To hove o restriclive plon thot
wcrs wriiien yeors eorlier iinriting one's obilily lo reocl lo
the obove iri o prerenl-doy situcltion ts siressiul. For

elq 1n-p | 
_e-,. 9 v--el1 1-qlbq f *!5: o ;n 

" 

p r i q91 qq.[_ p g-tqs s f u], i f .

The decision I would like the Woikcto
Regionol Councilto moke is:

RELIEF SOUGHT

Use tlre rlininrum stondcrrds for stock
exclusion os set oul in Ministry for
f:nvironntertt' s Cleon Water c]ocuntenl
publishecl Feht. 2017, publicotion numl>er ME

I ?Zt__
We seek thoi the provision is omenderl cs
tollows:

Anrend FEP requirenrenis to chonge
thresholcJ for ntonck:tory stock exclusion lo
the rninirnurr-r s'londoids for slock exclusion
os sel ouf in Ministry for Envirortnrent'r Cleon
Water documenl published Feb. 2017,
publicolion nutnber ME 1293.

Delele llre use of OVERSIIR os c regulototy
lool. lf nitrogerr relererrce poinls ore 1o be
used os cr linriting foctor ol prc'perty level,
the S-yeor rolling overoge is 1o be relolncd.
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The specific provisions my
submission ralolas to ore:

Sciredule I conlinued

Schedule 2

Cerlrficolic'n of lnd ustry
Schemes

Secfiorr 32 tvoluution

My submission is thol:

We oppose in porl

We oppose

REASON

we connot tenrpororily increose stock numbers to toke
odvonloge of ihol. We con only sii ond wotch wlriic
ltrose witlr lrigher historiccrl leoching of nitrogen
{grondporenting} con toke odvontoge of ihls benefit^

This is erosion of privale property riglrts for public qood
ry{h-ro puFliq fundllg,

We ore concerned lhere ore not enough suilobly
qui:lifiecl plcnners with ihe required skills to corry out
the requirenrenls of this Schedule, i.e.

''Hove enough knowledge of ihe poientiolwoler
quolily effects ol the form syslem they ore ossessing, for
instonce vegetoble crop produclion or doiry lormirrg.
Understond the requiremerrts of Plon Chonge l. Be
quolifieri ond skilled in following o structured oudit
process."

Form Environnienl plon requirernen[s ore difficult to
rnterpret, <rncl hill counlry fornring hos odditionol
complexities wilh regcrrd to slope ond fencing
requirements

ihe Section 32 evoluotion pe*oint to the- entire I

Plon Chonge areq, nol ihe Plon Chonge oreo tfrci 
l

is cunenlly open for submissions. We, the public, 
I

cjo not hove o Section 32 Evoluotion thol 
i

corresponds to the Plon Chonge we ore 
I

5gQryjtlhg _oL_[9 1l'U:r_!"this fgils ih.e rq-c1uireryg1t l

The decision lwould like the Woikoto
Regioncl Council to moke is:

RELIEF SOUGHT

We seek thot the provision is crmendecj <rs

set oul below:

Reploce ollwr:ler quolity torgyets wilh the
rlirrimur.r-r stondorcls for str:ck exclusion os sel
oul in Ministry for Environnrenl's Cleort Woter
documeni publistred l-eb. 2017, publicolion
nunrber ME 1293;orrcj within the Notionol
Objeciives Frornework in thc Nt'SFWM 2014.

Allow movemeni of woler quolity within
cr bcrnd.

Delete llt* 1]ur1'x-.',.'rt,-r)f l'r'rlir^y f rlI J onCl
subslilule opprorrclr lo be irsed is io
nreosure ond nronitor for the firsl j0 ycors"

Drsregord tlre currenl Section 32 evoluotion
ond hove o furllter evoluolion carried out on
the proposolwhich the public ts currenlly
subrniiting on.

-i

I

i

I
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The specific provisions my
submission relotes lo qre:

Secfion 32 Evalucstion
conlinued

My submission is thot:

SUPPORT / OPPOSE

The decision lwould like lhe Woikoio
Regionol Council to moke is:

REtIfF SOUGHTREASON

of the Rli/Ali Ooei not Contoin o leveiof det,cit
thot corresponds lo the scole ond significonce of
the effects onticipoted from implementotion of
the Plon Chonge. lt is locking in robusi evoluoiion
We ore concerned of conclusions drown with
minimolonolysis. No robust costings were done on
mitigotions so CIs to ossess the effect on the mony
smoll-to-medium enterprises thot ore corrying out
forming operotions. Formers hove hod to
commission their own cose studies {Federoted
Formers Cose Studies 2016, Boker Ag Report
2016lto goin on occurote understonding of the
costs of implementotion of this plon, but in rnony

q9llygl"e1.qgqlity_lyl! !g!_eli i I i tt l.e_. __ _
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1O per cent

