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Submission Points Ordered by Submitter Alphabetically ¥ 9 Wellington

Te Pane Matua Taiao

Submitter | Submitter Name Page Number
number
$167 Akatarawa Valley Residents - Allan and Sarah Kelly 8
$149 Akatarawa Valley Residents - Allan MacDonald 11
S$154 Akatarawa Valley Residents - Ash Barker & Kes Barker 14
$168 Akatarawa Valley Residents - Barry Hearfield & Carol McGhie 17
$159 Akatarawa Valley Residents - Bruce Stevens & Theresa Stevens 20
$143 Akatarawa Valley Residents - Chilly Brook Trust (Mary Redington) | 23
S166 Akatarawa Valley Residents - Dr Anna De Raadt & Roger 26
Fairclough
S160 Akatarawa Valley Residents - Dr Harold Cuffe 29
S157 Akatarawa Valley Residents - Dr Patricia Laing 32
$158 Akatarawa Valley Residents - Erica Dawson 36
S$124 Akatarawa Valley Residents - Fredrick Steensma 39
S144 Akatarawa Valley Residents - Gaylene Ward & Mike Ward 42
S141 Akatarawa Valley Residents - George Hare 45
S131 Akatarawa Valley Residents - Gillian Taylor & Chris Taylor 48
S139 Akatarawa Valley Residents - Glenda Arnold 51
S134 Akatarawa Valley Residents - Graeme Allan 54
S132 Akatarawa Valley Residents - Hannah Dawson & Ryan Dawson 57
S$140 Akatarawa Valley Residents - Janet Collins 60
S171 Akatarawa Valley Residents - Jessica Perno & Gavin Perno 64
S128 Akatarawa Valley Residents - Joany Grima & Allen Rockell 67
S127 Akatarawa Valley Residents - Johanna Overdiep & Steve Sturgess | 70
S156 Akatarawa Valley Residents - John Bryce 73
S152 Akatarawa Valley Residents - John Raffan & Heather Raffan 76
S163 Akatarawa Valley Residents - John Simister 79
S120 Akatarawa Valley Residents - John Van Nortwick & Jill Van 82
Nortwick
S147 Akatarawa Valley Residents - Joline Fowke & Owen Fowke 85
S137 Akatarawa Valley Residents - Jonathan Wood 88
S135 Akatarawa Valley Residents - Joshua Wood 92
S121 Akatarawa Valley Residents - Karen Wallace & Mark Robbins 95
S170 Akatarawa Valley Residents - Karina Fraser & Grant Fraser 98
S129 Akatarawa Valley Residents - Keith Budd & Liz Budd 101
S146 Akatarawa Valley Residents - Leanna Jackson & Carl Burns 104
S133 Akatarawa Valley Residents - Len Drabble 107
S136 Akatarawa Valley Residents - Micayla Wood 110
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S145 Akatarawa Valley Residents - Nigel Parry & Judy Parry 113
S174 Akatarawa Valley Residents - Pam Ritchie 116
S142 Akatarawa Valley Residents - Paul Arnold 120
$148 Akatarawa Valley Residents - Paul Baker 123
S122 Akatarawa Valley Residents - Paul Lambert & Steph Lambert 126
$130 Akatarawa Valley Residents - Pete Clark 129
S$162 Akatarawa Valley Residents - Phil Kirycuk 132
S$150 Akatarawa Valley Residents - Phyllis Strachan 135
S153 Akatarawa Valley Residents - Redington Family Trust (Mary 138
Redington)
S126 Akatarawa Valley Residents - Russell Judd & Cecile Judd 141
S123 Akatarawa Valley Residents - Sandy Cooper 144
S164 Akatarawa Valley Residents - Sarah Purdy 148
$125 Akatarawa Valley Residents - Shoshanah (Shosh) Phillips 151
§155 Akatarawa Valley Residents - Susan Davidson 154
S172 Akatarawa Valley Residents - Thomas Davies 157
$138 Akatarawa Valley Residents - Tony Wood & Helen Wood 160
S048 Alan Bell & Associates 163
§278 Alex Pfeffer 164
S035 Amos Mann 165
$244 Andrew Esler 166
S055 Annette Cairns 168
$242 Anvya Pollock 169
$248 Ara Poutama Aotearoa the Department of Corrections 171
§173 ARAKURA PLAINS DEVELOPMENT LIMITED 236
S014 Bede Crestani 255
$254 Best Farm Ltd 255
S053 Bob Curry 262
S$258 BP Oil NZ Ltd, Mobil Oil NZ Ltd, Z Energy Ltd - The Fuel 262
Companies
S092 Callum Forbes 292
$233 Calum Bradbury 293
$260 Cannon Point Development Limited (Ltd.) 295
$247 Carrus Corporation Ltd 305
S093 CentrePort Limited 324
S041 Chorus New Zealand Limited, Connexa Limited, Aotearoa Towers | 329
Group (trading as FortySouth), One New Zealand Group Limited
and Spark New Zealand Trading Limited
S104 Chris and Gwen Bossley 335
S026 Christine Stanley 335
S$285 Civil Contractors New Zealand 339
S277 Craig Innes 349
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S219 Cuttriss Consultants Ltd 351
S058 David and Carolyn Gratton 371
S234 David and Pauline Innes 372
S184 David Bennett & Jenni Lean 374
S190 David McKevitt 374
S030 Dean Spicer 380
S005 Diane Strugnell 381
S$102 Donald Love 388
S037 Donald Skerman 390
S003 Dougal Morrison 391
S209 Enviro NZ Services Ltd (Enviro NZ) 395
S222 Environmental Defence Society Inc. 409
S178 Eugene Doyle 448
S039 Fenaughty Partnership - Riu Huna Farm 449
S207 Firth Industries Limited 457
S261 Forest & Bird 489
S111 Forest Enterprises 565
S107 Friends of Waipahihi Karori Stream (F.0.W.K.S.) 572
S284 Friends of Waiwhetu Stream 575
S043 Fulton Hogan Ltd 575
S221 Generation Zero 589
S161 GILLIES GROUP MANAGEMENT LTD 591
S274 Goodman Contractors Limited 610
S202 Graeme lain Shellard, Sarah Elizabeth Shellard, Cameron 611
Anthony Shellard, Finlay David Shellard
S238 Greater Wellington Regional Council 613
S$197 Greg Davies 623
S186 Guardians of the Bays Inc 625
S210 Guildford Timber Company Limited, Silverstream Forest Limited 668
and the Goodwin Estate Trust.
S049 Hamish Levak 692
S105 Hannah Bridget Gray (No2) Trust 692
S045 Heather Blissett 698
S212 Heather Phillips 699
S226 Higgins Contractors Limited 701
S002 Horokiwi Quarries Ltd 707
S012 Horticulture New Zealand 740
S211 Hutt City Council 745
S032 lan Douglas Stewart 755
S249 Isabella Cawthorn 775
S$259 Isla Walker 778
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S052 Jeremy Collyns 779
S094 Jo McCready 780
S276 Jody Louise Sinclair, Joshua William Lowry, Anne Friedarika 783
Sinclair & Tracey Lynn Browne
S250 John and Jacqueline Diggins 786
S050 John Anthony Carrad 787
S117 John Bowen 788
S181 John Boyle 789
S179 John Coveney 790
S017 John Easther 791
S034 John Hill 796
S237 John Turkington Limited 797
S$253 John Western 801
S028 Jonny Osborne 803
S191 Juken New Zealand 804
$100 Julian Bateson 806
S208 Julie Martin 806
S257 Kainga Ora 807
S232 Karen Pearce 831
S205 Kelly Few-Mackay & Lewis Few-Mackay 831
S103 Kim Bowen 833
S281 Kirsty Gill 834
S279 KiwiRail Holdings Limited 835
S106 Korokoro Environment Group 841
S$169 KORU HOMES NZ LIMITED 842
S243 Land Matters Limited 866
S027 Lara Keane 877
S011 Lindsay Jenkin 877
S009 Louise Askin 878
S022 Lynn Cadenhead 887
S287 M. Wylie Garcia 893
S051 Makara and Ohariu large farms 896
S109 Mark Phillips 900
S230 Mary Beth Taylor 900
S115 Mary Hutchinson 901
S042 Maryanne Gill 902
S214 Megan Persico 904
S004 Melanie Rattray 905
S114 Michael Marfell-Jones 905
S029 Neil Deans 906
S227 New Zealand Agrichemical Education Trust (NZAET) 909
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S263 New Zealand Carbon Farming Group (NZCF) 910
S195 New Zealand Farm Forestry Association (NZFFA) 935
S239 Orogen Limited 959
S040 Pamela Govan 967
S213 Pareraho Forest Trust 968
S236 Parkvale Road Limited 978
S$282 Pat van Berkel 981
S016 Pauatahanui Residents Association 986
S215 Paul Persico 988
S251 Peka Peka Farm Limited 989
S$280 Peter Handford 996
S054 Peter Kiernan 996
S203 Peter Thomson 998
S018 PF Olsen Ltd 999
S199 Pikarere Farm Limited 1024
S240 Porirua City Council 1025
S165 PUKERUA HOLDINGS LIMITED 1063
S241 Pukerua Property Group Ltd 1082
S217 R P Mansell; AJ Mansell, & M R Mansell 1093
S085 Rangitane o Wairarapa 1101
S$185 Ray Beentjes 1103
S047 Richard Swan 1105
S273 Robert Pavis-Hall, Gaynor Rowswell, Katie Norman, Megan 1106
Norman
S025 Robin Chesterfield 1107
S220 Rosco Ice Cream Ltd 1108
S057 Sally Kean 1113
S189 Samuel Kahui 1114
S110 Save Our Hills (Upper Hutt) Incorporated 1116
$196 Sera Moran 1117
S095 Sharyn Hume 1117
S235 Shonaugh Wright 1120
S099 Simon Wright 1122
S013 Sofia Holloway 1122
S$262 Southern North Island Wood Council 1123
S031 Stormwater360 1129
S044 Sue Hawkins 1132
S038 Summerset Group Holdings Limited 1132
S182 Susan Boyle 1149
S119 Susan Sturman 1150
S$245 Tama Potaka, Minister of Conservation 1151




Proposed Change 1 to the Natural Resources Plan — C
Submission Points Ordered by Submitter Alphabetically \ ,

Greater
Wellington

Te Pane Matua Taiao

S286 Taranaki Whanui 1178
S116 Taumata Arowai 1212
S176 Te Awarua o Porirua Harbour and Catchments Community Trust | 1257
& Guardians of Pauatahanui Inlet
S229 Te Kamaru Station Ltd 1262
5231 Te Marama Ltd 1268
S216 Te Rinanga o Toa Rangatira (Te Rinanga) 1273
$224 Terawhiti Farming Co Ltd 1278
S$252 Thames Pacific 1283
$265 The Maymorn Collective - Amanda and Rami Mounla - Marita 1302
Manns Trustee Limited
5268 The Maymorn Collective - Bruce Bates and Kim Cheeseman 1303
$270 The Maymorn Collective - Dean and Michelle Spicer and 1304
Benjamin Shaw (as Trustees for Bridgewater Trust)
S271 The Maymorn Collective - John and Susan Boyle 1305
S267 The Maymorn Collective - Marlnuk Agistments Ltd - Richard and 1307
Lynn Bialy
$269 The Maymorn Collective - Paul and Megan Persico 1308
$272 The Maymorn Collective - Philip and Teresa Eales 1309
S$266 The Maymorn Collective - Tamara Hrstich 1310
S275 The New Zealand Transport Agency 1311
S218 Tim Moody 1328
$283 Todd Henry 1328
S175 Tracy Simms 1330
S177 Transpower New Zealand Limited 1331
$225 Upper Hutt City Council 1406
S072 Upper Hutt Rural Communities - Angela Marie Greig 1438
S059 Upper Hutt Rural Communities - Bob Anker 1441
S078 Upper Hutt Rural Communities - Bob Curry 1444
S079 Upper Hutt Rural Communities - Bob McLellan 1447
S071 Upper Hutt Rural Communities - Brendon Allen Greig 1450
S080 Upper Hutt Rural Communities - Bridget M Myles 1453
S063 Upper Hutt Rural Communities - Callum Graeme Ritchie Forbes 1456
S088 Upper Hutt Rural Communities - Colleen Munro 1460
S060 Upper Hutt Rural Communities - Darren Pettengell 1463
S081 Upper Hutt Rural Communities - David McCready 1466
S068 Upper Hutt Rural Communities - Gain Thomson 1469
S091 Upper Hutt Rural Communities - Graeme Shellard 1472
S087 Upper Hutt Rural Communities - Grant Munro 1475
S062 Upper Hutt Rural Communities - Jacqui Thompson 1478
S086 Upper Hutt Rural Communities - Jennifer Sparrow 1481
S089 Upper Hutt Rural Communities - Joan Elizabeth Hutson 1484
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S077 Upper Hutt Rural Communities - JoAnn McCready 1488
S070 Upper Hutt Rural Communities - John Peter Boyle 1491
S066 Upper Hutt Rural Communities - Jon-Luke Clarke Harvey 1494
S084 Upper Hutt Rural Communities - Karen Nash 1497
S083 Upper Hutt Rural Communities - Kevin Nash 1500
S061 Upper Hutt Rural Communities - Lenard Drabble 1503
S064 Upper Hutt Rural Communities - Linda Forbes Williamson 1506
S075 Upper Hutt Rural Communities - Lynn Marion Bialy 1509
S082 Upper Hutt Rural Communities - Meaghan Fitzgerald 1512
S090 Upper Hutt Rural Communities - Peter Jeffery Hutson 1516
S067 Upper Hutt Rural Communities - Peter Thomson 1519
S073 Upper Hutt Rural Communities - Philip Eales 1522
S065 Upper Hutt Rural Communities - Rhiannon Jessica Forbes 1525
S076 Upper Hutt Rural Communities - Richard Charles Bialy 1528
S069 Upper Hutt Rural Communities - Susan Patricia Boyle 1531
S074 Upper Hutt Rural Communities - Teresa Eales 1534
S194 Urban Edge Planning Group on behalf of Mangaroa Farms Ltd 1537
S097 Urban Edge Planning Ltd on behalf of Coronation Real Estate Ltd | 1543
S096 Urban Edge Planning Ltd on behalf of M & J Walsh Partnership 1545
Ltd
S098 Urban Edge Planning Ltd on behalf of Pandion Limited 1547
S187 Victoria University Canoe Club 1550
S193 Wairarapa Federated Farmers 1552
S$256 Waste Management NZ Limited 1613
S246 Water New Zealand 1619
$198 Wayne Bettjeman 1630
S$118 Wayne Robert Pettersson and Maureen Pettersson 1631
S036 Wellington Branch of New Zealand Farm Forestry Association 1631
S033 Wellington City Council 1651
5188 Wellington Fish and Game Regional Council 1693
S101 Wellington International Airport Limited 1720
S151 Wellington Water Ltd 1744
S$180 William Gill 1837
S021 William Studd 1837
S204 Willowbank Trustee Limited 1837
S206 Winstone Aggregates 1842
S$255 Woodridge Holdings Ltd 1901
S183 Yvonne Weeber 1936
S113 Zealandia Te Mara a Tane 2030




Proposed Change 1 to the Natural Resources Plan -
Submission Points Ordered by Submitter Alphabetically

Greater
Wellington

Te Pane Matua Taiao

G

Submission | Plan Provision | Stance Reasons Decision Requested
Point Section
167.001 General General Oppose Supports the intention for quality regarding Stop the PC1 process immediately and engage with the
comment | comments freshwater and ecosystems but seeks an evidence- affected communities using a proper and meaningful
s - overall based approach that supports targeted strategies consultation process once government direction is clear.
tailored for particular eco systems and
environments. Considers that PC1 fails to provide
sufficient evidence or appropriate targeting to
rationalise its implementation and would render their
land incapable of reasonable use (per section 85 of
RMA), especially for those landowners who have
yet to build on their property.
167.002 General General Oppose Notes that the coalition government intends to Stop PC1 process until the policy direction is known.
comment | comments replace the National Policy Statement for
s - current Freshwater Management and repeal the RMA
legislation reform and considers that it is unreasonable and a
waste of ratepayer funds to consult with
communities that lacks government policy direction.
167.003 General General Oppose Considers GWRC has failed to meaningfully consult | All documents related to this proposal should be
comment | comments with the community as required by the Local communicated in plain language as per the Plain Language
s - Government Act (2002) and GWRC's principles of Act (2002). Expects GWRC to meet the principles of
consultatio consultation. Considers meaningful participation consultation and engage with affected communities
n was difficult due to the lack of a summary being according to the Local Authorities Act.
made available for consultation earlier in the
process.
167.004 General General Oppose Considers a definition is needed for "river" and there | Define important terms to address lack of clear definition and
comment | comments is a need to define how a 1m water course is prevent uncertainty and inconsistency. Include picture
s - measured. references to inform what a "river" is.
definitions
167.005 General General Oppose Considers that data on river quality throughout the Use relevant scientific evidence of sufficient spatial
comment | comments catchment is required to understand the extent of "resolution" as a basis to inform policy.
s - fresh the problem and then determine the causes.
water
167.006 General General Oppose Concerns about cost to be borne by rural All rules that add cost to landowners be reconsidered and
comment | comments landowners with no evidence that they are the "recalibrated" with scientific evidence, whereby the more
S - cause of the issue, and the lack of information important issues are tackled instead of a "broad brush
economic available on what fees and charges GWRC will levy. | approach" to all perceived issues. A reconciliation and

Considers that for landowners who have not yet

analysis of the GWRC proposal and other local authority
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cost/impac been in a position to build a home, this plan change | regulations relevant to rural landowners (e.g. UHCC PC50)
t is unreasonable and unfair. Concerned that is completed to identify instances where regulation is
proposed changes by GWRC are out of alignment inconsistent.
with regulations soon to be imposed by Upper Hutt
City Council. Considers it is difficult to stay on top of
regulatory changes and is concerned that PC1 is
out of alignment with regulations soon to be
imposed by Upper Hutt City Council. Questions
which regulations have precedence where
conflicting.
167.007 General General Oppose Notes that residents deal with incursion of pest No decision requested.
comment | comments species onto their land from GWRC land and seeks
S - overall GWRC manage pests on their own land. Notes that
pest species adversely impact socking levels and
prevent landowners from increasing indigenous
biodiversity.
167.008 2 Earthwork | Oppose Considers the definition of "Earthworks" is confusing | Reinstate the exclusions as given to the other districts.
Interpreta | s and can be interpreted in multiple ways, with the
tion exceptions being more limited than those for other
districts. Considers the definition has not been
thought through enough to understand the cost and
time implications for resource consents and other
requirements, including maintenance of non-farm
accessways, and that GWRC has not provided
justification or evidence for this change.
167.009 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers that landowners should be able to Review stocking rates to allow for low intensity farming.
Te WH.R26: continue to farm at the level practicable for the land Provide information on how rates have been determined.
Whangan | Farming rather than be constrained to an arbitrary stocking Include an additional category for small breeds of cattle and
ui-a-Tara activities level. Considers that changing levels of farm activity | deer.
ona is normal for rural property farm management, and
property of that the current provisions would see some
between 4 residents say their land is incapable of reasonable
hectares use.
and 20
hectares -
permitted

activity.
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167.010 2 Unplanned | Oppose Considers terminology used in this document Change the terminology of "Unplanned Greenfield Areas" to
Interpreta | greenfield describing areas such as the Akatarawa valley as "Non-Urban Areas" or "Rural Areas".
tion developm "Unplanned Greenfields Areas" is
ent misrepresentative.
167.011 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Concerns that under PC1, landowners intending to Uphold and maintain current landowner property rights and
Te WH.R13: build and live on their properties would need a delete all rules that uphold the position taken in this
Whangan | Stormwate District Plan change from rural to urban to allow document about this aspect, such as Rule WH. R13.
ui-a-Tara r from new them to do so and associated uncertainty and costs.
unplanned Considers that urban zone rules are not fit for
greenfield purpose for rural areas. Considers people who live
developm in rural areas add value to the biodiversity of the
ent - area, adding to ecosystem health, including that of
prohibited the waterways.
activity.
167.012 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers there is no data to suggest low intensity Delete the registration requirement for these properties.
Te WH.R26: hobby farms and lifestyle blocks are the cause of GWRC to accept the designation of property management
Whangan | Farming poor water quality and the requirement to register plans set out in the gazette NPS-IB namely QEII,
ui-a-Tara activities and provide information is onerous and unjustified. Conservation and other approved property management
ona Considered registration should be reserved for plans which may include small farms of 4 or more but less
property of properties where there is a risk of elevated nitrate than 20 hectares.
between 4 levels.
hectares
and 20
hectares -
permitted
activity.
167.013 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers there is no data that points to farming on Consider introducing additional categories of properties that
Te WH.R27: larger properties being the cause of poor water reflect the actual range of properties E.g. add a new
Whangan | Farming quality and notes that the RMA currently prohibits category for properties over 20 hectares that are largely
ui-a-Tara activities clearing of bush to scales that will increase erosion. unproductive and delete the requirement for this type of
on 20 Considers the requirement to register and provide a || property to be registered. Exclude land registered in the
hectares farm management plan is onerous and not justified Emissions Trading Scheme, QEIl Trust, Conservation,
or more of when residents are already incurring costs to approved property plan as per the NPS-IB.
land - maintain the land and/or regenerate indigenous
permitted biodiversity, including pest control activities, and
activity. costs could be unsustainable for the average

property owner.

