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I am net a trade competitrr for the purposes of the submlssion but the proposed plan has a dire* impact on mY

ability to farm. lf changes sought in the pian are adopted they may t*pro on others but t am not in directtrade

comPetition with them'

I wish to be heard in s**$P*l'i *f ti'lis *u*"rr"::ission'
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llFage

'?-o=, FebruarY 2017



t,l:)l

3'17'2 Obiealve 1- Long term restoration and protection ol water quotity for each sub-catchment, ond Toble
3'77-1 sO yeor woter quotity limits,ltorgets ond ony consequentiol omendments orising from this submissian
point.

I support or oppose the aboy€ provisianls: . ,.:,:.::

Qppase

My submission is that:

1. This objective, ond its numericol representotian in table 3.11-L 80 year water quatity limits/targets
oltltough ospirotionol does not put enough weight on the reality that things have moved on in 1"50 years,
ond in some csses such as E.Coli ond Sediment are nat achievable even under pristine conditions.
o We hove hydro-electric doms an the river.
: We hove deforested ond introduced new plant spec/-es (pine trees in porticulor)
t Pest onimols ond plants ore here. Carp in particular in lower Woikoto.
t Cities ond towns with roods ond runoff and people are here.

2. lf we put too m uch into full restoratian af the river, tha n objectives 2 a nd 4 in re lational to protecting and
providing for sociol and econofilic values which significantly contribute ta the heolth ond well-being af
people ond cornmunities, then sustainable monagement will not be qchieved. Full achievement af
Objective 1 ond toble 3.L1-1" 80 ye*r fdrg€r, m€ans that objectives relating ta sacial, culturol, and

econamic we llbeing, will be mossively under achieved.

The decision I would like the Waikat* &*gierr:af e*unril to make is:

i" Withdraw the pton and r*p!{t{.s ,,uili' ,.''-.;-' -.-,... ,,.;,.,';ng numerrcal woter quality !irnits/targ*ts

{outcomes) thot consid*r tl:e rr,:tsiirit *f ltt:,: t:,!,",,:;;-i.: !'rji}itr'i; erc athievable, provide for the profedt}on of
its life supporting capacify, w,ij/* r; ')i ;,, ;.,i,' ., ,- ' r'liL- hi:clth Gnd weltbeing including socisJ snd

economic volues of people ,/;d ro#?il?urri li:'l. ar; !ri:,]1rilrd*d.

l"ll{iV /t;rpxl
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fltly submission is that:
1' 

IT,r:,: os proposed ore nat consistent wit, if:W:';;iflX,iiii;X[_,:::*"* 4 and roit to provide ror sma, ond law risk rormins
complionce.outwiishtth.-i*ririi,i-i'illi,[0"* the costs af imptementation, enfarcenrrnr,,nd

rhe decision r wourd rike the waikato Regionar councirto make is:
I seek thot policy 4 is omended so thot1. smoll scole.lond uses, iow intensity, and low risk land uond to be ftexible, ond to be estabtistted; ses' including forestry ore enobled to cantinue2, delete referern t, frrti*, *i,land uses. uction reguirements of contominon$ from low intensity and low risk

I seek thot the rules nprmitr;n^ t^.-. : .

consistent *,,h ,;i;;l:,;,;,:,7":,{;:;;{i.::::;;,r:,Ti";,:;:, lond uses be omendeds, rhor they areenobted' rhis inctudes atititv ta coniininviru,nn, ar irr,i,inri,,jllJl;ill ;r:;;*;;:,ri ,irii,,iirl LZ

Amend rules 3_11.5.1, snd 3.1i.5.21' lncarporote into ane ru{e 
i,;*". ,,- i

: fr';i r:;:;::'de 
as Permitrcd Aetivitvi**r, *s*.: wi{h stockins rotes ar or betowxs srorl< u*j* onds. Relote ta soit f, 

rote to increase fr*rzl r#irrJ;r r,,p i,: this st.:ntJard, or and
or and 

nd geology it LIJC t, li, lii ;i'i *i,i::k ,,ritr; i-ir'iv, v r"g stock units; Ltlc vl, \/lt l.sfock unitq4. LUC j. 2Skg/N/ho/yr, LUC il !|kc/tr.:;t,t, /,. t... ti :: ; i:.,,\,,t ,. /