25 per cent

ttSa taruklno rne ngi ika rawaho i ta wai
(grcsence of r€n v6cdi r|d D.5l frjh) vdue A4d (r/r1*itaineal

tc ru, o nga ial i te rti {abundance ot f* Jo€cki)

HF ri, ?ai {edrbl€ tood)

ileu{raiga ki ftSa *ei t*&e
ll(*3*edgr ct 9r!nni*g plale5i

fe ise {flor!

wa;ternata {waler clerity}

oa o

ctri6€rd€ture :s: ;tnen!,,1ra ir!"d 3i!?rs;qr
iFan8stai i ltcme s,*':;. ;!Eti kanoraui

rlllll
e,a.s

lnterora&d trpcrfs
{lrskoh$ta tafft€aua}

V,lia.: easn€r: C:rf,!i i.es
: fi ge #gicrr f,r.aia*a:ca:

EBplcyf€n: tlltEC) (Ngt Mahil

A, fulee i€€snofiic brf,eft of ,alcr,

Reg:ond Ecolosicd
trloaitciing of 5trear,s ildrr;ri,

i :B:c!, i Parelarenla o ie uai)

{.. 91- --_: , ...^^/.r^\

Hg3 Iarutise Ha rga rl€ rayrho , !e ra
(g.eJencs c{ pe5t ue€d5 ard pe6! istr Vf, 'ue AC,l twia;pain3a)

re ru; c ag? kai i l.e wai (;curdeftce oi fiJir speai€r-,

He la, pa, i€C,ble iocd)

,tltuuianga k1 ngr vai knukeJ
(Xrlovledge gf sw;rming !laces

f9 lere iFlcw)

!r;aileft a:a'\*aiii :la1q,

lf,ternalionai ExDorts
(hokohoks tauwhenua)

Erploymenr (MEC) (Nge r,lahi)

Au Putea (eccn6mi{ Seneli! ii wBler;

Regioo!l Ecologic3l

Monilo:ing ot Streams (Mauri)

Riiiarrar lParegarerga o te *i,l

aoo
**

trira't:ililure EmiifrTeat L.iype and Civeisity )

(i':rga883l r &r:nr firi1i mahi kano.lui

IIITII
"''"-' *x.:i

30 Heolthy Rivers: Woi Oro lnteEro ted Assessr€rr 1



50 per cent

1o0 ger eent

Ngr tarukino me nga ike rrwrho i tc wai
(pr$an(c of past we?ds and pest firh) Valua Aatd (\rhripri nga)

fe nui o n8a kii i tc wri (rfundence of filh sp€cia3)

Hc kri pri (cdible food)

MitruranSa ki nia wri kruleu
(Kno*ledge of iwimming plrcer)

Plefia(triri
irefiDertturc)

Te Rm (Flow)

Weiternrte (wrter derity)

R€creation Urc
iNgi mahi a te r0hia)

ht€rnational ExporB
(hokoholo taulxhenui)

vibrrnt R.silient Communities
(Ntl Hapori Iliamwero.)

tmploymcnt (MEC) (NSl M.hi)

Au Putce (economic benefit ot water)

R{ionrl E(ololicrl
Irtonilorin8 ot Str.rms (Mruri)

Ripr.iro (Parcperenfa o te wai)

Watlrnd (rohe konpor€po)

Ioa

inftartructurc Employmcn! fiyp. and divrrriry)
(Hanftntr) (Morno r,nihi. mehi kenoriu)

OIIITI
ilSd 6<'ld lelt!fut. r,& SnV.1.i

le nui o nl. kei i te wai (rbundrnce of nsh rFci$)

He kai pai (cdible food)

Mltrurrngr ki nja wai keukau
(Knowlad8! of swimming placcs)

Paemakariri
lTerroetature)

fe Rrru Glow)

Writemata (Water clarity)

Recrartion Ure
(Ngl mehi a te rehia)

NJe tarukino me o8a ika rewaho i tc lrai
(prcslnce ot pcst wc€ds end pest llrh) AdC iwhripiintr)

Inremational Exponj
(hokohoko truwheour)

Vibrant Resilient Communiti€s
iNgl H.porl Mrnawiroi)

(MEC) (N8t r*ihi)

Putea (economic benctit of tmler)

Re8ioml Ecolo8icrl
Uonitoring of Stn.ms (Mruri)

Rip:rian (Ptrepuenf. o te w!i)

wetland (roh? kor.DorcDo)

rooo
r@i{ *rs6, ,a sr*ad

iid rd .ks

hfrastautture Employme$tfTtpe lnd divarsity)
(HrnSrnga) {lrlorno.iahllr13nikanonu)

IIIII
i:ffii tnwffid sra. ol
lftrla.\ Itis) lr@r 1rs.a, I.'{DBD

Heolthy Rivers WoiOro
PL,.{l'l iCR CriAN,3E , :if i{.-'+( tii:

3't