10
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149.001 General General Oppose Supports the intention for quality regarding Stop the PC1 process immediately and engage with the
comment | comments freshwater and ecosystems but seeks an evidence- affected communities using a proper and meaningful
s - overall based approach that supports targeted strategies consultation process once government direction is clear.
tailored for particular eco systems and
environments. Considers that PC1 fails to provide
sufficient evidence or appropriate targeting to
rationalise its implementation and would render their
land incapable of reasonable use (per section 85 of
RMA), especially for those landowners who have
yet to build on their property.
149.002 General General Oppose Notes that the coalition government intends to Stop PC1 process until the policy direction is known.
comment | comments replace the National Policy Statement for
s - current Freshwater Management and repeal the RMA
legislation reform and considers that it is unreasonable and a
waste of ratepayer funds to consult with
communities that lacks government policy direction.
149.003 General General Oppose Considers GWRC has failed to meaningfully consult | All documents related to this proposal should be
comment | comments with the community as required by the Local communicated in plain language as per the Plain Language
s - Government Act (2002) and GWRC's principles of Act (2002). Expects GWRC to meet the principles of
consultatio consultation. Considers meaningful participation consultation and engage with affected communities
n was difficult due to the lack of a summary being according to the Local Authorities Act.
made available for consultation earlier in the
process.
149.004 General General Oppose Considers a definition is needed for "river" and there | Define important terms to address lack of clear definition and
comment | comments is a need to define how a 1m water course is prevent uncertainty and inconsistency. Include picture
s - measured. references to inform what a "river" is.
definitions
149.005 General General Oppose Considers that data on river quality throughout the Use relevant scientific evidence of sufficient spatial
comment | comments catchment is required to understand the extent of "resolution" as a basis to inform policy.
S - fresh the problem and then determine the causes.
water
149.006 General General Oppose Concerns about cost to be borne by rural All rules that add cost to landowners be reconsidered and
comment | comments landowners with no evidence that they are the "recalibrated" with scientific evidence, whereby the more
s - cause of the issue, and the lack of information important issues are tackled instead of a "broad brush

11
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economic available on what fees and charges GWRC will levy. | approach" to all perceived issues. A reconciliation and
cost/impac Considers that for landowners who have not yet analysis of the GWRC proposal and other local authority
t been in a position to build a home, this plan change | regulations relevant to rural landowners (e.g. UHCC PC50)
is unreasonable and unfair. Concerned that is completed to identify instances where regulation is
proposed changes by GWRC are out of alignment inconsistent.
with regulations soon to be imposed by Upper Hutt
City Council. Considers it is difficult to stay on top of
regulatory changes and is concerned that PC1 is
out of alignment with regulations soon to be
imposed by Upper Hutt City Council. Questions
which regulations have precedence where
conflicting.
149.007 General General Oppose Notes that residents deal with incursion of pest No decision requested.
comment | comments species onto their land from GWRC land and seeks
s - overall GWRC manage pests on their own land. Notes that
pest species adversely impact socking levels and
prevent landowners from increasing indigenous
biodiversity.
149.008 2 Earthwork || Oppose Considers the definition of "Earthworks" is confusing | Reinstate the exclusions as given to the other districts.
Interpreta | s and can be interpreted in multiple ways, with the
tion exceptions being more limited than those for other
districts. Considers the definition has not been
thought through enough to understand the cost and
time implications for resource consents and other
requirements, including maintenance of non-farm
accessways, and that GWRC has not provided
justification or evidence for this change.
149.009 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers that landowners should be able to Review stocking rates to allow for low intensity farming.
Te WH.R26: continue to farm at the level practicable for the land Provide information on how rates have been determined.
Whangan | Farming rather than be constrained to an arbitrary stocking Include an additional category for small breeds of cattle and
ui-a-Tara activities level. Considers that changing levels of farm activity | deer.
ona is normal for rural property farm management, and
property of that the current provisions would see some
between 4 residents say their land is incapable of reasonable
hectares use.
and 20
hectares -

12
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permitted
activity.
149.010 2 Unplanned | Oppose Considers terminology used in this document Change the terminology of "Unplanned Greenfield Areas" to
Interpreta | greenfield describing areas such as the Akatarawa valley as "Non-Urban Areas" or "Rural Areas".
tion developm "Unplanned Greenfields Areas" is
ent misrepresentative.
149.011 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Concerns that under PC1, landowners intending to Uphold and maintain current landowner property rights and
Te WH.R13: build and live on their properties would need a delete all rules that uphold the position taken in this
Whangan | Stormwate District Plan change from rural to urban to allow document about this aspect, such as Rule WH. R13.
ui-a-Tara r from new them to do so and associated uncertainty and costs.
unplanned Considers that urban zone rules are not fit for
greenfield purpose for rural areas. Considers people who live
developm in rural areas add value to the biodiversity of the
ent - area, adding to ecosystem health, including that of
prohibited the waterways.
activity.
149.012 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers there is no data to suggest low intensity Delete the registration requirement for these properties.
Te WH.R26: hobby farms and lifestyle blocks are the cause of GWRC to accept the designation of property management
Whangan | Farming poor water quality and the requirement to register plans set out in the gazette NPS-IB namely QEII,
ui-a-Tara activities and provide information is onerous and unjustified. Conservation and other approved property management
ona Considered registration should be reserved for plans which may include small farms of 4 or more but less
property of properties where there is a risk of elevated nitrate than 20 hectares.
between 4 levels.
hectares
and 20
hectares -
permitted
activity.
149.013 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers there is no data that points to farming on Consider introducing additional categories of properties that
Te WH.R27: larger properties being the cause of poor water reflect the actual range of properties E.g. add a new
Whangan | Farming quality and notes that the RMA currently prohibits category for properties over 20 hectares that are largely
ui-a-Tara activities clearing of bush to scales that will increase erosion. unproductive and delete the requirement for this type of
on 20 Considers the requirement to register and provide a | property to be registered. Exclude land registered in the
hectares farm management plan is onerous and not justified Emissions Trading Scheme, QEIl Trust, Conservation,
or more of when residents are already incurring costs to approved property plan as per the NPS-IB.
land - maintain the land and/or regenerate indigenous
permitted biodiversity, including pest control activities, and
activity.

13
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costs could be unsustainable for the average
property owner.
Submission | Plan Provision | Stance Reasons Decision Requested
Point Section
154.001 General General Oppose Supports the intention for quality regarding Stop the PC1 process immediately and engage with the
comment | comments freshwater and ecosystems but seeks an evidence- affected communities using a proper and meaningful
s - overall based approach that supports targeted strategies consultation process once government direction is clear.
tailored for particular eco systems and
environments. Considers that PC1 fails to provide
sufficient evidence or appropriate targeting to
rationalise its implementation and would render their
land incapable of reasonable use (per section 85 of
RMA), especially for those landowners who have
yet to build on their property.
154.002 General General Oppose Notes that the coalition government intends to Stop PC1 process until the policy direction is known.
comment | comments replace the National Policy Statement for
s - current Freshwater Management and repeal the RMA
legislation reform and considers that it is unreasonable and a
waste of ratepayer funds to consult with
communities that lacks government policy direction.
154.003 General General Oppose Considers GWRC has failed to meaningfully consult | All documents related to this proposal should be
comment | comments with the community as required by the Local communicated in plain language as per the Plain Language
s - Government Act (2002) and GWRC's principles of Act (2002). Expects GWRC to meet the principles of
consultatio consultation. Considers meaningful participation consultation and engage with affected communities
n was difficult due to the lack of a summary being according to the Local Authorities Act.
made available for consultation earlier in the
process.
154.004 General General Oppose Considers a definition is needed for "river" and there | Define important terms to address lack of clear definition and
comment | comments is a need to define how a 1m water course is prevent uncertainty and inconsistency. Include picture
s - measured. references to inform what a "river” is.
definitions
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Proposed Change 1 to the Natural Resources Plan -
Submission Points Ordered by Submitter Alphabetically

Submission
Point

Plan
Section

Provision

Stance

Reasons

Greater
Wellington

Te Pane Matua Taiao

G

Decision Requested

154.005

154.006

154.007

154.008

154.009

General
comment
s

General
comment
s

General
comment
s

2
Interpreta
tion

8 Whaitua
Te
Whangan
ui-a-Tara

General
comments
- fresh
water
General
comments
economic
cost/impac
t

General
comments
- overall

Earthwork
s

Rule
WH.R26:
Farming
activities

Oppose

Oppose

Oppose

Oppose

Oppose

Considers that data on river quality throughout the
catchment is required to understand the extent of
the problem and then determine the causes.

Concerns about cost to be borne by rural
landowners with no evidence that they are the
cause of the issue, and the lack of information
available on what fees and charges GWRC will levy.
Considers that for landowners who have not yet
been in a position to build a home, this plan change
is unreasonable and unfair. Concerned that
proposed changes by GWRC are out of alignment
with regulations soon to be imposed by Upper Hultt
City Council. Considers it is difficult to stay on top of
regulatory changes and is concerned that PC1 is
out of alignment with regulations soon to be
imposed by Upper Hutt City Council. Questions
which regulations have precedence where
conflicting.

Notes that residents deal with incursion of pest
species onto their land from GWRC land and seeks
GWRC manage pests on their own land. Notes that
pest species adversely impact socking levels and
prevent landowners from increasing indigenous
biodiversity.

Considers the definition of "Earthworks" is confusing
and can be interpreted in multiple ways, with the
exceptions being more limited than those for other
districts. Considers the definition has not been
thought through enough to understand the cost and
time implications for resource consents and other
requirements, including maintenance of non-farm
accessways, and that GWRC has not provided
justification or evidence for this change.

Considers that landowners should be able to
continue to farm at the level practicable for the land
rather than be constrained to an arbitrary stocking
level. Considers that changing levels of farm activity

Use relevant scientific evidence of sufficient spatial
"resolution" as a basis to inform policy.

All rules that add cost to landowners be reconsidered and
"recalibrated" with scientific evidence, whereby the more
important issues are tackled instead of a "broad brush
approach" to all perceived issues. A reconciliation and
analysis of the GWRC proposal and other local authority
regulations relevant to rural landowners (e.g. UHCC PC50)
is completed to identify instances where regulation is
inconsistent.

No decision requested.

Reinstate the exclusions as given to the other districts.

Review stocking rates to allow for low intensity farming.
Provide information on how rates have been determined.
Include an additional category for small breeds of cattle and
deer.
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Proposed Change 1 to the Natural Resources Plan -
Submission Points Ordered by Submitter Alphabetically

Greater
Wellington

Te Pane Matua Taiao

S

Submission | Plan Provision | Stance Reasons Decision Requested
Point Section
ona is normal for rural property farm management, and
property of that the current provisions would see some
between 4 residents say their land is incapable of reasonable
hectares use.
and 20
hectares -
permitted
activity.
154.010 2 Unplanned | Oppose Considers terminology used in this document Change the terminology of "Unplanned Greenfield Areas" to
Interpreta | greenfield describing areas such as the Akatarawa valley as "Non-Urban Areas" or "Rural Areas".
tion developm "Unplanned Greenfields Areas" is
ent misrepresentative.
154.011 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Concerns that under PC1, landowners intending to Uphold and maintain current landowner property rights and
Te WH.R13: build and live on their properties would need a delete all rules that uphold the position taken in this
Whangan | Stormwate District Plan change from rural to urban to allow document about this aspect, such as Rule WH. R13.
ui-a-Tara r from new them to do so and associated uncertainty and costs.
unplanned Considers that urban zone rules are not fit for
greenfield purpose for rural areas. Considers people who live
developm in rural areas add value to the biodiversity of the
ent - area, adding to ecosystem health, including that of
prohibited the waterways.
activity.
154.012 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers there is no data to suggest low intensity Delete the registration requirement for these properties.
Te WH.R26: hobby farms and lifestyle blocks are the cause of GWRC to accept the designation of property management
Whangan | Farming poor water quality and the requirement to register plans set out in the gazette NPS-IB namely QEIl,
ui-a-Tara activities and provide information is onerous and unjustified. Conservation and other approved property management
ona Considered registration should be reserved for plans which may include small farms of 4 or more but less
property of properties where there is a risk of elevated nitrate than 20 hectares.
between 4 levels.
hectares
and 20
hectares -
permitted
activity.
154.013 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers there is no data that points to farming on Consider introducing additional categories of properties that
Te WH.R27: larger properties being the cause of poor water reflect the actual range of properties E.g. add a new
Whangan | Farming quality and notes that the RMA currently prohibits category for properties over 20 hectares that are largely
ui-a-Tara activities clearing of bush to scales that will increase erosion. unproductive and delete the requirement for this type of
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Proposed Change 1 to the Natural Resources Plan -
Submission Points Ordered by Submitter Alphabetically

Greater

g., Wellington

Te Pane Matua Taiao

Submission | Plan Provision | Stance Reasons Decision Requested
Point Section
on 20 Considers the requirement to register and provide a | property to be registered. Exclude land registered in the
hectares farm management plan is onerous and not justified Emissions Trading Scheme, QEII Trust, Conservation,
or more of when residents are already incurring costs to approved property plan as per the NPS-IB.
land - maintain the land and/or regenerate indigenous
permitted biodiversity, including pest control activities, and
activity. costs could be unsustainable for the average
property owner.
Submission | Plan Provision | Stance Reasons Decision Requested
Point Section
168.001 General General Oppose Supports the intention for quality regarding Stop the PC1 process immediately and engage with the
comment | comments freshwater and ecosystems but seeks an evidence- | affected communities using a proper and meaningful
s - overall based approach that supports targeted strategies consultation process once government direction is clear.
tailored for particular eco systems and
environments. Considers that PC1 fails to provide
sufficient evidence or appropriate targeting to
rationalise its implementation and would render their
land incapable of reasonable use (per section 85 of
RMA), especially for those landowners who have
yet to build on their property.
168.002 General General Oppose Notes that the coalition government intends to Stop PC1 process until the policy direction is known.
comment | comments replace the National Policy Statement for
s - current Freshwater Management and repeal the RMA
legislation reform and considers that it is unreasonable and a
waste of ratepayer funds to consult with
communities that lacks government policy direction.
168.003 General General Oppose Considers GWRC has failed to meaningfully consult | All documents related to this proposal should be
comment | comments with the community as required by the Local communicated in plain language as per the Plain Language
s - Government Act (2002) and GWRC's principles of Act (2002). Expects GWRC to meet the principles of
consultatio consultation. Considers meaningful participation consultation and engage with affected communities
n was difficult due to the lack of a summary being according to the Local Authorities Act.

made available for consultation earlier in the
process.
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Proposed Change 1 to the Natural Resources Plan -
Submission Points Ordered by Submitter Alphabetically

Greater
Wellington

Te Pane Matua Taiao

G

Submission | Plan Provision | Stance Reasons Decision Requested
Point Section
168.004 General General Oppose Considers a definition is needed for "river" and there | Define important terms to address lack of clear definition and
comment | comments is a need to define how a 1m water course is prevent uncertainty and inconsistency. Include picture
s - measured. references to inform what a "river" is.
definitions
168.005 General General Oppose Considers that data on river quality throughout the Use relevant scientific evidence of sufficient spatial
comment | comments catchment is required to understand the extent of "resolution” as a basis to inform policy.
s - fresh the problem and then determine the causes.
water
168.006 General General Oppose Concerns about cost to be borne by rural All rules that add cost to landowners be reconsidered and
comment | comments landowners with no evidence that they are the "recalibrated" with scientific evidence, whereby the more
S - cause of the issue, and the lack of information important issues are tackled instead of a "broad brush
economic available on what fees and charges GWRC will levy. | approach" to all perceived issues. A reconciliation and
cost/impac Considers that for landowners who have not yet analysis of the GWRC proposal and other local authority
t been in a position to build a home, this plan change | regulations relevant to rural landowners (e.g. UHCC PC50)
is unreasonable and unfair. Concerned that is completed to identify instances where regulation is
proposed changes by GWRC are out of alignment inconsistent.
with regulations soon to be imposed by Upper Hutt
City Council. Considers it is difficult to stay on top of
regulatory changes and is concerned that PC1 is
out of alignment with regulations soon to be
imposed by Upper Hutt City Council. Questions
which regulations have precedence where
conflicting.
168.007 General General Oppose Notes that residents deal with incursion of pest No decision requested.
comment | comments species onto their land from GWRC land and seeks
s - overall GWRC manage pests on their own land. Notes that
pest species adversely impact socking levels and
prevent landowners from increasing indigenous
biodiversity.
168.008 2 Earthwork || Oppose Considers the definition of "Earthworks" is confusing | Reinstate the exclusions as given to the other districts.
Interpreta | s and can be interpreted in multiple ways, with the
tion exceptions being more limited than those for other

districts. Considers the definition has not been
thought through enough to understand the cost and
time implications for resource consents and other
requirements, including maintenance of non-farm
accessways, and that GWRC has not provided
justification or evidence for this change.
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Proposed Change 1 to the Natural Resources Plan -
Submission Points Ordered by Submitter Alphabetically