,: Li"f{::':::i:Y!:,lii,i:io'i;;;"",ii,','t" ul',,,: ,',,'i,::;i::lJr' 
LLtc tv 16ksN/ho/vr' LUC v 1.2ksN/ho/vr,

6, Delek 4.i" hecto7 Apply,;,;r;;;::;;'::;::i::,&:r:i::!:.:;r; 
retate to exctusion of cat,e, deer, ond piss, from. ::'#:Til::l;ff:,itr;::;:;;,:i:!r,,::;:i: *iit::x:nd permanen, .r na,urd, barriir, or8' Enobte frexibitity in hni use, o,trnirrnir, a,nd, stocking rotes up to these stondords'; 3!;i::::,:;::l;:r;,i:n;;;;;;; iotd tond ,,,i,o'ioio',i, di,ch,,s, tevets or stockins rates



t)
1

17' Anend riPorion setbck dlstdnces so they onty appty to flat and rolllng lond ond not hilt country (le slopests degrees)

The speciffc provisions of proposed Plan change 1 that my submissrons relates to:Stock Enclusion

stock Exctusion' Schedute c Rute 3-1J.s,1, 3.7t.s.2, s.r7.s.3, 3.17.s.4 3.77.s,6 definitions, ond onyconsequentiat omendmen* orising t** tnrn *i^-iii,ipJn*.

I support or oppose the above provision/s

Oppose

Mysubmission is that:

7' This requirement to exclude cottle through permonent fencing is very broad and wiy creote peruerseenvironmentol andfinonciol outcomes ovir hilt count) whth ti i* notui'ls-iot irt"nsivetyfurmed.z. Fencing on htLt country is aeensive ond often tii;;;;;, ridges - naturatfence rines.3. Moint€ndnce ond weed contror is expeniive ,n tiri*it i, not earning much.4. woter reticurotion, especiary on nighn roiitii, ,i""ry."*r" due to pumping heights.s. tmorwemelts.in.waier quitity tiy, "_rtii,iirrii, ,1r"wn pri{rJi{,i"rcins from permanenttyflowing woterbodies, on non_htensive nitt cauiry iri not proven. Moru ,ui-rotchment information is
required.

6. Other opprooches such os toilored form specific critical s

#,;f;:,#f::::#:.t oppio,,", ;* ii;;';;';';;f: X,,;::!"::;,":i;,;i;r::;, !,jiili!;
' ['{;:fl:Ii;i":;fr;:tr;'li;::ff;,:ff:;in Rute s.tT s.4 which are required to berenced up to,8' Definition of waterbo'dis 

'ii"i"irnraru i t, )rutan t?.ctouses i, ii, iii, and iv ore sti, uncrear ond

^ ;:;:;/;X:i,"ly::;';L.n oier rar r,,,",,-i-i)' ou,r ,o determinte,Gat wote,bodies on their

" i,{,irWf!of:'r:;;:;:* or teased mav not be obte to raise maney by mortsage to pay torse

rhe decision r wourd rike the waikato Regionat councit to make is:

l:,:[;!:i^::;:;W* which retote to exctudins catrte from waterbodies throush permonent fencins ore

' f"Xl:";:W';:'r;;:::;'J":'1,' be amended so tha.t the requirement to exctude caffte throuohwhere th",;;;;;,;;,;;;i;;;;;,;,#!';,!.:i;::;:,r;:;:fH:if,,i:: ,,0_io,ii^,,iiii,,,where the rutes "' tito'"i r" iir,rrau;r;;;;;;; 
issue, i.e. in retoffon o ", 

,o watertoaies aia
certoin lond uses ond
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rJt (/ n*f l)



s

1

with logical flexlblllty to provide for olternottue msnogement opprooches to ochieve the some
autcome * cattle exclusian.2' 25 

-degree 
slope provision ln rule 3.77.5.4 be removed and replaced with forming intensity over 18 stock

unfts per hectare.
3' 

lly.Tnviynment plans b locus on oddressing octuol tisk torgeting critical source dreds rather thon
requhing blonket stock exclusion through permonent fencing,4' Abllity to mu$er cqftb through wotirb'ody without requirlng formed stock crossing structure when
crossing less thsn three times weekly.