Greater
Wellington

Te Pane Matua Taiao

S

Submission | Plan Provision | Stance Reasons Decision Requested
Point Section
168.009 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers that landowners should be able to Review stocking rates to allow for low intensity farming.
Te WH.R26: continue to farm at the level practicable for the land Provide information on how rates have been determined.
Whangan | Farming rather than be constrained to an arbitrary stocking Include an additional category for small breeds of cattle and
ui-a-Tara activities level. Considers that changing levels of farm activity | deer.
ona is normal for rural property farm management, and
property of that the current provisions would see some
between 4 residents say their land is incapable of reasonable
hectares use.
and 20
hectares -
permitted
activity.
168.010 2 Unplanned | Oppose Considers terminology used in this document Change the terminology of "Unplanned Greenfield Areas" to
Interpreta | greenfield describing areas such as the Akatarawa valley as "Non-Urban Areas" or "Rural Areas".
tion developm "Unplanned Greenfields Areas" is
ent misrepresentative.
168.011 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Concerns that under PC1, landowners intending to Uphold and maintain current landowner property rights and
Te WH.R13: build and live on their properties would need a delete all rules that uphold the position taken in this
Whangan | Stormwate District Plan change from rural to urban to allow document about this aspect, such as Rule WH. R13.
ui-a-Tara r from new them to do so and associated uncertainty and costs.
unplanned Considers that urban zone rules are not fit for
greenfield purpose for rural areas. Considers people who live
developm in rural areas add value to the biodiversity of the
ent - area, adding to ecosystem health, including that of
prohibited the waterways.
activity.
168.012 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers there is no data to suggest low intensity Delete the registration requirement for these properties.
Te WH.R26: hobby farms and lifestyle blocks are the cause of GWRC to accept the designation of property management
Whangan | Farming poor water quality and the requirement to register plans set out in the gazette NPS-IB namely QEII,
ui-a-Tara activities and provide information is onerous and unjustified. Conservation and other approved property management
ona Considered registration should be reserved for plans which may include small farms of 4 or more but less
property of properties where there is a risk of elevated nitrate than 20 hectares.
between 4 levels.
hectares
and 20
hectares -
permitted
activity.
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Proposed Change 1 to the Natural Resources Plan -
Submission Points Ordered by Submitter Alphabetically

Greater
Wellington

Te Pane Matua Taiao

S

Submission | Plan Provision | Stance Reasons Decision Requested
Point Section
168.013 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers there is no data that points to farming on Consider introducing additional categories of properties that
Te WH.R27: larger properties being the cause of poor water reflect the actual range of properties E.g. add a new
Whangan | Farming quality and notes that the RMA currently prohibits category for properties over 20 hectares that are largely
ui-a-Tara activities clearing of bush to scales that will increase erosion. unproductive and delete the requirement for this type of
on 20 Considers the requirement to register and provide a | property to be registered. Exclude land registered in the
hectares farm management plan is onerous and not justified Emissions Trading Scheme, QEII Trust, Conservation,
or more of when residents are already incurring costs to approved property plan as per the NPS-IB.
land - maintain the land and/or regenerate indigenous
permitted biodiversity, including pest control activities, and
activity. costs could be unsustainable for the average
property owner.
Submission | Plan Provision | Stance Reasons Decision Requested
Point Section
159.001 General General Oppose Supports the intention for quality regarding Stop the PC1 process immediately and engage with the
comment | comments freshwater and ecosystems but seeks an evidence- affected communities using a proper and meaningful
S - overall based approach that supports targeted strategies consultation process once government direction is clear.
tailored for particular eco systems and
environments. Considers that PC1 fails to provide
sufficient evidence or appropriate targeting to
rationalise its implementation and would render their
land incapable of reasonable use (per section 85 of
RMA), especially for those landowners who have
yet to build on their property.
159.002 General General Oppose Notes that the coalition government intends to Stop PC1 process until the policy direction is known.
comment | comments replace the National Policy Statement for
S - current Freshwater Management and repeal the RMA
legislation reform and considers that it is unreasonable and a
waste of ratepayer funds to consult with
communities that lacks government policy direction.
159.003 General General Oppose Considers GWRC has failed to meaningfully consult | All documents related to this proposal should be
comment | comments with the community as required by the Local communicated in plain language as per the Plain Language
s - Government Act (2002) and GWRC's principles of Act (2002). Expects GWRC to meet the principles of
consultati consultation. Considers meaningful participation consultation and engage with affected communities
on was difficult due to the lack of a summary being according to the Local Authorities Act.
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Proposed Change 1 to the Natural Resources Plan -
Submission Points Ordered by Submitter Alphabetically

Greater
Wellington

Te Pane Matua Taiao

G

Submission | Plan Provision | Stance Reasons Decision Requested
Point Section
made available for consultation earlier in the
process.
159.004 General General Oppose Considers a definition is needed for "river" and there | Define important terms to address lack of clear definition and
comment | comments is a need to define how a 1m water course is prevent uncertainty and inconsistency. Include picture
S - measured. references to inform what a "river" is.
definitions
159.005 General General Oppose Considers that data on river quality throughout the Use relevant scientific evidence of sufficient spatial
comment | comments catchment is required to understand the extent of "resolution" as a basis to inform policy.
S - fresh the problem and then determine the causes.
water
159.006 General General Oppose Concerns about cost to be borne by rural All rules that add cost to landowners be reconsidered and
comment | comments landowners with no evidence that they are the "recalibrated" with scientific evidence, whereby the more
S - cause of the issue, and the lack of information important issues are tackled instead of a "broad brush
economic available on what fees and charges GWRC will levy. | approach" to all perceived issues. A reconciliation and
cost/impa Considers that for landowners who have not yet analysis of the GWRC proposal and other local authority
ct been in a position to build a home, this plan change | regulations relevant to rural landowners (e.g. UHCC PC50)
is unreasonable and unfair. Concerned that is completed to identify instances where regulation is
proposed changes by GWRC are out of alignment inconsistent.
with regulations soon to be imposed by Upper Hultt
City Council. Considers it is difficult to stay on top of
regulatory changes and is concerned that PC1 is
out of alignment with regulations soon to be
imposed by Upper Hutt City Council. Questions
which regulations have precedence where
conflicting.
159.007 General General Oppose Notes that residents deal with incursion of pest No decision requested.
comment | comments species onto their land from GWRC land and seeks
S - overall GWRC manage pests on their own land. Notes that
pest species adversely impact socking levels and
prevent landowners from increasing indigenous
biodiversity.
159.008 2 Earthwork | Oppose Considers the definition of "Earthworks" is confusing | Reinstate the exclusions as given to the other districts.
Interpreta | s and can be interpreted in multiple ways, with the
tion exceptions being more limited than those for other

districts. Considers the definition has not been
thought through enough to understand the cost and
time implications for resource consents and other
requirements, including maintenance of non-farm
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Proposed Change 1 to the Natural Resources Plan -
Submission Points Ordered by Submitter Alphabetically

Greater
Wellington

Te Pane Matua Taiao

S

Submission | Plan Provision | Stance Reasons Decision Requested
Point Section
accessways, and that GWRC has not provided
justification or evidence for this change.
159.009 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers that landowners should be able to Review stocking rates to allow for low intensity farming.
Te WH.R26: continue to farm at the level practicable for the land Provide information on how rates have been determined.
Whangan | Farming rather than be constrained to an arbitrary stocking Include an additional category for small breeds of cattle and
ui-a-Tara activities level. Considers that changing levels of farm activity | deer.
ona is normal for rural property farm management, and
property that the current provisions would see some
of residents say their land is incapable of reasonable
between 4 use.
hectares
and 20
hectares -
permitted
activity.
159.010 2 Unplanne Oppose Considers terminology used in this document Change the terminology of "Unplanned Greenfield Areas" to
Interpreta | d describing areas such as the Akatarawa valley as "Non-Urban Areas" or "Rural Areas".
tion greenfield "Unplanned Greenfields Areas" is
developm misrepresentative.
ent
159.011 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Concerns that under PC1, landowners intending to Uphold and maintain current landowner property rights and
Te WH.R13: build and live on their properties would need a delete all rules that uphold the position taken in this
Whangan | Stormwat District Plan change from rural to urban to allow document about this aspect, such as Rule WH. R13.
ui-a-Tara er from them to do so and associated uncertainty and costs.
new Considers that urban zone rules are not fit for
unplanned purpose for rural areas. Considers people who live
greenfield in rural areas add value to the biodiversity of the
developm area, adding to ecosystem health, including that of
ent - the waterways.
prohibited
activity.
159.0012 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers there is no data to suggest low intensity Delete the registration requirement for these properties.
Te WH.R26: hobby farms and lifestyle blocks are the cause of GWRC to accept the designation of property management
Whangan | Farming poor water quality and the requirement to register plans set out in the gazette NPS-IB namely QEII,
ui-a-Tara activities and provide information is onerous and unjustified. Conservation and other approved property management
ona Considered registration should be reserved for plans which may include small farms of 4 or more but less
property properties where there is a risk of elevated nitrate than 20 hectares.
of levels.
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Proposed Change 1 to the Natural Resources Plan -
Submission Points Ordered by Submitter Alphabetically

Greater
Wellington

Te Pane Matua Taiao

S

Submission | Plan Provision | Stance Reasons Decision Requested
Point Section
between 4
hectares
and 20
hectares -
permitted
activity.
159.013 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers there is no data that points to farming on Consider introducing additional categories of properties that
Te WH.R27: larger properties being the cause of poor water reflect the actual range of properties E.g. add a new
Whangan | Farming quality and notes that the RMA currently prohibits category for properties over 20 hectares that are largely
ui-a-Tara activities clearing of bush to scales that will increase erosion. unproductive and delete the requirement for this type of
on 20 Considers the requirement to register and provide a | property to be registered. Exclude land registered in the
hectares farm management plan is onerous and not justified Emissions Trading Scheme, QEIl Trust, Conservation,
or more of when residents are already incurring costs to approved property plan as per the NPS-IB.
land - maintain the land and/or regenerate indigenous
permitted biodiversity, including pest control activities, and
activity. costs could be unsustainable for the average
property owner.
Submission | Plan Provision | Stance Reasons Decision Requested
Point Section
143.001 General General Oppose Supports the intention for quality regarding Stop the PC1 process immediately and engage with the
comment | comments freshwater and ecosystems but seeks an evidence- affected communities using a proper and meaningful
s - overall based approach that supports targeted strategies consultation process once government direction is clear.
tailored for particular eco systems and
environments. Considers that PC1 fails to provide
sufficient evidence or appropriate targeting to
rationalise its implementation and would render their
land incapable of reasonable use (per section 85 of
RMA), especially for those landowners who have
yet to build on their property.
143.002 General General Oppose Notes that the coalition government intends to Stop PC1 process until the policy direction is known.
comment | comments replace the National Policy Statement for
s - current Freshwater Management and repeal the RMA
legislation reform and considers that it is unreasonable and a
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Te Pane Matua Taiao
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Submission | Plan Provision | Stance Reasons Decision Requested
Point Section
waste of ratepayer funds to consult with
communities that lacks government policy direction.
143.003 General General Oppose Considers GWRC has failed to meaningfully consult | All documents related to this proposal should be
comment | comments with the community as required by the Local communicated in plain language as per the Plain Language
s - Government Act (2002) and GWRC's principles of Act (2002). Expects GWRC to meet the principles of
consultatio consultation. Considers meaningful participation consultation and engage with affected communities
n was difficult due to the lack of a summary being according to the Local Authorities Act.
made available for consultation earlier in the
process.
143.004 General General Oppose Considers a definition is needed for "river" and there | Define important terms to address lack of clear definition and
comment | comments is a need to define how a 1m water course is prevent uncertainty and inconsistency. Include picture
S - measured. references to inform what a "river” is.
definitions
143.005 General General Oppose Considers that data on river quality throughout the Use relevant scientific evidence of sufficient spatial
comment | comments catchment is required to understand the extent of "resolution” as a basis to inform policy.
s - fresh the problem and then determine the causes.
water
143.006 General General Oppose Concerns about cost to be borne by rural All rules that add cost to landowners be reconsidered and
comment | comments landowners with no evidence that they are the "recalibrated" with scientific evidence, whereby the more
S - cause of the issue, and the lack of information important issues are tackled instead of a "broad brush
economic available on what fees and charges GWRC will levy. | approach" to all perceived issues. A reconciliation and
cost/impac Considers that for landowners who have not yet analysis of the GWRC proposal and other local authority
t been in a position to build a home, this plan change | regulations relevant to rural landowners (e.g. UHCC PC50)
is unreasonable and unfair. Concerned that is completed to identify instances where regulation is
proposed changes by GWRC are out of alignment inconsistent.
with regulations soon to be imposed by Upper Hutt
City Council. Considers it is difficult to stay on top of
regulatory changes and is concerned that PC1 is
out of alignment with regulations soon to be
imposed by Upper Hutt City Council. Questions
which regulations have precedence where
conflicting.
143.007 General General Oppose Notes that residents deal with incursion of pest No decision requested.
comment | comments species onto their land from GWRC land and seeks
S - overall GWRC manage pests on their own land. Notes that

pest species adversely impact socking levels and
prevent landowners from increasing indigenous
biodiversity.
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Submission | Plan Provision | Stance Reasons Decision Requested
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143.008 2 Earthwork || Oppose Considers the definition of "Earthworks" is confusing | Reinstate the exclusions as given to the other districts.
Interpreta | s and can be interpreted in multiple ways, with the
tion exceptions being more limited than those for other
districts. Considers the definition has not been
thought through enough to understand the cost and
time implications for resource consents and other
requirements, including maintenance of non-farm
accessways, and that GWRC has not provided
justification or evidence for this change.
143.009 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers that landowners should be able to Review stocking rates to allow for low intensity farming.
Te WH.R26: continue to farm at the level practicable for the land Provide information on how rates have been determined.
Whangan | Farming rather than be constrained to an arbitrary stocking Include an additional category for small breeds of cattle and
ui-a-Tara activities level. Considers that changing levels of farm activity | deer.
ona is normal for rural property farm management, and
property of that the current provisions would see some
between 4 residents say their land is incapable of reasonable
hectares use.
and 20
hectares -
permitted
activity.
143.010 2 Unplanned | Oppose Considers terminology used in this document Change the terminology of "Unplanned Greenfield Areas" to
Interpreta | greenfield describing areas such as the Akatarawa valley as "Non-Urban Areas" or "Rural Areas".
tion developm "Unplanned Greenfields Areas" is
ent misrepresentative.
143.011 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Concerns that under PC1, landowners intending to Uphold and maintain current landowner property rights and
Te WH.R13: build and live on their properties would need a delete all rules that uphold the position taken in this
Whangan | Stormwate District Plan change from rural to urban to allow document about this aspect, such as Rule WH. R13.
ui-a-Tara r from new them to do so and associated uncertainty and costs.
unplanned Considers that urban zone rules are not fit for
greenfield purpose for rural areas. Considers people who live
developm in rural areas add value to the biodiversity of the
ent - area, adding to ecosystem health, including that of
prohibited the waterways.
activity.
143.012 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers there is no data to suggest low intensity Delete the registration requirement for these properties.
Te WH.R26: hobby farms and lifestyle blocks are the cause of GWRC to accept the designation of property management
Farming poor water quality and the requirement to register plans set out in the gazette NPS-IB namely QEII,
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Submission | Plan Provision | Stance Reasons Decision Requested
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Whangan | activities and provide information is onerous and unjustified. Conservation and other approved property management
ui-a-Tara ona Considered registration should be reserved for plans which may include small farms of 4 or more but less
property of properties where there is a risk of elevated nitrate than 20 hectares.
between 4 levels.
hectares
and 20
hectares -
permitted
activity.
143.013 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers there is no data that points to farming on Consider introducing additional categories of properties that
Te WH.R27: larger properties being the cause of poor water reflect the actual range of properties E.g. add a new
Whangan | Farming quality and notes that the RMA currently prohibits category for properties over 20 hectares that are largely
ui-a-Tara activities clearing of bush to scales that will increase erosion. unproductive and delete the requirement for this type of
on 20 Considers the requirement to register and provide a | property to be registered. Exclude land registered in the
hectares farm management plan is onerous and not justified Emissions Trading Scheme, QEII Trust, Conservation,
or more of when residents are already incurring costs to approved property plan as per the NPS-IB.
land - maintain the land and/or regenerate indigenous
permitted biodiversity, including pest control activities, and
activity. costs could be unsustainable for the average
property owner.
Submission | Plan Provision | Stance Reasons Decision Requested
Point Section
166.001 General General Oppose Supports the intention for quality regarding Stop the PC1 process immediately and engage with the
comment | comments freshwater and ecosystems but seeks an evidence- affected communities using a proper and meaningful
s - overall based approach that supports targeted strategies consultation process once government direction is clear.

tailored for particular eco systems and
environments. Considers that PC1 fails to provide
sufficient evidence or appropriate targeting to
rationalise its implementation and would render their
land incapable of reasonable use (per section 85 of
RMA), especially for those landowners who have
yet to build on their property.
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166.002 General General Oppose Notes that the coalition government intends to Stop PC1 process until the policy direction is known.
comment | comments replace the National Policy Statement for
s - current Freshwater Management and repeal the RMA
legislation reform and considers that it is unreasonable and a
waste of ratepayer funds to consult with
communities that lacks government policy direction.
166.003 General General Oppose Considers GWRC has failed to meaningfully consult | All documents related to this proposal should be
comment | comments with the community as required by the Local communicated in plain language as per the Plain Language
s - Government Act (2002) and GWRC's principles of Act (2002). Expects GWRC to meet the principles of
consultatio consultation. Considers meaningful participation consultation and engage with affected communities
n was difficult due to the lack of a summary being according to the Local Authorities Act.
made available for consultation earlier in the
process.
166.004 General General Oppose Considers a definition is needed for "river" and there | Define important terms to address lack of clear definition and
comment | comments is a need to define how a 1m water course is prevent uncertainty and inconsistency. Include picture
s - measured. references to inform what a "river" is.
definitions
166.005 General General Oppose Considers that data on river quality throughout the Use relevant scientific evidence of sufficient spatial
comment | comments catchment is required to understand the extent of "resolution" as a basis to inform policy.
s - fresh the problem and then determine the causes.
water
166.006 General General Oppose Concerns about cost to be borne by rural All rules that add cost to landowners be reconsidered and
comment | comments landowners with no evidence that they are the "recalibrated" with scientific evidence, whereby the more
S - cause of the issue, and the lack of information important issues are tackled instead of a "broad brush
economic available on what fees and charges GWRC will levy. | approach" to all perceived issues. A reconciliation and
cost/impac Considers that for landowners who have not yet analysis of the GWRC proposal and other local authority

t

been in a position to build a home, this plan change
is unreasonable and unfair. Concerned that
proposed changes by GWRC are out of alignment
with regulations soon to be imposed by Upper Hutt
City Council. Considers it is difficult to stay on top of
regulatory changes and is concerned that PC1 is
out of alignment with regulations soon to be
imposed by Upper Hutt City Council. Questions
which regulations have precedence where
conflicting.

regulations relevant to rural landowners (e.g. UHCC PC50)
is completed to identify instances where regulation is
inconsistent.
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166.007 General General Oppose Notes that residents deal with incursion of pest No decision requested.
comment | comments species onto their land from GWRC land and seeks
s - overall GWRC manage pests on their own land. Notes that
pest species adversely impact socking levels and
prevent landowners from increasing indigenous
biodiversity.
166.008 2 Earthwork | Oppose Considers the definition of "Earthworks" is confusing | Reinstate the exclusions as given to the other districts.
Interpreta | s and can be interpreted in multiple ways, with the
tion exceptions being more limited than those for other
districts. Considers the definition has not been
thought through enough to understand the cost and
time implications for resource consents and other
requirements, including maintenance of non-farm
accessways, and that GWRC has not provided
justification or evidence for this change.
166.009 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers that landowners should be able to Review stocking rates to allow for low intensity farming.
Te WH.R26: continue to farm at the level practicable for the land Provide information on how rates have been determined.
Whangan | Farming rather than be constrained to an arbitrary stocking Include an additional category for small breeds of cattle and
ui-a-Tara activities level. Considers that changing levels of farm activity | deer.
ona is normal for rural property farm management, and
property of that the current provisions would see some
between 4 residents say their land is incapable of reasonable
hectares use.
and 20
hectares -
permitted
activity.
166.010 2 Unplanned | Oppose Considers terminology used in this document Change the terminology of "Unplanned Greenfield Areas" to
Interpreta | greenfield describing areas such as the Akatarawa valley as "Non-Urban Areas" or "Rural Areas".
tion developm "Unplanned Greenfields Areas" is
ent misrepresentative.
166.011 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Concerns that under PC1, landowners intending to Uphold and maintain current landowner property rights and
Te WH.R13: build and live on their properties would need a delete all rules that uphold the position taken in this
Whangan | Stormwate District Plan change from rural to urban to allow document about this aspect, such as Rule WH. R13.
ui-a-Tara r from new them to do so and associated uncertainty and costs.
unplanned Considers that urban zone rules are not fit for
greenfield purpose for rural areas. Considers people who live
developm in rural areas add value to the biodiversity of the
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ent - area, adding to ecosystem health, including that of
prohibited the waterways.
activity.
166.012 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers there is no data to suggest low intensity Delete the registration requirement for these properties.
Te WH.R26: hobby farms and lifestyle blocks are the cause of GWRC to accept the designation of property management
Whangan | Farming poor water quality and the requirement to register plans set out in the gazette NPS-IB namely QElII,
ui-a-Tara activities and provide information is onerous and unjustified. Conservation and other approved property management
ona Considered registration should be reserved for plans which may include small farms of 4 or more but less
property of properties where there is a risk of elevated nitrate than 20 hectares.
between 4 levels.
hectares
and 20
hectares -
permitted
activity.
166.013 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers there is no data that points to farming on Consider introducing additional categories of properties that
Te WH.R27: larger properties being the cause of poor water reflect the actual range of properties E.g. add a new
Whangan | Farming quality and notes that the RMA currently prohibits category for properties over 20 hectares that are largely
ui-a-Tara activities clearing of bush to scales that will increase erosion. unproductive and delete the requirement for this type of
on 20 Considers the requirement to register and provide a || property to be registered. Exclude land registered in the
hectares farm management plan is onerous and not justified Emissions Trading Scheme, QEIl Trust, Conservation,
or more of when residents are already incurring costs to approved property plan as per the NPS-IB.
land - maintain the land and/or regenerate indigenous
permitted biodiversity, including pest control activities, and
activity. costs could be unsustainable for the average
property owner.
Submission | Plan Provision | Stance Reasons Decision Requested
Point Section
160.001 General General Oppose Supports the intention for quality regarding Stop the PC1 process immediately and engage with the
comment | comments freshwater and ecosystems but seeks an evidence- affected communities using a proper and meaningful
s - overall based approach that supports targeted strategies consultation process once government direction is clear.

tailored for particular eco systems and
environments. Considers that PC1 fails to provide
sufficient evidence or appropriate targeting to

29



Proposed Change 1 to the Natural Resources Plan -
Submission Points Ordered by Submitter Alphabetically

Greater
Wellington

Te Pane Matua Taiao

S

Submission | Plan Provision | Stance Reasons Decision Requested
Point Section
rationalise its implementation and would render their
land incapable of reasonable use (per section 85 of
RMA), especially for those landowners who have
yet to build on their property.
160.002 General General Oppose Notes that the coalition government intends to Stop PC1 process until the policy direction is known.
comment | comments replace the National Policy Statement for
s - current Freshwater Management and repeal the RMA
legislation reform and considers that it is unreasonable and a
waste of ratepayer funds to consult with
communities that lacks government policy direction.
160.003 General General Oppose Considers GWRC has failed to meaningfully consult | All documents related to this proposal should be
comment | comments with the community as required by the Local communicated in plain language as per the Plain Language
s - Government Act (2002) and GWRC's principles of Act (2002). Expects GWRC to meet the principles of
consultatio consultation. Considers meaningful participation consultation and engage with affected communities
n was difficult due to the lack of a summary being according to the Local Authorities Act.
made available for consultation earlier in the
process.
160.004 General General Oppose Considers a definition is needed for "river" and there | Define important terms to address lack of clear definition and
comment | comments is a need to define how a 1m water course is prevent uncertainty and inconsistency. Include picture
S - measured. references to inform what a "river" is.
definitions
160.005 General General Oppose Considers that data on river quality throughout the Use relevant scientific evidence of sufficient spatial
comment | comments catchment is required to understand the extent of "resolution" as a basis to inform policy.
s - fresh the problem and then determine the causes.
water
160.006 General General Oppose Concerns about cost to be borne by rural All rules that add cost to landowners be reconsidered and
comment | comments landowners with no evidence that they are the "recalibrated" with scientific evidence, whereby the more
S - cause of the issue, and the lack of information important issues are tackled instead of a "broad brush
economic available on what fees and charges GWRC will levy. | approach" to all perceived issues. A reconciliation and
cost/impac Considers that for landowners who have not yet analysis of the GWRC proposal and other local authority

t

been in a position to build a home, this plan change
is unreasonable and unfair. Concerned that
proposed changes by GWRC are out of alignment
with regulations soon to be imposed by Upper Hutt
City Council. Considers it is difficult to stay on top of
regulatory changes and is concerned that PC1 is
out of alignment with regulations soon to be
imposed by Upper Hutt City Council. Questions

regulations relevant to rural landowners (e.g. UHCC PC50)
is completed to identify instances where regulation is
inconsistent.
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which regulations have precedence where
conflicting.
160.007 General General Oppose Notes that residents deal with incursion of pest No decision requested.
comment | comments species onto their land from GWRC land and seeks
S - overall GWRC manage pests on their own land. Notes that
pest species adversely impact socking levels and
prevent landowners from increasing indigenous
biodiversity.
160.008 2 Earthwork | Oppose Considers the definition of "Earthworks" is confusing | Reinstate the exclusions as given to the other districts.
Interpreta | s and can be interpreted in multiple ways, with the
tion exceptions being more limited than those for other
districts. Considers the definition has not been
thought through enough to understand the cost and
time implications for resource consents and other
requirements, including maintenance of non-farm
accessways, and that GWRC has not provided
justification or evidence for this change.
160.009 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers that landowners should be able to Review stocking rates to allow for low intensity farming.
Te WH.R26: continue to farm at the level practicable for the land Provide information on how rates have been determined.
Whangan | Farming rather than be constrained to an arbitrary stocking Include an additional category for small breeds of cattle and
ui-a-Tara activities level. Considers that changing levels of farm activity | deer.
ona is normal for rural property farm management, and
property of that the current provisions would see some
between 4 residents say their land is incapable of reasonable
hectares use.
and 20
hectares -
permitted
activity.
160.010 2 Unplanned | Oppose Considers terminology used in this document Change the terminology of "Unplanned Greenfield Areas" to
Interpreta | greenfield describing areas such as the Akatarawa valley as "Non-Urban Areas" or "Rural Areas".
tion developm "Unplanned Greenfields Areas" is
ent misrepresentative.
160.011 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Concerns that under PC1, landowners intending to Uphold and maintain current landowner property rights and
Te WH.R13: build and live on their properties would need a delete all rules that uphold the position taken in this
Whangan | Stormwate District Plan change from rural to urban to allow document about this aspect, such as Rule WH. R13.
ui-a-Tara r from new them to do so and associated uncertainty and costs.
unplanned Considers that urban zone rules are not fit for
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greenfield purpose for rural areas. Considers people who live
developm in rural areas add value to the biodiversity of the
ent - area, adding to ecosystem health, including that of
prohibited the waterways.
activity.
160.012 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers there is no data to suggest low intensity Delete the registration requirement for these properties.
Te WH.R26: hobby farms and lifestyle blocks are the cause of GWRC to accept the designation of property management
Whangan | Farming poor water quality and the requirement to register plans set out in the gazette NPS-IB namely QElII,
ui-a-Tara activities and provide information is onerous and unjustified. Conservation and other approved property management
ona Considered registration should be reserved for plans which may include small farms of 4 or more but less
property of properties where there is a risk of elevated nitrate than 20 hectares.
between 4 levels.
hectares
and 20
hectares -
permitted
activity.
160.013 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers there is no data that points to farming on Consider introducing additional categories of properties that
Te WH.R27: larger properties being the cause of poor water reflect the actual range of properties E.g. add a new
Whangan | Farming quality and notes that the RMA currently prohibits category for properties over 20 hectares that are largely
ui-a-Tara activities clearing of bush to scales that will increase erosion. unproductive and delete the requirement for this type of
on 20 Considers the requirement to register and provide a || property to be registered. Exclude land registered in the
hectares farm management plan is onerous and not justified Emissions Trading Scheme, QEIl Trust, Conservation,
or more of when residents are already incurring costs to approved property plan as per the NPS-IB.
land - maintain the land and/or regenerate indigenous
permitted biodiversity, including pest control activities, and
activity. costs could be unsustainable for the average
property owner.
Submission | Plan Provision | Stance Reasons Decision Requested
Point Section
$157.001 General General Oppose Supports the intention for quality regarding Stop the PC1 process immediately and engage with the
comment | comments freshwater and ecosystems but seeks an evidence- | affected communities using a proper and meaningful
s - overall based approach that supports targeted strategies consultation process once government direction is clear.

tailored for particular eco systems and
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environments. Considers that PC1 fails to provide
sufficient evidence or appropriate targeting to
rationalise its implementation and would render their
land incapable of reasonable use (per section 85 of
RMA), especially for those landowners who have
yet to build on their property.
$157.002 General General Oppose Notes that the coalition government intends to Stop PC1 process until the policy direction is known.
comment | comments replace the National Policy Statement for
s - current Freshwater Management and repeal the RMA
legislation reform and considers that it is unreasonable and a
waste of ratepayer funds to consult with
communities that lacks government policy direction.
$157.003 General General Oppose Considers GWRC has failed to meaningfully consult | All documents related to this proposal should be
comment | comments with the community as required by the Local communicated in plain language as per the Plain Language
s - Government Act (2002) and GWRC's principles of Act (2002). Expects GWRC to meet the principles of
consultatio consultation. Considers meaningful participation consultation and engage with affected communities
n was difficult due to the lack of a summary being according to the Local Authorities Act.
made available for consultation earlier in the
process.
$157.004 General General Oppose Considers a definition is needed for "river" and there | Define important terms to address lack of clear definition and
comment | comments is a need to define how a 1m water course is prevent uncertainty and inconsistency. Include picture
s - measured. references to inform what a "river" is.
definitions
$157.005 General General Oppose Considers that data on river quality throughout the Use relevant scientific evidence of sufficient spatial
comment | comments catchment is required to understand the extent of "resolution" as a basis to inform policy.
s - fresh the problem and then determine the causes.
water
$157.006 General General Oppose Concerns about cost to be borne by rural All rules that add cost to landowners be reconsidered and
comment | comments landowners with no evidence that they are the "recalibrated" with scientific evidence, whereby the more
S - cause of the issue, and the lack of information important issues are tackled instead of a "broad brush
economic available on what fees and charges GWRC will levy. | approach" to all perceived issues. A reconciliation and
cost/impac Considers that for landowners who have not yet analysis of the GWRC proposal and other local authority

t

been in a position to build a home, this plan change
is unreasonable and unfair. Concerned that
proposed changes by GWRC are out of alignment
with regulations soon to be imposed by Upper Hutt
City Council. Considers it is difficult to stay on top of
regulatory changes and is concerned that PC1 is

regulations relevant to rural landowners (e.g. UHCC PC50)
is completed to identify instances where regulation is
inconsistent.
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out of alignment with regulations soon to be
imposed by Upper Hutt City Council. Questions
which regulations have precedence where
conflicting.
$157.007 General General Oppose Notes that residents deal with incursion of pest No decision requested.
comment | comments species onto their land from GWRC land and seeks
s - overall GWRC manage pests on their own land. Notes that
pest species adversely impact socking levels and
prevent landowners from increasing indigenous
biodiversity.
$157.008 2 Earthwork | Oppose Considers the definition of "Earthworks" is confusing | Reinstate the exclusions as given to the other districts.
Interpreta | s and can be interpreted in multiple ways, with the
tion exceptions being more limited than those for other
districts. Considers the definition has not been
thought through enough to understand the cost and
time implications for resource consents and other
requirements, including maintenance of non-farm
accessways, and that GWRC has not provided
justification or evidence for this change.
$157.009 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers that landowners should be able to Review stocking rates to allow for low intensity farming.
Te WH.R26: continue to farm at the level practicable for the land Provide information on how rates have been determined.
Whangan | Farming rather than be constrained to an arbitrary stocking Include an additional category for small breeds of cattle and
ui-a-Tara activities level. Considers that changing levels of farm activity | deer.
ona is normal for rural property farm management, and
property of that the current provisions would see some
between 4 residents say their land is incapable of reasonable
hectares use.
and 20
hectares -
permitted
activity.
$157.010 2 Unplanned | Oppose Considers terminology used in this document Change the terminology of "Unplanned Greenfield Areas" to
Interpreta | greenfield describing areas such as the Akatarawa valley as "Non-Urban Areas" or "Rural Areas".
tion developm "Unplanned Greenfields Areas" is
ent misrepresentative.
$157.011 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Concerns that under PC1, landowners intending to Uphold and maintain current landowner property rights and
Te WH.R13: build and live on their properties would need a delete all rules that uphold the position taken in this
Stormwate District Plan change from rural to urban to allow document about this aspect, such as Rule WH. R13.
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Whangan | rfrom new them to do so and associated uncertainty and costs.
ui-a-Tara unplanned Considers that urban zone rules are not fit for
greenfield purpose for rural areas. Considers people who live
developm in rural areas add value to the biodiversity of the
ent - area, adding to ecosystem health, including that of
prohibited the waterways.
activity.
$157.012 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers there is no data to suggest low intensity Delete the registration requirement for these properties.
Te WH.R26: hobby farms and lifestyle blocks are the cause of GWRC to accept the designation of property management
Whangan | Farming poor water quality and the requirement to register plans set out in the gazette NPS-IB namely QEIl,
ui-a-Tara activities and provide information is onerous and unjustified. Conservation and other approved property management
ona Considered registration should be reserved for plans which may include small farms of 4 or more but less
property of properties where there is a risk of elevated nitrate than 20 hectares.
between 4 levels.
hectares
and 20
hectares -
permitted
activity.
$157.013 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers there is no data that points to farming on Consider introducing additional categories of properties that
Te WH.R27: larger properties being the cause of poor water reflect the actual range of properties E.g. add a new
Whangan | Farming quality and notes that the RMA currently prohibits category for properties over 20 hectares that are largely
ui-a-Tara activities clearing of bush to scales that will increase erosion. unproductive and delete the requirement for this type of
on 20 Considers the requirement to register and provide a | property to be registered. Exclude land registered in the
hectares farm management plan is onerous and not justified Emissions Trading Scheme, QEIl Trust, Conservation,
or more of when residents are already incurring costs to approved property plan as per the NPS-IB.
land - maintain the land and/or regenerate indigenous
permitted biodiversity, including pest control activities, and
activity. costs could be unsustainable for the average

property owner.
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158.001 General General Oppose Supports the intention for quality regarding Stop the PC1 process immediately and engage with the
comment | comments freshwater and ecosystems but seeks an evidence- | affected communities using a proper and meaningful
S - overall based approach that supports targeted strategies consultation process once government direction is clear.
tailored for particular eco systems and
environments. Considers that PC1 fails to provide
sufficient evidence or appropriate targeting to
rationalise its implementation and would render their
land incapable of reasonable use (per section 85 of
RMA), especially for those landowners who have
yet to build on their property.
158.002 General General Oppose Notes that the coalition government intends to Stop PC1 process until the policy direction is known.
comment | comments replace the National Policy Statement for
s - current Freshwater Management and repeal the RMA
legislation reform and considers that it is unreasonable and a
waste of ratepayer funds to consult with
communities that lacks government policy direction.
158.003 General General Oppose Considers GWRC has failed to meaningfully consult | All documents related to this proposal should be
comment | comments with the community as required by the Local communicated in plain language as per the Plain Language
s - Government Act (2002) and GWRC's principles of Act (2002). Expects GWRC to meet the principles of
consultatio consultation. Considers meaningful participation consultation and engage with affected communities
n was difficult due to the lack of a summary being according to the Local Authorities Act.
made available for consultation earlier in the
process.
158.004 General General Oppose Considers a definition is needed for "river" and there | Define important terms to address lack of clear definition and
comment | comments is a need to define how a 1m water course is prevent uncertainty and inconsistency. Include picture
S - measured. references to inform what a "river” is.
definitions
158.005 General General Oppose Considers that data on river quality throughout the Use relevant scientific evidence of sufficient spatial
comment | comments catchment is required to understand the extent of "resolution" as a basis to inform policy.
s - fresh the problem and then determine the causes.
water
158.006 General General Oppose Concerns about cost to be borne by rural All rules that add cost to landowners be reconsidered and
comment | comments landowners with no evidence that they are the "recalibrated" with scientific evidence, whereby the more
S - cause of the issue, and the lack of information important issues are tackled instead of a "broad brush
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economic available on what fees and charges GWRC will levy. | approach" to all perceived issues. A reconciliation and
cost/impac Considers that for landowners who have not yet analysis of the GWRC proposal and other local authority
t been in a position to build a home, this plan change | regulations relevant to rural landowners (e.g. UHCC PC50)
is unreasonable and unfair. Concerned that is completed to identify instances where regulation is
proposed changes by GWRC are out of alignment inconsistent.
with regulations soon to be imposed by Upper Hutt
City Council. Considers it is difficult to stay on top of
regulatory changes and is concerned that PC1 is
out of alignment with regulations soon to be
imposed by Upper Hutt City Council. Questions
which regulations have precedence where
conflicting.
158.007 General General Oppose Notes that residents deal with incursion of pest No decision requested.
comment | comments species onto their land from GWRC land and seeks
s - overall GWRC manage pests on their own land. Notes that
pest species adversely impact socking levels and
prevent landowners from increasing indigenous
biodiversity.
158.008 2 Earthwork | Oppose Considers the definition of "Earthworks" is confusing | Reinstate the exclusions as given to the other districts.
Interpreta | s and can be interpreted in multiple ways, with the
tion exceptions being more limited than those for other
districts. Considers the definition has not been
thought through enough to understand the cost and
time implications for resource consents and other
requirements, including maintenance of non-farm
accessways, and that GWRC has not provided
justification or evidence for this change.
158.009 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers that landowners should be able to Review stocking rates to allow for low intensity farming.
Te WH.R26: continue to farm at the level practicable for the land Provide information on how rates have been determined.
Whangan | Farming rather than be constrained to an arbitrary stocking Include an additional category for small breeds of cattle and
ui-a-Tara activities level. Considers that changing levels of farm activity | deer.
ona is normal for rural property farm management, and
property of that the current provisions would see some
between 4 residents say their land is incapable of reasonable
hectares use.
and 20
hectares -