Ihe specific provisions of proposed Plan Change 1 that my submissions relates to:
Withdrawal of the lower part of the waikato Catchment from pCt (Hauraki twil
Portial withdrawal of proposed Woikato Regionol plan Change 7.

I support or oppose the above provision/s:

Oppose

My submission is that:

The woikoto Regionol council needs to treat all its constituen* afieaed by plon chonge 7 as one entity.
withdrowal of port creotes more uncertainty lor those involved thon it removes,

rhe decision I would like the waikato Regional council to make is:

The whole plon shoutd be withdrown untit The woikoto Regionol Council con treat the whole of its catchment os
one.

The specific provisions of proposed Ptan change 1 that my submissions retates to:
land Use Change provisions and Restrictions

Restricting Land lJse change Rutes 3.77.5.5 ond 3.L1.5.v ond ony conseguentiol omendments arisinE from this
submission.

I support or oppose the above provision/s:

Oppose

"'p*N,l{
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4.

5.

blr

Mysubmission is that:

: i;{i,",:',!;fr';rr!#::" 
tn smott ond bis wovs hos been ot the rorqront of economic srowth for

; i:::i;:::nd 
use to uses thot are most economicottv viobte need to be obte ta occur as these signats

" 
,;t{;,,*rr?:;:::1:;::;'::::';'zi;::::';i;:::.W:tr;::;tr;:x;:;::.!f;ii,if,f,r"i,

ffi 
#,I[[ilyw;;l::.;;:w,.*!,t,;trJ",1r,";::;7:rxi,::]::i:,;,",1:;,

- ;;iY;,:,,::ff$."'* 'ii i 'iiii"a o",n "iii.*i,i,i';;;'.;:,;:::;:"*#;!ll; ;:{;yi;iiiy5, This policy on( rule would moke this togicol change impossible.6' Ptantoilons of pine tees intli?ri"ri,rur-r"oroi, ,iili'ioii t" ,rptrnted are otso causht up in this.
7' Future opportunities to 

'iri ii*riri" of v"t t, oi i"rJ")"ir"chnotogies is sreotry riduced.f 
i:'X:;,,##':X,,1';::'":;: ;:jitions, 

and ,, ;;;;;;; ;"sutstov ,"qui"^"ia and how they oreour vegetable gorden? can we ,r*r' '"ou'u the size of our gorden ira irin*i'"l,in*n the size of
^ runaraitnii- 'pordte 7 hectare of sweet arn in o i,oir" piaock for schoor9' Land use change moy not hove occurred in post because of land ownership situations.

The decision t wourd rike the waikato Regionat councit to make is:
7' Cauncil must otlow for ftexibility with this policy and rules, by estoblishing policies and rules which relateto monaging effects' ond whici o'e tisea on i"rogriiii;iuri*,r1* soil properties (naturor capitat ofsoils) and their orolyctive ootentiai,iine, tnan otonr"t ,ri"r'aosea on existing rond uses.2' Exceptions to Land use cilngi ,"i,nioit ,hourd be pioia"iinarairg for smarer rond oreas (berow 4ohectares) ond where."nuirirrrriot'Jffuro ,r, ;;;;-;;-J oauonroneous, such as improvements in

::r::::::y'sediment 
retention, phosiiarus retention, economic efficiency ond optimizotion of natutar

:;::;:;:;';Y,;:,;';;;ffi!;;/r{e erreas shoutd not be timited ta considerotion ar the nitrosen

lae.y nitrogen reference point (grondparenting) clouses ond stondords.Applicotion of rures needs to ue'iw cit oni'*itn rimited bureoucracy.