37



Proposed Change 1 to the Natural Resources Plan -
Submission Points Ordered by Submitter Alphabetically

Greater
Wellington

Te Pane Matua Taiao

S

Submission | Plan Provision | Stance Reasons Decision Requested
Point Section
permitted
activity.
158.010 2 Unplanned | Oppose Considers terminology used in this document Change the terminology of "Unplanned Greenfield Areas" to
Interpreta | greenfield describing areas such as the Akatarawa valley as "Non-Urban Areas" or "Rural Areas".
tion developm "Unplanned Greenfields Areas" is
ent misrepresentative.
158.011 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Concerns that under PC1, landowners intending to Uphold and maintain current landowner property rights and
Te WH.R13: build and live on their properties would need a delete all rules that uphold the position taken in this
Whangan | Stormwate District Plan change from rural to urban to allow document about this aspect, such as Rule WH. R13.
ui-a-Tara r from new them to do so and associated uncertainty and costs.
unplanned Considers that urban zone rules are not fit for
greenfield purpose for rural areas. Considers people who live
developm in rural areas add value to the biodiversity of the
ent - area, adding to ecosystem health, including that of
prohibited the waterways.
activity.
158.012 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers there is no data to suggest low intensity Delete the registration requirement for these properties.
Te WH.R26: hobby farms and lifestyle blocks are the cause of GWRC to accept the designation of property management
Whangan | Farming poor water quality and the requirement to register plans set out in the gazette NPS-IB namely QEII,
ui-a-Tara activities and provide information is onerous and unjustified. Conservation and other approved property management
ona Considered registration should be reserved for plans which may include small farms of 4 or more but less
property of properties where there is a risk of elevated nitrate than 20 hectares.
between 4 levels.
hectares
and 20
hectares -
permitted
activity.
158.013 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers there is no data that points to farming on Consider introducing additional categories of properties that
Te WH.R27: larger properties being the cause of poor water reflect the actual range of properties E.g. add a new
Whangan | Farming quality and notes that the RMA currently prohibits category for properties over 20 hectares that are largely
ui-a-Tara activities clearing of bush to scales that will increase erosion. unproductive and delete the requirement for this type of
on 20 Considers the requirement to register and provide a | property to be registered. Exclude land registered in the
hectares farm management plan is onerous and not justified Emissions Trading Scheme, QEIl Trust, Conservation,
or more of when residents are already incurring costs to approved property plan as per the NPS-IB.
land - maintain the land and/or regenerate indigenous
permitted biodiversity, including pest control activities, and
activity.
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costs could be unsustainable for the average
property owner.
Submission | Plan Provision | Stance Reasons Decision Requested
Point Section
124.001 General General Oppose Supports the intention for quality regarding Stop the PC1 process immediately and engage with the
comment | comments freshwater and ecosystems but seeks an evidence- affected communities using a proper and meaningful
s - overall based approach that supports targeted strategies consultation process once government direction is clear.
tailored for particular eco systems and
environments. Considers that PC1 fails to provide
sufficient evidence or appropriate targeting to
rationalise its implementation and would render their
land incapable of reasonable use (per section 85 of
RMA), especially for those landowners who have
yet to build on their property.
124.002 General General Oppose Notes that the coalition government intends to Stop PC1 process until the policy direction is known.
comment | comments replace the National Policy Statement for
s - current Freshwater Management and repeal the RMA
legislation reform and considers that it is unreasonable and a
waste of ratepayer funds to consult with
communities that lacks government policy direction.
124.003 General General Oppose Considers GWRC has failed to meaningfully consult | All documents related to this proposal should be
comment | comments with the community as required by the Local communicated in plain language as per the Plain Language
s - Government Act (2002) and GWRC's principles of Act (2002). Expects GWRC to meet the principles of
consultatio consultation. Considers meaningful participation consultation and engage with affected communities
n was difficult due to the lack of a summary being according to the Local Authorities Act.
made available for consultation earlier in the
process.
124.004 General General Oppose Considers a definition is needed for "river" and there | Define important terms to address lack of clear definition and
comment | comments is a need to define how a 1m water course is prevent uncertainty and inconsistency. Include picture
s - measured. references to inform what a "river” is.
definitions
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Decision Requested

124.005

124.006

124.007

124.008

124.009

General
comment
s

General
comment
s

General
comment
s

2
Interpreta
tion

8 Whaitua
Te
Whangan
ui-a-Tara

General
comments
- fresh
water
General
comments
economic
cost/impac
t

General
comments
- overall

Earthwork
s

Rule
WH.R26:
Farming
activities

Oppose

Oppose

Oppose

Oppose

Oppose

Considers that data on river quality throughout the
catchment is required to understand the extent of
the problem and then determine the causes.

Concerns about cost to be borne by rural
landowners with no evidence that they are the
cause of the issue, and the lack of information
available on what fees and charges GWRC will levy.
Considers that for landowners who have not yet
been in a position to build a home, this plan change
is unreasonable and unfair. Concerned that
proposed changes by GWRC are out of alignment
with regulations soon to be imposed by Upper Hultt
City Council. Considers it is difficult to stay on top of
regulatory changes and is concerned that PC1 is
out of alignment with regulations soon to be
imposed by Upper Hutt City Council. Questions
which regulations have precedence where
conflicting.

Notes that residents deal with incursion of pest
species onto their land from GWRC land and seeks
GWRC manage pests on their own land. Notes that
pest species adversely impact socking levels and
prevent landowners from increasing indigenous
biodiversity.

Considers the definition of "Earthworks" is confusing
and can be interpreted in multiple ways, with the
exceptions being more limited than those for other
districts. Considers the definition has not been
thought through enough to understand the cost and
time implications for resource consents and other
requirements, including maintenance of non-farm
accessways, and that GWRC has not provided
justification or evidence for this change.

Considers that landowners should be able to
continue to farm at the level practicable for the land
rather than be constrained to an arbitrary stocking
level. Considers that changing levels of farm activity

Use relevant scientific evidence of sufficient spatial
"resolution" as a basis to inform policy.

All rules that add cost to landowners be reconsidered and
"recalibrated" with scientific evidence, whereby the more
important issues are tackled instead of a "broad brush
approach" to all perceived issues. A reconciliation and
analysis of the GWRC proposal and other local authority
regulations relevant to rural landowners (e.g. UHCC PC50)
is completed to identify instances where regulation is
inconsistent.

No decision requested.

Reinstate the exclusions as given to the other districts.

Review stocking rates to allow for low intensity farming.
Provide information on how rates have been determined.
Include an additional category for small breeds of cattle and
deer.
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ona is normal for rural property farm management, and
property of that the current provisions would see some
between 4 residents say their land is incapable of reasonable
hectares use.
and 20
hectares -
permitted
activity.
124.010 2 Unplanned | Oppose Considers terminology used in this document Change the terminology of "Unplanned Greenfield Areas" to
Interpreta | greenfield describing areas such as the Akatarawa valley as "Non-Urban Areas" or "Rural Areas".
tion developm "Unplanned Greenfields Areas" is
ent misrepresentative.
124.011 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Concerns that under PC1, landowners intending to Uphold and maintain current landowner property rights and
Te WH.R13: build and live on their properties would need a delete all rules that uphold the position taken in this
Whangan | Stormwate District Plan change from rural to urban to allow document about this aspect, such as Rule WH. R13.
ui-a-Tara r from new them to do so and associated uncertainty and costs.
unplanned Considers that urban zone rules are not fit for
greenfield purpose for rural areas. Considers people who live
developm in rural areas add value to the biodiversity of the
ent - area, adding to ecosystem health, including that of
prohibited the waterways.
activity.
124.012 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers there is no data to suggest low intensity Delete the registration requirement for these properties.
Te WH.R26: hobby farms and lifestyle blocks are the cause of GWRC to accept the designation of property management
Whangan | Farming poor water quality and the requirement to register plans set out in the gazette NPS-IB namely QEIl,
ui-a-Tara activities and provide information is onerous and unjustified. Conservation and other approved property management
ona Considered registration should be reserved for plans which may include small farms of 4 or more but less
property of properties where there is a risk of elevated nitrate than 20 hectares.
between 4 levels.
hectares
and 20
hectares -
permitted
activity.
124.013 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers there is no data that points to farming on Consider introducing additional categories of properties that
Te WH.R27: larger properties being the cause of poor water reflect the actual range of properties E.g. add a new
Whangan | Farming quality and notes that the RMA currently prohibits category for properties over 20 hectares that are largely
ui-a-Tara activities clearing of bush to scales that will increase erosion. unproductive and delete the requirement for this type of
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Greater

g., Wellington

Te Pane Matua Taiao

Submission | Plan Provision | Stance Reasons Decision Requested
Point Section
on 20 Considers the requirement to register and provide a | property to be registered. Exclude land registered in the
hectares farm management plan is onerous and not justified Emissions Trading Scheme, QEII Trust, Conservation,
or more of when residents are already incurring costs to approved property plan as per the NPS-IB.
land - maintain the land and/or regenerate indigenous
permitted biodiversity, including pest control activities, and
activity. costs could be unsustainable for the average
property owner.
Submission | Plan Provision | Stance Reasons Decision Requested
Point Section
144.001 General General Oppose Supports the intention for quality regarding Stop the PC1 process immediately and engage with the
comment | comments freshwater and ecosystems but seeks an evidence- affected communities using a proper and meaningful
s - overall based approach that supports targeted strategies consultation process once government direction is clear.
tailored for particular eco systems and
environments. Considers that PC1 fails to provide
sufficient evidence or appropriate targeting to
rationalise its implementation and would render their
land incapable of reasonable use (per section 85 of
RMA), especially for those landowners who have
yet to build on their property.
144.002 General General Oppose Notes that the coalition government intends to Stop PC1 process until the policy direction is known.
comment | comments replace the National Policy Statement for
s - current Freshwater Management and repeal the RMA
legislation reform and considers that it is unreasonable and a
waste of ratepayer funds to consult with
communities that lacks government policy direction.
144.003 General General Oppose Considers GWRC has failed to meaningfully consult | All documents related to this proposal should be
comment | comments with the community as required by the Local communicated in plain language as per the Plain Language
s - Government Act (2002) and GWRC's principles of Act (2002). Expects GWRC to meet the principles of
consultatio consultation. Considers meaningful participation consultation and engage with affected communities
n was difficult due to the lack of a summary being according to the Local Authorities Act.

made available for consultation earlier in the
process.
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Submission | Plan Provision | Stance Reasons Decision Requested
Point Section
144.004 General General Oppose Considers a definition is needed for "river" and there | Define important terms to address lack of clear definition and
comment | comments is a need to define how a 1m water course is prevent uncertainty and inconsistency. Include picture
s - measured. references to inform what a "river" is.
definitions
144.005 General General Oppose Considers that data on river quality throughout the Use relevant scientific evidence of sufficient spatial
comment | comments catchment is required to understand the extent of "resolution" as a basis to inform policy.
s - fresh the problem and then determine the causes.
water
144.006 General General Oppose Concerns about cost to be borne by rural All rules that add cost to landowners be reconsidered and
comment | comments landowners with no evidence that they are the "recalibrated" with scientific evidence, whereby the more
S - cause of the issue, and the lack of information important issues are tackled instead of a "broad brush
economic available on what fees and charges GWRC will levy. | approach" to all perceived issues. A reconciliation and
cost/impac Considers that for landowners who have not yet analysis of the GWRC proposal and other local authority
t been in a position to build a home, this plan change | regulations relevant to rural landowners (e.g. UHCC PC50)
is unreasonable and unfair. Concerned that is completed to identify instances where regulation is
proposed changes by GWRC are out of alignment inconsistent.
with regulations soon to be imposed by Upper Hutt
City Council. Considers it is difficult to stay on top of
regulatory changes and is concerned that PC1 is
out of alignment with regulations soon to be
imposed by Upper Hutt City Council. Questions
which regulations have precedence where
conflicting.
144.007 General General Oppose Notes that residents deal with incursion of pest No decision requested.
comment | comments species onto their land from GWRC land and seeks
s - overall GWRC manage pests on their own land. Notes that
pest species adversely impact socking levels and
prevent landowners from increasing indigenous
biodiversity.
144.008 2 Earthwork | Oppose Considers the definition of "Earthworks" is confusing | Reinstate the exclusions as given to the other districts.
Interpreta | s and can be interpreted in multiple ways, with the
tion exceptions being more limited than those for other

districts. Considers the definition has not been
thought through enough to understand the cost and
time implications for resource consents and other
requirements, including maintenance of non-farm
accessways, and that GWRC has not provided
justification or evidence for this change.
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144.009 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers that landowners should be able to Review stocking rates to allow for low intensity farming.
Te WH.R26: continue to farm at the level practicable for the land Provide information on how rates have been determined.
Whangan | Farming rather than be constrained to an arbitrary stocking Include an additional category for small breeds of cattle and
ui-a-Tara activities level. Considers that changing levels of farm activity | deer.
ona is normal for rural property farm management, and
property of that the current provisions would see some
between 4 residents say their land is incapable of reasonable
hectares use.
and 20
hectares -
permitted
activity.
144.010 2 Unplanned | Oppose Considers terminology used in this document Change the terminology of "Unplanned Greenfield Areas" to
Interpreta | greenfield describing areas such as the Akatarawa valley as "Non-Urban Areas" or "Rural Areas".
tion developm "Unplanned Greenfields Areas" is
ent misrepresentative.
144.011 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Concerns that under PC1, landowners intending to Uphold and maintain current landowner property rights and
Te WH.R13: build and live on their properties would need a delete all rules that uphold the position taken in this
Whangan | Stormwate District Plan change from rural to urban to allow document about this aspect, such as Rule WH. R13.
ui-a-Tara r from new them to do so and associated uncertainty and costs.
unplanned Considers that urban zone rules are not fit for
greenfield purpose for rural areas. Considers people who live
developm in rural areas add value to the biodiversity of the
ent - area, adding to ecosystem health, including that of
prohibited the waterways.
activity.
144.012 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers there is no data to suggest low intensity Delete the registration requirement for these properties.
Te WH.R26: hobby farms and lifestyle blocks are the cause of GWRC to accept the designation of property management
Whangan | Farming poor water quality and the requirement to register plans set out in the gazette NPS-IB namely QElII,
ui-a-Tara activities and provide information is onerous and unjustified. Conservation and other approved property management
ona Considered registration should be reserved for plans which may include small farms of 4 or more but less
property of properties where there is a risk of elevated nitrate than 20 hectares.
between 4 levels.
hectares
and 20
hectares -
permitted
activity.
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Submission | Plan Provision | Stance Reasons Decision Requested
Point Section
144.013 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers there is no data that points to farming on Consider introducing additional categories of properties that
Te WH.R27: larger properties being the cause of poor water reflect the actual range of properties E.g. add a new
Whangan | Farming quality and notes that the RMA currently prohibits category for properties over 20 hectares that are largely
ui-a-Tara activities clearing of bush to scales that will increase erosion. unproductive and delete the requirement for this type of
on 20 Considers the requirement to register and provide a || property to be registered. Exclude land registered in the
hectares farm management plan is onerous and not justified Emissions Trading Scheme, QEIl Trust, Conservation,
or more of when residents are already incurring costs to approved property plan as per the NPS-IB.
land - maintain the land and/or regenerate indigenous
permitted biodiversity, including pest control activities, and
activity. costs could be unsustainable for the average
property owner.
Submission | Plan Provision | Stance Reasons Decision Requested
Point Section
141.001 General General Oppose Supports the intention for quality regarding Stop the PC1 process immediately and engage with the
comment | comments freshwater and ecosystems but seeks an evidence- affected communities using a proper and meaningful
s - overall based approach that supports targeted strategies consultation process once government direction is clear.
tailored for particular eco systems and
environments. Considers that PC1 fails to provide
sufficient evidence or appropriate targeting to
rationalise its implementation and would render their
land incapable of reasonable use (per section 85 of
RMA), especially for those landowners who have
yet to build on their property.
141.002 General General Oppose Notes that the coalition government intends to Stop PC1 process until the policy direction is known.
comment | comments replace the National Policy Statement for
s - current Freshwater Management and repeal the RMA
legislation reform and considers that it is unreasonable and a
waste of ratepayer funds to consult with
communities that lacks government policy direction.
141.003 General General Oppose Considers GWRC has failed to meaningfully consult | All documents related to this proposal should be
comment | comments with the community as required by the Local communicated in plain language as per the Plain Language
s - Government Act (2002) and GWRC's principles of Act (2002). Expects GWRC to meet the principles of
consultatio consultation. Considers meaningful participation consultation and engage with affected communities
n was difficult due to the lack of a summary being according to the Local Authorities Act.
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Submission | Plan Provision | Stance Reasons Decision Requested
Point Section
made available for consultation earlier in the
process.
141.004 General General Oppose Considers a definition is needed for "river" and there | Define important terms to address lack of clear definition and
comment | comments is a need to define how a 1m water course is prevent uncertainty and inconsistency. Include picture
S - measured. references to inform what a "river” is.
definitions
141.005 General General Oppose Considers that data on river quality throughout the Use relevant scientific evidence of sufficient spatial
comment | comments catchment is required to understand the extent of "resolution" as a basis to inform policy.
s - fresh the problem and then determine the causes.
water
141.006 General General Oppose Concerns about cost to be borne by rural All rules that add cost to landowners be reconsidered and
comment | comments landowners with no evidence that they are the "recalibrated" with scientific evidence, whereby the more
S - cause of the issue, and the lack of information important issues are tackled instead of a "broad brush
economic available on what fees and charges GWRC will levy. | approach" to all perceived issues. A reconciliation and
cost/impac Considers that for landowners who have not yet analysis of the GWRC proposal and other local authority
t been in a position to build a home, this plan change | regulations relevant to rural landowners (e.g. UHCC PC50)
is unreasonable and unfair. Concerned that is completed to identify instances where regulation is
proposed changes by GWRC are out of alignment inconsistent.
with regulations soon to be imposed by Upper Hultt
City Council. Considers it is difficult to stay on top of
regulatory changes and is concerned that PC1 is
out of alignment with regulations soon to be
imposed by Upper Hutt City Council. Questions
which regulations have precedence where
conflicting.
141.007 General General Oppose Notes that residents deal with incursion of pest No decision requested.
comment | comments species onto their land from GWRC land and seeks
S - overall GWRC manage pests on their own land. Notes that
pest species adversely impact socking levels and
prevent landowners from increasing indigenous
biodiversity.
141.008 2 Earthwork | Oppose Considers the definition of "Earthworks" is confusing | Reinstate the exclusions as given to the other districts.
Interpreta | s and can be interpreted in multiple ways, with the
tion exceptions being more limited than those for other

districts. Considers the definition has not been
thought through enough to understand the cost and
time implications for resource consents and other
requirements, including maintenance of non-farm
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Submission | Plan Provision | Stance Reasons Decision Requested
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accessways, and that GWRC has not provided
justification or evidence for this change.
141.009 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers that landowners should be able to Review stocking rates to allow for low intensity farming.
Te WH.R26: continue to farm at the level practicable for the land Provide information on how rates have been determined.
Whangan | Farming rather than be constrained to an arbitrary stocking Include an additional category for small breeds of cattle and
ui-a-Tara activities level. Considers that changing levels of farm activity | deer.
ona is normal for rural property farm management, and
property of that the current provisions would see some
between 4 residents say their land is incapable of reasonable
hectares use.
and 20
hectares -
permitted
activity.
141.010 2 Unplanned | Oppose Considers terminology used in this document Change the terminology of "Unplanned Greenfield Areas" to
Interpreta | greenfield describing areas such as the Akatarawa valley as "Non-Urban Areas" or "Rural Areas".
tion developm "Unplanned Greenfields Areas" is
ent misrepresentative.
141.011 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Concerns that under PC1, landowners intending to Uphold and maintain current landowner property rights and
Te WH.R13: build and live on their properties would need a delete all rules that uphold the position taken in this
Whangan | Stormwate District Plan change from rural to urban to allow document about this aspect, such as Rule WH. R13.
ui-a-Tara r from new them to do so and associated uncertainty and costs.
unplanned Considers that urban zone rules are not fit for
greenfield purpose for rural areas. Considers people who live
developm in rural areas add value to the biodiversity of the
ent - area, adding to ecosystem health, including that of
prohibited the waterways.
activity.
141.012 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers there is no data to suggest low intensity Delete the registration requirement for these properties.
Te WH.R26: hobby farms and lifestyle blocks are the cause of GWRC to accept the designation of property management
Whangan | Farming poor water quality and the requirement to register plans set out in the gazette NPS-IB namely QEII,
ui-a-Tara activities and provide information is onerous and unjustified. Conservation and other approved property management
ona Considered registration should be reserved for plans which may include small farms of 4 or more but less
property of properties where there is a risk of elevated nitrate than 20 hectares.
between 4 levels.
hectares
and 20
hectares -
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permitted
activity.
141.013 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers there is no data that points to farming on Consider introducing additional categories of properties that
Te WH.R27: larger properties being the cause of poor water reflect the actual range of properties E.g. add a new
Whangan | Farming quality and notes that the RMA currently prohibits category for properties over 20 hectares that are largely
ui-a-Tara activities clearing of bush to scales that will increase erosion. unproductive and delete the requirement for this type of
on 20 Considers the requirement to register and provide a | property to be registered. Exclude land registered in the
hectares farm management plan is onerous and not justified Emissions Trading Scheme, QEII Trust, Conservation,
or more of when residents are already incurring costs to approved property plan as per the NPS-IB.
land - maintain the land and/or regenerate indigenous
permitted biodiversity, including pest control activities, and
activity. costs could be unsustainable for the average
property owner.
Submission | Plan Provision | Stance Reasons Decision Requested
Point Section
131.001 General General Oppose Supports the intention for quality regarding Stop the PC1 process immediately and engage with the
comment | comments freshwater and ecosystems but seeks an evidence- | affected communities using a proper and meaningful
s - overall based approach that supports targeted strategies consultation process once government direction is clear.
tailored for particular eco systems and
environments. Considers that PC1 fails to provide
sufficient evidence or appropriate targeting to
rationalise its implementation and would render their
land incapable of reasonable use (per section 85 of
RMA), especially for those landowners who have
yet to build on their property.
131.002 General General Oppose Notes that the coalition government intends to Stop PC1 process until the policy direction is known.
comment | comments replace the National Policy Statement for
S - current Freshwater Management and repeal the RMA
legislation reform and considers that it is unreasonable and a
waste of ratepayer funds to consult with
communities that lacks government policy direction.
131.003 General General Oppose Considers GWRC has failed to meaningfully consult | All documents related to this proposal should be
comment | comments with the community as required by the Local communicated in plain language as per the Plain Language
s - Government Act (2002) and GWRC's principles of Act (2002). Expects GWRC to meet the principles of
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consultatio consultation. Considers meaningful participation consultation and engage with affected communities
n was difficult due to the lack of a summary being according to the Local Authorities Act.
made available for consultation earlier in the
process.
131.004 General General Oppose Considers a definition is needed for "river" and there | Define important terms to address lack of clear definition and
comment | comments is a need to define how a 1m water course is prevent uncertainty and inconsistency. Include picture
s - measured. references to inform what a "river” is.
definitions
131.005 General General Oppose Considers that data on river quality throughout the Use relevant scientific evidence of sufficient spatial
comment | comments catchment is required to understand the extent of "resolution" as a basis to inform policy.
s - fresh the problem and then determine the causes.
water
131.006 General General Oppose Concerns about cost to be borne by rural All rules that add cost to landowners be reconsidered and
comment | comments landowners with no evidence that they are the "recalibrated" with scientific evidence, whereby the more
S - cause of the issue, and the lack of information important issues are tackled instead of a "broad brush
economic available on what fees and charges GWRC will levy. | approach" to all perceived issues. A reconciliation and
cost/impac Considers that for landowners who have not yet analysis of the GWRC proposal and other local authority
t been in a position to build a home, this plan change | regulations relevant to rural landowners (e.g. UHCC PC50)
is unreasonable and unfair. Concerned that is completed to identify instances where regulation is
proposed changes by GWRC are out of alignment inconsistent.
with regulations soon to be imposed by Upper Hutt
City Council. Considers it is difficult to stay on top of
regulatory changes and is concerned that PC1 is
out of alignment with regulations soon to be
imposed by Upper Hutt City Council. Questions
which regulations have precedence where
conflicting.
131.007 General General Oppose Notes that residents deal with incursion of pest No decision requested.
comment | comments species onto their land from GWRC land and seeks
s - overall GWRC manage pests on their own land. Notes that
pest species adversely impact socking levels and
prevent landowners from increasing indigenous
biodiversity.
131.008 2 Earthwork | Oppose Considers the definition of "Earthworks" is confusing | Reinstate the exclusions as given to the other districts.
Interpreta | s and can be interpreted in multiple ways, with the
tion exceptions being more limited than those for other

districts. Considers the definition has not been
thought through enough to understand the cost and
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time implications for resource consents and other
requirements, including maintenance of non-farm
accessways, and that GWRC has not provided
justification or evidence for this change.
131.009 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers that landowners should be able to Review stocking rates to allow for low intensity farming.
Te WH.R26: continue to farm at the level practicable for the land Provide information on how rates have been determined.
Whangan | Farming rather than be constrained to an arbitrary stocking Include an additional category for small breeds of cattle and
ui-a-Tara activities level. Considers that changing levels of farm activity | deer.
ona is normal for rural property farm management, and
property of that the current provisions would see some
between 4 residents say their land is incapable of reasonable
hectares use.
and 20
hectares -
permitted
activity.
131.010 2 Unplanned | Oppose Considers terminology used in this document Change the terminology of "Unplanned Greenfield Areas" to
Interpreta | greenfield describing areas such as the Akatarawa valley as "Non-Urban Areas" or "Rural Areas".
tion developm "Unplanned Greenfields Areas" is
ent misrepresentative.
131.011 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Concerns that under PC1, landowners intending to Uphold and maintain current landowner property rights and
Te WH.R13: build and live on their properties would need a delete all rules that uphold the position taken in this
Whangan | Stormwate District Plan change from rural to urban to allow document about this aspect, such as Rule WH. R13.
ui-a-Tara r from new them to do so and associated uncertainty and costs.
unplanned Considers that urban zone rules are not fit for
greenfield purpose for rural areas. Considers people who live
developm in rural areas add value to the biodiversity of the
ent - area, adding to ecosystem health, including that of
prohibited the waterways.
activity.
131.012 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers there is no data to suggest low intensity Delete the registration requirement for these properties.
Te WH.R26: hobby farms and lifestyle blocks are the cause of GWRC to accept the designation of property management
Whangan | Farming poor water quality and the requirement to register plans set out in the gazette NPS-IB namely QEIl,
ui-a-Tara activities and provide information is onerous and unjustified. Conservation and other approved property management
ona Considered registration should be reserved for plans which may include small farms of 4 or more but less
property of properties where there is a risk of elevated nitrate than 20 hectares.
between 4 levels.
hectares
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and 20
hectares -
permitted
activity.
131.013 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers there is no data that points to farming on Consider introducing additional categories of properties that
Te WH.R27: larger properties being the cause of poor water reflect the actual range of properties E.g. add a new
Whangan | Farming quality and notes that the RMA currently prohibits category for properties over 20 hectares that are largely
ui-a-Tara activities clearing of bush to scales that will increase erosion. unproductive and delete the requirement for this type of
on 20 Considers the requirement to register and provide a | property to be registered. Exclude land registered in the
hectares farm management plan is onerous and not justified Emissions Trading Scheme, QEIl Trust, Conservation,
or more of when residents are already incurring costs to approved property plan as per the NPS-IB.
land - maintain the land and/or regenerate indigenous
permitted biodiversity, including pest control activities, and
activity. costs could be unsustainable for the average
property owner.
Submission | Plan Provision | Stance Reasons Decision Requested
Point Section
139.001 General General Oppose Supports the intention for quality regarding Stop the PC1 process immediately and engage with the
comment | comments freshwater and ecosystems but seeks an evidence- | affected communities using a proper and meaningful
S - overall based approach that supports targeted strategies consultation process once government direction is clear.
tailored for particular eco systems and
environments. Considers that PC1 fails to provide
sufficient evidence or appropriate targeting to
rationalise its implementation and would render their
land incapable of reasonable use (per section 85 of
RMA), especially for those landowners who have
yet to build on their property.
139.002 General General Oppose Notes that the coalition government intends to Stop PC1 process until the policy direction is known.
comment | comments replace the National Policy Statement for
s - current Freshwater Management and repeal the RMA
legislation reform and considers that it is unreasonable and a

waste of ratepayer funds to consult with
communities that lacks government policy direction.
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139.003 General General Oppose Considers GWRC has failed to meaningfully consult | All documents related to this proposal should be
comment | comments with the community as required by the Local communicated in plain language as per the Plain Language
s - Government Act (2002) and GWRC's principles of Act (2002). Expects GWRC to meet the principles of
consultatio consultation. Considers meaningful participation consultation and engage with affected communities
n was difficult due to the lack of a summary being according to the Local Authorities Act.
made available for consultation earlier in the
process.
139.004 General General Oppose Considers a definition is needed for "river" and there | Define important terms to address lack of clear definition and
comment | comments is a need to define how a 1m water course is prevent uncertainty and inconsistency. Include picture
s - measured. references to inform what a "river" is.
definitions
139.005 General General Oppose Considers that data on river quality throughout the Use relevant scientific evidence of sufficient spatial
comment | comments catchment is required to understand the extent of "resolution” as a basis to inform policy.
s - fresh the problem and then determine the causes.
water
139.006 General General Oppose Concerns about cost to be borne by rural All rules that add cost to landowners be reconsidered and
comment | comments landowners with no evidence that they are the "recalibrated" with scientific evidence, whereby the more
S - cause of the issue, and the lack of information important issues are tackled instead of a "broad brush
economic available on what fees and charges GWRC will levy. | approach" to all perceived issues. A reconciliation and
cost/impac Considers that for landowners who have not yet analysis of the GWRC proposal and other local authority
t been in a position to build a home, this plan change | regulations relevant to rural landowners (e.g. UHCC PC50)
is unreasonable and unfair. Concerned that is completed to identify instances where regulation is
proposed changes by GWRC are out of alignment inconsistent.
with regulations soon to be imposed by Upper Hutt
City Council. Considers it is difficult to stay on top of
regulatory changes and is concerned that PC1 is
out of alignment with regulations soon to be
imposed by Upper Hutt City Council. Questions
which regulations have precedence where
conflicting.
139.007 General General Oppose Notes that residents deal with incursion of pest No decision requested.
comment | comments species onto their land from GWRC land and seeks
s - overall GWRC manage pests on their own land. Notes that

pest species adversely impact socking levels and
prevent landowners from increasing indigenous
biodiversity.
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139.008 2 Earthwork || Oppose Considers the definition of "Earthworks" is confusing | Reinstate the exclusions as given to the other districts.
Interpreta | s and can be interpreted in multiple ways, with the
tion exceptions being more limited than those for other
districts. Considers the definition has not been
thought through enough to understand the cost and
time implications for resource consents and other
requirements, including maintenance of non-farm
accessways, and that GWRC has not provided
justification or evidence for this change.
139.009 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers that landowners should be able to Review stocking rates to allow for low intensity farming.
Te WH.R26: continue to farm at the level practicable for the land Provide information on how rates have been determined.
Whangan | Farming rather than be constrained to an arbitrary stocking Include an additional category for small breeds of cattle and
ui-a-Tara activities level. Considers that changing levels of farm activity | deer.
ona is normal for rural property farm management, and
property of that the current provisions would see some
between 4 residents say their land is incapable of reasonable
hectares use.
and 20
hectares -
permitted
activity.
139.010 2 Unplanned | Oppose Considers terminology used in this document Change the terminology of "Unplanned Greenfield Areas" to
Interpreta | greenfield describing areas such as the Akatarawa valley as "Non-Urban Areas" or "Rural Areas".
tion developm "Unplanned Greenfields Areas" is
ent misrepresentative.
139.011 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Concerns that under PC1, landowners intending to Uphold and maintain current landowner property rights and
Te WH.R13: build and live on their properties would need a delete all rules that uphold the position taken in this
Whangan | Stormwate District Plan change from rural to urban to allow document about this aspect, such as Rule WH. R13.
ui-a-Tara r from new them to do so and associated uncertainty and costs.
unplanned Considers that urban zone rules are not fit for
greenfield purpose for rural areas. Considers people who live
developm in rural areas add value to the biodiversity of the
ent - area, adding to ecosystem health, including that of
prohibited the waterways.
activity.
139.012 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers there is no data to suggest low intensity Delete the registration requirement for these properties.
Te WH.R26: hobby farms and lifestyle blocks are the cause of GWRC to accept the designation of property management
Farming poor water quality and the requirement to register plans set out in the gazette NPS-IB namely QEII,
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Whangan | activities and provide information is onerous and unjustified. Conservation and other approved property management
ui-a-Tara ona Considered registration should be reserved for plans which may include small farms of 4 or more but less
property of properties where there is a risk of elevated nitrate than 20 hectares.
between 4 levels.
hectares
and 20
hectares -
permitted
activity.
139.013 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers there is no data that points to farming on Consider introducing additional categories of properties that
Te WH.R27: larger properties being the cause of poor water reflect the actual range of properties E.g. add a new
Whangan | Farming quality and notes that the RMA currently prohibits category for properties over 20 hectares that are largely
ui-a-Tara activities clearing of bush to scales that will increase erosion. unproductive and delete the requirement for this type of
on 20 Considers the requirement to register and provide a | property to be registered. Exclude land registered in the
hectares farm management plan is onerous and not justified Emissions Trading Scheme, QEII Trust, Conservation,
or more of when residents are already incurring costs to approved property plan as per the NPS-IB.
land - maintain the land and/or regenerate indigenous
permitted biodiversity, including pest control activities, and
activity. costs could be unsustainable for the average
property owner.
Submission | Plan Provision | Stance Reasons Decision Requested
Point Section
134.001 General General Oppose Supports the intention for quality regarding Stop the PC1 process immediately and engage with the
comment | comments freshwater and ecosystems but seeks an evidence- | affected communities using a proper and meaningful
s - overall based approach that supports targeted strategies consultation process once government direction is clear.

tailored for particular eco systems and
environments. Considers that PC1 fails to provide
sufficient evidence or appropriate targeting to
rationalise its implementation and would render their
land incapable of reasonable use (per section 85 of
RMA), especially for those landowners who have
yet to build on their property.
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134.002 General General Oppose Notes that the coalition government intends to Stop PC1 process until the policy direction is known.
comment | comments replace the National Policy Statement for
s - current Freshwater Management and repeal the RMA
legislation reform and considers that it is unreasonable and a
waste of ratepayer funds to consult with
communities that lacks government policy direction.
134.003 General General Oppose Considers GWRC has failed to meaningfully consult | All documents related to this proposal should be
comment | comments with the community as required by the Local communicated in plain language as per the Plain Language
s - Government Act (2002) and GWRC's principles of Act (2002). Expects GWRC to meet the principles of
consultatio consultation. Considers meaningful participation consultation and engage with affected communities
n was difficult due to the lack of a summary being according to the Local Authorities Act.
made available for consultation earlier in the
process.
134.004 General General Oppose Considers a definition is needed for "river" and there | Define important terms to address lack of clear definition and
comment | comments is a need to define how a 1m water course is prevent uncertainty and inconsistency. Include picture
s - measured. references to inform what a "river” is.
definitions
134.005 General General Oppose Considers that data on river quality throughout the Use relevant scientific evidence of sufficient spatial
comment | comments catchment is required to understand the extent of "resolution" as a basis to inform policy.
s - fresh the problem and then determine the causes.
water
134.006 General General Oppose Concerns about cost to be borne by rural All rules that add cost to landowners be reconsidered and
comment | comments landowners with no evidence that they are the "recalibrated" with scientific evidence, whereby the more
S - cause of the issue, and the lack of information important issues are tackled instead of a "broad brush
economic available on what fees and charges GWRC will levy. | approach" to all perceived issues. A reconciliation and
cost/impac Considers that for landowners who have not yet analysis of the GWRC proposal and other local authority

t

been in a position to build a home, this plan change
is unreasonable and unfair. Concerned that
proposed changes by GWRC are out of alignment
with regulations soon to be imposed by Upper Hutt
City Council. Considers it is difficult to stay on top of
regulatory changes and is concerned that PC1 is
out of alignment with regulations soon to be
imposed by Upper Hutt City Council. Questions
which regulations have precedence where
conflicting.