6[Page
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The specific provisions of proposed pran change I that my submissions rerates to:flllffi 
Reference Point G;#;;nling existi;s ;;; a historic nitrogen reaching

Monogement Adolts o Nitrogen Referlye^Polnt (NRp) opproach and holds existing lond users to thisx::;r*::;"X;f:i:il:ii*::{*;.*-1;,;,,i,;!l;*;i;il:i;l;Schedute B,.nd derini,ion oro

I support or oppose the above provision/s:

Oppose
NfrP reduction to 75% per@ntire ts supparted ond we seek thot it be retoined,

ll/ly submission is that:

NRP reduction to ZS% percentile is supported.,1"_:H,Z,l",i!",r!,:::r,:::::iil::,: to liloric tevets (2014/75 or 201s/t6t wiil crmte
i,:,;,:;;,::,::::: 

^l:3'?"::::::Y1j !"t:: 
d;;a;;;;;;;,1'",iiii"!{"'""i,{,"i\ii,{#;;

i;ili:i;:::::"{:,y,:::i::::!::1;,yi,i,y1 ii;i;';;;;:;;^I{",ilxi,,,"ff,iL{,!Jifff!;,yRP to increose form volues ond potentiol production.

IT!,,*:"::: : :viro 
n me nto i outro^"i o ii ja i ure to i m prove freshwate r

:tr:::i;:{,::",1!!";{:::;,:y:::::i^;j;;'h;;;i;;;;;;;::;;:;,en neishbours teading ,o
1!!!it!ry : ,ot.a recipe for a resitient community.

iil"i:i:,',::!,1{i':r;Ai?::::''-:::"^i^:I:!:!,, nor weishts, ond use the bse dt stortseninss,

'l:jxl"x::*,':"?y:y:: t::';i;;;; i;;';;;;;;i;;1"x:::;:,,,r,,;tr:;:,;';1;,i1;::;
:X::l?::::;::2:::::::ond beer propirties, properties;i,;;i;;:;;;';,;";;;:;;:"::;::::i
properties running doiry grazers.
Noted from stock unit tobre provided by woikoto Regionar councir:

? i::{:::!y: from 7.6su t? s.7su on t ruty resardtess of weisht.b' 
::X:::'of 

weight versus slaughter weish't Hioa weigit) yoio,ier tutts, steers ond heifers. Notdefined.
c' Bull colf less than one yeor weaned * no stock unit at oil.

'' ';:ll.*,u heifers to 479kg 5.7su, versus beef heifers (not in corfl to 420kg ,staughter weight,

X?:::,,J::r":::,::-:,:,,,::::oy.,y:",':y..zsolsu 
property havins 2i07su i0 rune and 404esu at 7 ru!y.i:!!:!^:::*: llaoistt 

aut (n retition ro *oiut ;,;;;;,;;;;;;",,i'oiii",iill,*i",ii,iil;

{"::::::y: !!!^.,:-,:y,_:.i:*,*: of ,pn,iii,-,on;;;;;,;;;,asement then oppartun*es for

Accurocy af ?VERSEER for drystock and porticularly troding propirti", is opporently very poor (50%voriotion)

1.

2.

3.
4.

5.

l,/, l) U*y1,7
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Vt
The decision r wourd rike the waikato Regionar councirto make is:

y#i;:.lf}:;ff;:,{:,;:":;;,;,;::;;{i;:;:;::.;y:, 
,1!,,t}:,! .y::ut ond sheep ond beeff:,fli:iilnlzffi ;;)$f ;';1,;gj!i,!,"yiii;;::,tr::L:i:,::,"::"1:t':n:;ff;;;:u'a ,",iffi",;;:;:;:;'iz1iJ,'!:::::'o"* iJii"i ,",i"?',!iJ,,!"::"1:1,T:1