regulations relevant to rural landowners (e.g. UHCC PC50)
is completed to identify instances where regulation is
inconsistent.
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134.007 General General Oppose Notes that residents deal with incursion of pest No decision requested.
comment | comments species onto their land from GWRC land and seeks
s - overall GWRC manage pests on their own land. Notes that
pest species adversely impact socking levels and
prevent landowners from increasing indigenous
biodiversity.
134.008 2 Earthwork || Oppose Considers the definition of "Earthworks" is confusing | Reinstate the exclusions as given to the other districts.
Interpreta | s and can be interpreted in multiple ways, with the
tion exceptions being more limited than those for other
districts. Considers the definition has not been
thought through enough to understand the cost and
time implications for resource consents and other
requirements, including maintenance of non-farm
accessways, and that GWRC has not provided
justification or evidence for this change.
134.009 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers that landowners should be able to Review stocking rates to allow for low intensity farming.
Te WH.R26: continue to farm at the level practicable for the land Provide information on how rates have been determined.
Whangan | Farming rather than be constrained to an arbitrary stocking Include an additional category for small breeds of cattle and
ui-a-Tara activities level. Considers that changing levels of farm activity | deer.
ona is normal for rural property farm management, and
property of that the current provisions would see some
between 4 residents say their land is incapable of reasonable
hectares use.
and 20
hectares -
permitted
activity.
134.010 2 Unplanned | Oppose Considers terminology used in this document Change the terminology of "Unplanned Greenfield Areas" to
Interpreta | greenfield describing areas such as the Akatarawa valley as "Non-Urban Areas" or "Rural Areas".
tion developm "Unplanned Greenfields Areas" is
ent misrepresentative.
134.011 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Concerns that under PC1, landowners intending to Uphold and maintain current landowner property rights and
Te WH.R13: build and live on their properties would need a delete all rules that uphold the position taken in this
Whangan | Stormwate District Plan change from rural to urban to allow document about this aspect, such as Rule WH. R13.
ui-a-Tara r from new them to do so and associated uncertainty and costs.
unplanned Considers that urban zone rules are not fit for
greenfield purpose for rural areas. Considers people who live
developm in rural areas add value to the biodiversity of the
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ent - area, adding to ecosystem health, including that of
prohibited the waterways.
activity.
134.012 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers there is no data to suggest low intensity Delete the registration requirement for these properties.
Te WH.R26: hobby farms and lifestyle blocks are the cause of GWRC to accept the designation of property management
Whangan | Farming poor water quality and the requirement to register plans set out in the gazette NPS-IB namely QEII,
ui-a-Tara activities and provide information is onerous and unjustified. Conservation and other approved property management
ona Considered registration should be reserved for plans which may include small farms of 4 or more but less
property of properties where there is a risk of elevated nitrate than 20 hectares.
between 4 levels.
hectares
and 20
hectares -
permitted
activity.
134.013 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers there is no data that points to farming on Consider introducing additional categories of properties that
Te WH.R27: larger properties being the cause of poor water reflect the actual range of properties E.g. add a new
Whangan | Farming quality and notes that the RMA currently prohibits category for properties over 20 hectares that are largely
ui-a-Tara activities clearing of bush to scales that will increase erosion. unproductive and delete the requirement for this type of
on 20 Considers the requirement to register and provide a | property to be registered. Exclude land registered in the
hectares farm management plan is onerous and not justified Emissions Trading Scheme, QEII Trust, Conservation,
or more of when residents are already incurring costs to approved property plan as per the NPS-IB.
land - maintain the land and/or regenerate indigenous
permitted biodiversity, including pest control activities, and
activity. costs could be unsustainable for the average
property owner.
Submission | Plan Provision | Stance Reasons Decision Requested
Point Section
132.001 General General Oppose Supports the intention for quality regarding Stop the PC1 process immediately and engage with the
comment | comments freshwater and ecosystems but seeks an evidence- affected communities using a proper and meaningful
s - overall based approach that supports targeted strategies consultation process once government direction is clear.

tailored for particular eco systems and
environments. Considers that PC1 fails to provide
sufficient evidence or appropriate targeting to
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rationalise its implementation and would render their
land incapable of reasonable use (per section 85 of
RMA), especially for those landowners who have
yet to build on their property.
132.002 General General Oppose Notes that the coalition government intends to Stop PC1 process until the policy direction is known.
comment | comments replace the National Policy Statement for
s - current Freshwater Management and repeal the RMA
legislation reform and considers that it is unreasonable and a
waste of ratepayer funds to consult with
communities that lacks government policy direction.
132.003 General General Oppose Considers GWRC has failed to meaningfully consult | All documents related to this proposal should be
comment | comments with the community as required by the Local communicated in plain language as per the Plain Language
s - Government Act (2002) and GWRC's principles of Act (2002). Expects GWRC to meet the principles of
consultatio consultation. Considers meaningful participation consultation and engage with affected communities
n was difficult due to the lack of a summary being according to the Local Authorities Act.
made available for consultation earlier in the
process.
132.004 General General Oppose Considers a definition is needed for "river" and there | Define important terms to address lack of clear definition and
comment | comments is a need to define how a 1m water course is prevent uncertainty and inconsistency. Include picture
S - measured. references to inform what a "river” is.
definitions
132.005 General General Oppose Considers that data on river quality throughout the Use relevant scientific evidence of sufficient spatial
comment | comments catchment is required to understand the extent of "resolution" as a basis to inform policy.
s - fresh the problem and then determine the causes.
water
132.006 General General Oppose Concerns about cost to be borne by rural All rules that add cost to landowners be reconsidered and
comment | comments landowners with no evidence that they are the "recalibrated" with scientific evidence, whereby the more
S - cause of the issue, and the lack of information important issues are tackled instead of a "broad brush
economic available on what fees and charges GWRC will levy. | approach” to all perceived issues. A reconciliation and
cost/impac Considers that for landowners who have not yet analysis of the GWRC proposal and other local authority

t

been in a position to build a home, this plan change
is unreasonable and unfair. Concerned that
proposed changes by GWRC are out of alignment
with regulations soon to be imposed by Upper Hutt
City Council. Considers it is difficult to stay on top of
regulatory changes and is concerned that PC1 is
out of alignment with regulations soon to be
imposed by Upper Hutt City Council. Questions

regulations relevant to rural landowners (e.g. UHCC PC50)
is completed to identify instances where regulation is
inconsistent.

58



Proposed Change 1 to the Natural Resources Plan -
Submission Points Ordered by Submitter Alphabetically

Greater
Wellington

Te Pane Matua Taiao

S

Submission | Plan Provision | Stance Reasons Decision Requested
Point Section
which regulations have precedence where
conflicting.
132.007 General General Oppose Notes that residents deal with incursion of pest No decision requested.
comment | comments species onto their land from GWRC land and seeks
S - overall GWRC manage pests on their own land. Notes that
pest species adversely impact socking levels and
prevent landowners from increasing indigenous
biodiversity.
132.008 2 Earthwork | Oppose Considers the definition of "Earthworks" is confusing | Reinstate the exclusions as given to the other districts.
Interpreta | s and can be interpreted in multiple ways, with the
tion exceptions being more limited than those for other
districts. Considers the definition has not been
thought through enough to understand the cost and
time implications for resource consents and other
requirements, including maintenance of non-farm
accessways, and that GWRC has not provided
justification or evidence for this change.
132.009 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers that landowners should be able to Review stocking rates to allow for low intensity farming.
Te WH.R26: continue to farm at the level practicable for the land Provide information on how rates have been determined.
Whangan | Farming rather than be constrained to an arbitrary stocking Include an additional category for small breeds of cattle and
ui-a-Tara activities level. Considers that changing levels of farm activity | deer.
ona is normal for rural property farm management, and
property of that the current provisions would see some
between 4 residents say their land is incapable of reasonable
hectares use.
and 20
hectares -
permitted
activity.
132.010 2 Unplanned | Oppose Considers terminology used in this document Change the terminology of "Unplanned Greenfield Areas" to
Interpreta | greenfield describing areas such as the Akatarawa valley as "Non-Urban Areas" or "Rural Areas".
tion developm "Unplanned Greenfields Areas" is
ent misrepresentative.
132.011 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Concerns that under PC1, landowners intending to Uphold and maintain current landowner property rights and
Te WH.R13: build and live on their properties would need a delete all rules that uphold the position taken in this
Whangan | Stormwate District Plan change from rural to urban to allow document about this aspect, such as Rule WH. R13.
ui-a-Tara r from new them to do so and associated uncertainty and costs.
unplanned Considers that urban zone rules are not fit for
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greenfield purpose for rural areas. Considers people who live
developm in rural areas add value to the biodiversity of the
ent - area, adding to ecosystem health, including that of
prohibited the waterways.
activity.
132.012 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers there is no data to suggest low intensity Delete the registration requirement for these properties.
Te WH.R26: hobby farms and lifestyle blocks are the cause of GWRC to accept the designation of property management
Whangan | Farming poor water quality and the requirement to register plans set out in the gazette NPS-IB namely QEII,
ui-a-Tara activities and provide information is onerous and unjustified. Conservation and other approved property management
ona Considered registration should be reserved for plans which may include small farms of 4 or more but less
property of properties where there is a risk of elevated nitrate than 20 hectares.
between 4 levels.
hectares
and 20
hectares -
permitted
activity.
132.013 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers there is no data that points to farming on Consider introducing additional categories of properties that
Te WH.R27: larger properties being the cause of poor water reflect the actual range of properties E.g. add a new
Whangan | Farming quality and notes that the RMA currently prohibits category for properties over 20 hectares that are largely
ui-a-Tara activities clearing of bush to scales that will increase erosion. unproductive and delete the requirement for this type of
on 20 Considers the requirement to register and provide a | property to be registered. Exclude land registered in the
hectares farm management plan is onerous and not justified Emissions Trading Scheme, QEII Trust, Conservation,
or more of when residents are already incurring costs to approved property plan as per the NPS-IB.
land - maintain the land and/or regenerate indigenous
permitted biodiversity, including pest control activities, and
activity. costs could be unsustainable for the average
property owner.
Submission | Plan Provision | Stance Reasons Decision Requested
Point Section
140.001 General General Oppose Supports the intention for quality regarding Stop the PC1 process immediately and engage with the
comment | comments freshwater and ecosystems but seeks an evidence- | affected communities using a proper and meaningful
s - overall based approach that supports targeted strategies consultation process once government direction is clear.

tailored for particular eco systems and
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environments. Considers that PC1 fails to provide
sufficient evidence or appropriate targeting to
rationalise its implementation and would render their
land incapable of reasonable use (per section 85 of
RMA), especially for those landowners who have
yet to build on their property.
140.002 General General Oppose Notes that the coalition government intends to Stop PC1 process until the policy direction is known.
comment | comments replace the National Policy Statement for
s - current Freshwater Management and repeal the RMA
legislation reform and considers that it is unreasonable and a
waste of ratepayer funds to consult with
communities that lacks government policy direction.
140.003 General General Oppose Considers GWRC has failed to meaningfully consult | All documents related to this proposal should be
comment | comments with the community as required by the Local communicated in plain language as per the Plain Language
s - Government Act (2002) and GWRC's principles of Act (2002). Expects GWRC to meet the principles of
consultatio consultation. Considers meaningful participation consultation and engage with affected communities
n was difficult due to the lack of a summary being according to the Local Authorities Act.
made available for consultation earlier in the
process.
140.004 General General Oppose Considers a definition is needed for "river" and there | Define important terms to address lack of clear definition and
comment | comments is a need to define how a 1m water course is prevent uncertainty and inconsistency. Include picture
s - measured. references to inform what a "river" is.
definitions
140.005 General General Oppose Considers that data on river quality throughout the Use relevant scientific evidence of sufficient spatial
comment | comments catchment is required to understand the extent of "resolution" as a basis to inform policy.
s - fresh the problem and then determine the causes.
water
140.006 General General Oppose Concerns about cost to be borne by rural All rules that add cost to landowners be reconsidered and
comment | comments landowners with no evidence that they are the "recalibrated" with scientific evidence, whereby the more
S - cause of the issue, and the lack of information important issues are tackled instead of a "broad brush
economic available on what fees and charges GWRC will levy. | approach" to all perceived issues. A reconciliation and
cost/impac Considers that for landowners who have not yet analysis of the GWRC proposal and other local authority

t

been in a position to build a home, this plan change
is unreasonable and unfair. Concerned that
proposed changes by GWRC are out of alignment
with regulations soon to be imposed by Upper Hutt
City Council. Considers it is difficult to stay on top of
regulatory changes and is concerned that PC1 is

regulations relevant to rural landowners (e.g. UHCC PC50)
is completed to identify instances where regulation is
inconsistent.
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out of alignment with regulations soon to be
imposed by Upper Hutt City Council. Questions
which regulations have precedence where
conflicting.
140.007 General General Oppose Notes that residents deal with incursion of pest No decision requested.
comment | comments species onto their land from GWRC land and seeks
s - overall GWRC manage pests on their own land. Notes that
pest species adversely impact socking levels and
prevent landowners from increasing indigenous
biodiversity.
140.008 2 Earthwork | Oppose Considers the definition of "Earthworks" is confusing | Reinstate the exclusions as given to the other districts.
Interpreta | s and can be interpreted in multiple ways, with the
tion exceptions being more limited than those for other
districts. Considers the definition has not been
thought through enough to understand the cost and
time implications for resource consents and other
requirements, including maintenance of non-farm
accessways, and that GWRC has not provided
justification or evidence for this change.
140.009 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers that landowners should be able to Review stocking rates to allow for low intensity farming.
Te WH.R26: continue to farm at the level practicable for the land Provide information on how rates have been determined.
Whangan | Farming rather than be constrained to an arbitrary stocking Include an additional category for small breeds of cattle and
ui-a-Tara activities level. Considers that changing levels of farm activity | deer.
ona is normal for rural property farm management, and
property of that the current provisions would see some
between 4 residents say their land is incapable of reasonable
hectares use.
and 20
hectares -
permitted
activity.
140.010 2 Unplanned | Oppose Considers terminology used in this document Change the terminology of "Unplanned Greenfield Areas" to
Interpreta | greenfield describing areas such as the Akatarawa valley as "Non-Urban Areas" or "Rural Areas".
tion developm "Unplanned Greenfields Areas" is
ent misrepresentative.
140.011 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Concerns that under PC1, landowners intending to Uphold and maintain current landowner property rights and
Te WH.R13: build and live on their properties would need a delete all rules that uphold the position taken in this
Stormwate District Plan change from rural to urban to allow document about this aspect, such as Rule WH. R13.
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Whangan | rfrom new them to do so and associated uncertainty and costs.
ui-a-Tara unplanned Considers that urban zone rules are not fit for
greenfield purpose for rural areas. Considers people who live
developm in rural areas add value to the biodiversity of the
ent - area, adding to ecosystem health, including that of
prohibited the waterways.
activity.
140.012 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers there is no data to suggest low intensity Delete the registration requirement for these properties.
Te WH.R26: hobby farms and lifestyle blocks are the cause of GWRC to accept the designation of property management
Whangan | Farming poor water quality and the requirement to register plans set out in the gazette NPS-IB namely QEIl,
ui-a-Tara activities and provide information is onerous and unjustified. Conservation and other approved property management
ona Considered registration should be reserved for plans which may include small farms of 4 or more but less
property of properties where there is a risk of elevated nitrate than 20 hectares.
between 4 levels.
hectares
and 20
hectares -
permitted
activity.
140.013 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers there is no data that points to farming on Consider introducing additional categories of properties that
Te WH.R27: larger properties being the cause of poor water reflect the actual range of properties E.g. add a new
Whangan | Farming quality and notes that the RMA currently prohibits category for properties over 20 hectares that are largely
ui-a-Tara activities clearing of bush to scales that will increase erosion. unproductive and delete the requirement for this type of
on 20 Considers the requirement to register and provide a | property to be registered. Exclude land registered in the
hectares farm management plan is onerous and not justified Emissions Trading Scheme, QEIl Trust, Conservation,
or more of when residents are already incurring costs to approved property plan as per the NPS-IB.
land - maintain the land and/or regenerate indigenous
permitted biodiversity, including pest control activities, and
activity. costs could be unsustainable for the average