' cc u r a cy, a s w e I I a s t nj u st i c 
" 

o e t* 
" 

e i ioi ri r,- ol i# 
"' u n,use octuor w€iohtc n^t -L_ 

" "'t'r''2. Use dctuol weights oncl th.r6f^.^ __-.. 
" 't'tu"'te pe(ween forms' outweighs

, iii:f[i!Ei,i;i;;:,:';l"re 
occurote stock unit meosurements under ,,Derinition - s.ock trnit ands i::,?:.Y:::!, \ rv n. a, i 

"' i)Ensure *ner" oviiiiin'"i"',,.ou ,a_- -,_ 
'--' su""L'ut'-Jtockuni{ond

ttandords ora p*torotJ :t '::a that the Best Monogemefi proctices,nputDoromotob , applying actuct larm specific tnfarm*i^^ --. ": opplied lncluding tnput
standords ona protaits" 'J urcq Lnat tne Best Monogemefi proctices
nputporometers. t' applving actuctfarm specificlrrriii,rr"rrT-!ll !4ntiea hcluding tnput
lfusc otcon ^ c-^_- 

_...- .,tv.,,,u.,uil sno reclucing use of standardized

ony benefit.

,nput porometers.
Use Olsen pfrom soil test os a possible morkerfor nutrient loeses.

H,",TrTlt"Hili}firof proposed pran change 1 that my submissions rerates to:

;:1",:'" 
I' Rule 3'11'5'3, 3'11.s.4 3.11.s.6 and any consequentiar amendments

I support or oppose the above provision/s:

Oppose

ElPage

arising from this submission

My submission is:

1' Application of schedute 7 Form Environment plans (FEp) os,proposed hove the pokntiot ta greattyreduce form ffexibility in times of iti*,ui, ora 
^rrrit'ytuiuii,on, o, troding properties. euestions wi,orise os tu elfect of deckio' o' iii,"oi using oreas oriorilurignoted normaily sheep onry, or ut,izotionof crop areos outside.af 

Yhot iri ii)rra. o*,rnii ii i"r**, u, rain comins, not a*iving, stitt notorriving or not stopping far *ont6'-'io*" goes for pricei mioning stock might need to be herd tongerthon expected, n?:ds 
?l?nned *rri vio* ogo in on enviro,nment/form plon.2. rhis 

.reduction of ftellitit1r iiiii'iJrr"irud, but woutd be ancrosh, morket boom)furtier iiiJini'i"r,r,rn moking reqr,*J.o 
time of stress (draughl flood, morket3' uncertointy in how th.e rule1 iirnaig;"quirementsir r[o iitt n" imprementedos rhe imprementotion

f::,Y;;::::;;;":;l:;1,:,::,i,1" o,"o, ov unce,toiity exist in iow the ,,t",i,a schedutes hove

: ':;;;;:n:Y:;:;::;:;:::li;X1,":1,:#::;:#ction ornu*ients required so imposition orcost
5' There oppears to be no low cost opprit prgrnnl available. If staff interpretotion of rutes, and therefore

i;:W;:: 
of on enviranment pton is debate-abte. iit;ir* open possibitity of inconsistency ocross

hJt ll ff"r/r(?



fhe dedslon I would fike the Uyelkato Rsglonal C.ouncll to make ls:

: tr#*::rffi,*:' cnvtronmant ptons antv tn sub-utchments where xnne tndt&tes2' Envlronmeil plans n4d to be wrltten 
,to o,law flexrbllrty such os wtth Nitrogen drxhorges andappllotton of nonogemefi prodlas rr*.o" s""d';rrrcJ.*, procttces. FEps shoutd b tatrored to'#Hx* prcpeftv oN roats on iw*t *ii;;;;;;;;;"dpr than opprytns btanket resutotory

3' An lndctrndent ponel needs to be swllable to slloyt @ntested potnts between stoff od farmerc,Envlromnat* funs a * nt t"d *t*J,ilr* 
"rp*nrto need to apwat to Enyrronment (nur.

aTr 2\3 c{at+

1lt
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