property owner.
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171.001 General General Oppose Supports the intention for quality regarding Stop the PC1 process immediately and engage with the
comment | comments freshwater and ecosystems but seeks an evidence- | affected communities using a proper and meaningful
S - overall based approach that supports targeted strategies consultation process once government direction is clear.
tailored for particular eco systems and
environments. Considers that PC1 fails to provide
sufficient evidence or appropriate targeting to
rationalise its implementation and would render their
land incapable of reasonable use (per section 85 of
RMA), especially for those landowners who have
yet to build on their property.
171.002 General General Oppose Notes that the coalition government intends to Stop PC1 process until the policy direction is known.
comment | comments replace the National Policy Statement for
s - current Freshwater Management and repeal the RMA
legislation reform and considers that it is unreasonable and a
waste of ratepayer funds to consult with
communities that lacks government policy direction.
171.003 General General Oppose Considers GWRC has failed to meaningfully consult | All documents related to this proposal should be
comment | comments with the community as required by the Local communicated in plain language as per the Plain Language
s - Government Act (2002) and GWRC's principles of Act (2002). Expects GWRC to meet the principles of
consultatio consultation. Considers meaningful participation consultation and engage with affected communities
n was difficult due to the lack of a summary being according to the Local Authorities Act.
made available for consultation earlier in the
process.
171.004 General General Oppose Considers a definition is needed for "river" and there | Define important terms to address lack of clear definition and
comment | comments is a need to define how a 1m water course is prevent uncertainty and inconsistency. Include picture
S - measured. references to inform what a "river” is.
definitions
171.005 General General Oppose Considers that data on river quality throughout the Use relevant scientific evidence of sufficient spatial
comment | comments catchment is required to understand the extent of "resolution" as a basis to inform policy.
s - fresh the problem and then determine the causes.
water
171.006 General General Oppose Concerns about cost to be borne by rural All rules that add cost to landowners be reconsidered and
comment | comments landowners with no evidence that they are the "recalibrated" with scientific evidence, whereby the more
S - cause of the issue, and the lack of information important issues are tackled instead of a "broad brush
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economic available on what fees and charges GWRC will levy. | approach" to all perceived issues. A reconciliation and
cost/impac Considers that for landowners who have not yet analysis of the GWRC proposal and other local authority
t been in a position to build a home, this plan change | regulations relevant to rural landowners (e.g. UHCC PC50)
is unreasonable and unfair. Concerned that is completed to identify instances where regulation is
proposed changes by GWRC are out of alignment inconsistent.
with regulations soon to be imposed by Upper Hutt
City Council. Considers it is difficult to stay on top of
regulatory changes and is concerned that PC1 is
out of alignment with regulations soon to be
imposed by Upper Hutt City Council. Questions
which regulations have precedence where
conflicting.
171.007 General General Oppose Notes that residents deal with incursion of pest No decision requested.
comment | comments species onto their land from GWRC land and seeks
s - overall GWRC manage pests on their own land. Notes that
pest species adversely impact socking levels and
prevent landowners from increasing indigenous
biodiversity.
171.008 2 Earthwork | Oppose Considers the definition of "Earthworks" is confusing | Reinstate the exclusions as given to the other districts.
Interpreta | s and can be interpreted in multiple ways, with the
tion exceptions being more limited than those for other
districts. Considers the definition has not been
thought through enough to understand the cost and
time implications for resource consents and other
requirements, including maintenance of non-farm
accessways, and that GWRC has not provided
justification or evidence for this change.
171.009 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers that landowners should be able to Review stocking rates to allow for low intensity farming.
Te WH.R26: continue to farm at the level practicable for the land Provide information on how rates have been determined.
Whangan | Farming rather than be constrained to an arbitrary stocking Include an additional category for small breeds of cattle and
ui-a-Tara activities level. Considers that changing levels of farm activity | deer.
ona is normal for rural property farm management, and
property of that the current provisions would see some
between 4 residents say their land is incapable of reasonable
hectares use.
and 20
hectares -
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permitted
activity.
171.010 2 Unplanned | Oppose Considers terminology used in this document Change the terminology of "Unplanned Greenfield Areas" to
Interpreta | greenfield describing areas such as the Akatarawa valley as "Non-Urban Areas" or "Rural Areas".
tion developm "Unplanned Greenfields Areas" is
ent misrepresentative.
171.011 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Concerns that under PC1, landowners intending to Uphold and maintain current landowner property rights and
Te WH.R13: build and live on their properties would need a delete all rules that uphold the position taken in this
Whangan | Stormwate District Plan change from rural to urban to allow document about this aspect, such as Rule WH. R13.
ui-a-Tara r from new them to do so and associated uncertainty and costs.
unplanned Considers that urban zone rules are not fit for
greenfield purpose for rural areas. Considers people who live
developm in rural areas add value to the biodiversity of the
ent - area, adding to ecosystem health, including that of
prohibited the waterways.
activity.
171.012 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers there is no data to suggest low intensity Delete the registration requirement for these properties.
Te WH.R26: hobby farms and lifestyle blocks are the cause of GWRC to accept the designation of property management
Whangan | Farming poor water quality and the requirement to register plans set out in the gazette NPS-IB namely QEII,
ui-a-Tara activities and provide information is onerous and unjustified. Conservation and other approved property management
ona Considered registration should be reserved for plans which may include small farms of 4 or more but less
property of properties where there is a risk of elevated nitrate than 20 hectares.
between 4 levels.
hectares
and 20
hectares -
permitted
activity.
171.013 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers there is no data that points to farming on Consider introducing additional categories of properties that
Te WH.R27: larger properties being the cause of poor water reflect the actual range of properties E.g. add a new
Whangan | Farming quality and notes that the RMA currently prohibits category for properties over 20 hectares that are largely
ui-a-Tara activities clearing of bush to scales that will increase erosion. unproductive and delete the requirement for this type of
on 20 Considers the requirement to register and provide a | property to be registered. Exclude land registered in the
hectares farm management plan is onerous and not justified Emissions Trading Scheme, QEIl Trust, Conservation,
or more of when residents are already incurring costs to approved property plan as per the NPS-IB.
land - maintain the land and/or regenerate indigenous
permitted biodiversity, including pest control activities, and
activity.
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costs could be unsustainable for the average
property owner.
Submission | Plan Provision | Stance Reasons Decision Requested
Point Section
128.001 General General Oppose Supports the intention for quality regarding Stop the PC1 process immediately and engage with the
comment | comments freshwater and ecosystems but seeks an evidence- affected communities using a proper and meaningful
s - overall based approach that supports targeted strategies consultation process once government direction is clear.
tailored for particular eco systems and
environments. Considers that PC1 fails to provide
sufficient evidence or appropriate targeting to
rationalise its implementation and would render their
land incapable of reasonable use (per section 85 of
RMA), especially for those landowners who have
yet to build on their property.
128.002 General General Oppose Notes that the coalition government intends to Stop PC1 process until the policy direction is known.
comment | comments replace the National Policy Statement for
s - current Freshwater Management and repeal the RMA
legislation reform and considers that it is unreasonable and a
waste of ratepayer funds to consult with
communities that lacks government policy direction.
128.003 General General Oppose Considers GWRC has failed to meaningfully consult | All documents related to this proposal should be
comment | comments with the community as required by the Local communicated in plain language as per the Plain Language
s - Government Act (2002) and GWRC's principles of Act (2002). Expects GWRC to meet the principles of
consultatio consultation. Considers meaningful participation consultation and engage with affected communities
n was difficult due to the lack of a summary being according to the Local Authorities Act.
made available for consultation earlier in the
process.
128.004 General General Oppose Considers a definition is needed for "river" and there | Define important terms to address lack of clear definition and
comment | comments is a need to define how a 1m water course is prevent uncertainty and inconsistency. Include picture
s - measured. references to inform what a "river” is.
definitions
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Decision Requested

128.005

128.006

128.007

128.008

128.009

General
comment
s

General
comment
s

General
comment
s

2
Interpreta
tion

8 Whaitua
Te
Whangan
ui-a-Tara

General
comments
- fresh
water
General
comments
economic
cost/impac
t

General
comments
- overall

Earthwork
s

Rule
WH.R26:
Farming
activities

Oppose

Oppose

Oppose

Oppose

Oppose

Considers that data on river quality throughout the
catchment is required to understand the extent of
the problem and then determine the causes.

Concerns about cost to be borne by rural
landowners with no evidence that they are the
cause of the issue, and the lack of information
available on what fees and charges GWRC will levy.
Considers that for landowners who have not yet
been in a position to build a home, this plan change
is unreasonable and unfair. Concerned that
proposed changes by GWRC are out of alignment
with regulations soon to be imposed by Upper Hultt
City Council. Considers it is difficult to stay on top of
regulatory changes and is concerned that PC1 is
out of alignment with regulations soon to be
imposed by Upper Hutt City Council. Questions
which regulations have precedence where
conflicting.

Notes that residents deal with incursion of pest
species onto their land from GWRC land and seeks
GWRC manage pests on their own land. Notes that
pest species adversely impact socking levels and
prevent landowners from increasing indigenous
biodiversity.

Considers the definition of "Earthworks" is confusing
and can be interpreted in multiple ways, with the
exceptions being more limited than those for other
districts. Considers the definition has not been
thought through enough to understand the cost and
time implications for resource consents and other
requirements, including maintenance of non-farm
accessways, and that GWRC has not provided
justification or evidence for this change.

Considers that landowners should be able to
continue to farm at the level practicable for the land
rather than be constrained to an arbitrary stocking
level. Considers that changing levels of farm activity

Use relevant scientific evidence of sufficient spatial
"resolution" as a basis to inform policy.

All rules that add cost to landowners be reconsidered and
"recalibrated" with scientific evidence, whereby the more
important issues are tackled instead of a "broad brush
approach" to all perceived issues. A reconciliation and
analysis of the GWRC proposal and other local authority
regulations relevant to rural landowners (e.g. UHCC PC50)
is completed to identify instances where regulation is
inconsistent.

No decision requested.

Reinstate the exclusions as given to the other districts.

Review stocking rates to allow for low intensity farming.
Provide information on how rates have been determined.
Include an additional category for small breeds of cattle and
deer.
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ona is normal for rural property farm management, and
property of that the current provisions would see some
between 4 residents say their land is incapable of reasonable
hectares use.
and 20
hectares -
permitted
activity.
128.010 2 Unplanned | Oppose Considers terminology used in this document Change the terminology of "Unplanned Greenfield Areas" to
Interpreta | greenfield describing areas such as the Akatarawa valley as "Non-Urban Areas" or "Rural Areas".
tion developm "Unplanned Greenfields Areas" is
ent misrepresentative.
128.011 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Concerns that under PC1, landowners intending to Uphold and maintain current landowner property rights and
Te WH.R13: build and live on their properties would need a delete all rules that uphold the position taken in this
Whangan | Stormwate District Plan change from rural to urban to allow document about this aspect, such as Rule WH. R13.
ui-a-Tara r from new them to do so and associated uncertainty and costs.
unplanned Considers that urban zone rules are not fit for
greenfield purpose for rural areas. Considers people who live
developm in rural areas add value to the biodiversity of the
ent - area, adding to ecosystem health, including that of
prohibited the waterways.
activity.
128.012 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers there is no data to suggest low intensity Delete the registration requirement for these properties.
Te WH.R26: hobby farms and lifestyle blocks are the cause of GWRC to accept the designation of property management
Whangan | Farming poor water quality and the requirement to register plans set out in the gazette NPS-IB namely QEIl,
ui-a-Tara activities and provide information is onerous and unjustified. Conservation and other approved property management
ona Considered registration should be reserved for plans which may include small farms of 4 or more but less
property of properties where there is a risk of elevated nitrate than 20 hectares.
between 4 levels.
hectares
and 20
hectares -
permitted
activity.
128.013 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers there is no data that points to farming on Consider introducing additional categories of properties that
Te WH.R27: larger properties being the cause of poor water reflect the actual range of properties E.g. add a new
Whangan | Farming quality and notes that the RMA currently prohibits category for properties over 20 hectares that are largely
ui-a-Tara activities clearing of bush to scales that will increase erosion. unproductive and delete the requirement for this type of
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on 20 Considers the requirement to register and provide a | property to be registered. Exclude land registered in the
hectares farm management plan is onerous and not justified Emissions Trading Scheme, QEII Trust, Conservation,
or more of when residents are already incurring costs to approved property plan as per the NPS-IB.
land - maintain the land and/or regenerate indigenous
permitted biodiversity, including pest control activities, and
activity. costs could be unsustainable for the average
property owner.
Submission | Plan Provision | Stance Reasons Decision Requested
Point Section
127.001 General General Oppose Supports the intention for quality regarding Stop the PC1 process immediately and engage with the
comment | comments freshwater and ecosystems but seeks an evidence- | affected communities using a proper and meaningful
s - overall based approach that supports targeted strategies consultation process once government direction is clear.
tailored for particular eco systems and
environments. Considers that PC1 fails to provide
sufficient evidence or appropriate targeting to
rationalise its implementation and would render their
land incapable of reasonable use (per section 85 of
RMA), especially for those landowners who have
yet to build on their property.
127.002 General General Oppose Notes that the coalition government intends to Stop PC1 process until the policy direction is known.
comment | comments replace the National Policy Statement for
s - current Freshwater Management and repeal the RMA
legislation reform and considers that it is unreasonable and a
waste of ratepayer funds to consult with
communities that lacks government policy direction.
127.003 General General Oppose Considers GWRC has failed to meaningfully consult | All documents related to this proposal should be
comment | comments with the community as required by the Local communicated in plain language as per the Plain Language
s - Government Act (2002) and GWRC's principles of Act (2002). Expects GWRC to meet the principles of
consultatio consultation. Considers meaningful participation consultation and engage with affected communities
n was difficult due to the lack of a summary being according to the Local Authorities Act.

made available for consultation earlier in the
process.
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127.004 General General Oppose Considers a definition is needed for "river" and there | Define important terms to address lack of clear definition and
comment | comments is a need to define how a 1m water course is prevent uncertainty and inconsistency. Include picture
s - measured. references to inform what a "river" is.
definitions
127.005 General General Oppose Considers that data on river quality throughout the Use relevant scientific evidence of sufficient spatial
comment | comments catchment is required to understand the extent of "resolution” as a basis to inform policy.
s - fresh the problem and then determine the causes.
water
127.006 General General Oppose Concerns about cost to be borne by rural All rules that add cost to landowners be reconsidered and
comment | comments landowners with no evidence that they are the "recalibrated" with scientific evidence, whereby the more
S - cause of the issue, and the lack of information important issues are tackled instead of a "broad brush
economic available on what fees and charges GWRC will levy. | approach" to all perceived issues. A reconciliation and
cost/impac Considers that for landowners who have not yet analysis of the GWRC proposal and other local authority
t been in a position to build a home, this plan change | regulations relevant to rural landowners (e.g. UHCC PC50)
is unreasonable and unfair. Concerned that is completed to identify instances where regulation is
proposed changes by GWRC are out of alignment inconsistent.
with regulations soon to be imposed by Upper Hutt
City Council. Considers it is difficult to stay on top of
regulatory changes and is concerned that PC1 is
out of alignment with regulations soon to be
imposed by Upper Hutt City Council. Questions
which regulations have precedence where
conflicting.
127.007 General General Oppose Notes that residents deal with incursion of pest No decision requested.
comment | comments species onto their land from GWRC land and seeks
s - overall GWRC manage pests on their own land. Notes that
pest species adversely impact socking levels and
prevent landowners from increasing indigenous
biodiversity.
127.008 2 Earthwork || Oppose Considers the definition of "Earthworks" is confusing | Reinstate the exclusions as given to the other districts.
Interpreta | s and can be interpreted in multiple ways, with the
tion exceptions being more limited than those for other

districts. Considers the definition has not been
thought through enough to understand the cost and
time implications for resource consents and other
requirements, including maintenance of non-farm
accessways, and that GWRC has not provided
justification or evidence for this change.
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127.009 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers that landowners should be able to Review stocking rates to allow for low intensity farming.
Te WH.R26: continue to farm at the level practicable for the land Provide information on how rates have been determined.
Whangan | Farming rather than be constrained to an arbitrary stocking Include an additional category for small breeds of cattle and
ui-a-Tara activities level. Considers that changing levels of farm activity | deer.
ona is normal for rural property farm management, and
property of that the current provisions would see some
between 4 residents say their land is incapable of reasonable
hectares use.
and 20
hectares -
permitted
activity.
127.010 2 Unplanned | Oppose Considers terminology used in this document Change the terminology of "Unplanned Greenfield Areas" to
Interpreta | greenfield describing areas such as the Akatarawa valley as "Non-Urban Areas" or "Rural Areas".
tion developm "Unplanned Greenfields Areas" is
ent misrepresentative.
127.011 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Concerns that under PC1, landowners intending to Uphold and maintain current landowner property rights and
Te WH.R13: build and live on their properties would need a delete all rules that uphold the position taken in this
Whangan | Stormwate District Plan change from rural to urban to allow document about this aspect, such as Rule WH. R13.
ui-a-Tara r from new them to do so and associated uncertainty and costs.
unplanned Considers that urban zone rules are not fit for
greenfield purpose for rural areas. Considers people who live
developm in rural areas add value to the biodiversity of the
ent - area, adding to ecosystem health, including that of
prohibited the waterways.
activity.
127.012 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers there is no data to suggest low intensity Delete the registration requirement for these properties.
Te WH.R26: hobby farms and lifestyle blocks are the cause of GWRC to accept the designation of property management
Whangan | Farming poor water quality and the requirement to register plans set out in the gazette NPS-IB namely QEII,
ui-a-Tara activities and provide information is onerous and unjustified. Conservation and other approved property management
ona Considered registration should be reserved for plans which may include small farms of 4 or more but less
property of properties where there is a risk of elevated nitrate than 20 hectares.
between 4 levels.
hectares
and 20
hectares -
permitted
activity.
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127.013 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers there is no data that points to farming on Consider introducing additional categories of properties that
Te WH.R27: larger properties being the cause of poor water reflect the actual range of properties E.g. add a new
Whangan | Farming quality and notes that the RMA currently prohibits category for properties over 20 hectares that are largely
ui-a-Tara activities clearing of bush to scales that will increase erosion. unproductive and delete the requirement for this type of
on 20 Considers the requirement to register and provide a | property to be registered. Exclude land registered in the
hectares farm management plan is onerous and not justified Emissions Trading Scheme, QEII Trust, Conservation,
or more of when residents are already incurring costs to approved property plan as per the NPS-IB.
land - maintain the land and/or regenerate indigenous
permitted biodiversity, including pest control activities, and
activity. costs could be unsustainable for the average
property owner.
Submission | Plan Provision | Stance Reasons Decision Requested
Point Section
156.001 General General Oppose Supports the intention for quality regarding Stop the PC1 process immediately and engage with the
comment | comments freshwater and ecosystems but seeks an evidence- affected communities using a proper and meaningful
s - overall based approach that supports targeted strategies consultation process once government direction is clear.
tailored for particular eco systems and
environments. Considers that PC1 fails to provide
sufficient evidence or appropriate targeting to
rationalise its implementation and would render their
land incapable of reasonable use (per section 85 of
RMA), especially for those landowners who have
yet to build on their property.
156.002 General General Oppose Notes that the coalition government intends to Stop PC1 process until the policy direction is known.
comment | comments replace the National Policy Statement for
s - current Freshwater Management and repeal the RMA
legislation reform and considers that it is unreasonable and a
waste of ratepayer funds to consult with
communities that lacks government policy direction.
156.003 General General Oppose Considers GWRC has failed to meaningfully consult | All documents related to this proposal should be
comment | comments with the community as required by the Local communicated in plain language as per the Plain Language
s - Government Act (2002) and GWRC's principles of Act (2002). Expects GWRC to meet the principles of
consultatio consultation. Considers meaningful participation consultation and engage with affected communities
n was difficult due to the lack of a summary being according to the Local Authorities Act.
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made available for consultation earlier in the
process.
156.004 General General Oppose Considers a definition is needed for "river" and there | Define important terms to address lack of clear definition and
comment | comments is a need to define how a 1m water course is prevent uncertainty and inconsistency. Include picture
S - measured. references to inform what a "river” is.
definitions
156.005 General General Oppose Considers that data on river quality throughout the Use relevant scientific evidence of sufficient spatial
comment | comments catchment is required to understand the extent of "resolution" as a basis to inform policy.
s - fresh the problem and then determine the causes.
water
156.006 General General Oppose Concerns about cost to be borne by rural All rules that add cost to landowners be reconsidered and
comment | comments landowners with no evidence that they are the "recalibrated" with scientific evidence, whereby the more
S - cause of the issue, and the lack of information important issues are tackled instead of a "broad brush
economic available on what fees and charges GWRC will levy. | approach" to all perceived issues. A reconciliation and
cost/impac Considers that for landowners who have not yet analysis of the GWRC proposal and other local authority
t been in a position to build a home, this plan change | regulations relevant to rural landowners (e.g. UHCC PC50)
is unreasonable and unfair. Concerned that is completed to identify instances where regulation is
proposed changes by GWRC are out of alignment inconsistent.
with regulations soon to be imposed by Upper Hultt
City Council. Considers it is difficult to stay on top of
regulatory changes and is concerned that PC1 is
out of alignment with regulations soon to be
imposed by Upper Hutt City Council. Questions
which regulations have precedence where
conflicting.
156.007 General General Oppose Notes that residents deal with incursion of pest No decision requested.
comment | comments species onto their land from GWRC land and seeks
S - overall GWRC manage pests on their own land. Notes that
pest species adversely impact socking levels and
prevent landowners from increasing indigenous
biodiversity.
156.008 2 Earthwork | Oppose Considers the definition of "Earthworks" is confusing | Reinstate the exclusions as given to the other districts.
Interpreta | s and can be interpreted in multiple ways, with the
tion exceptions being more limited than those for other

districts. Considers the definition has not been
thought through enough to understand the cost and
time implications for resource consents and other
requirements, including maintenance of non-farm
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accessways, and that GWRC has not provided
justification or evidence for this change.
156.009 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers that landowners should be able to Review stocking rates to allow for low intensity farming.
Te WH.R26: continue to farm at the level practicable for the land Provide information on how rates have been determined.
Whangan | Farming rather than be constrained to an arbitrary stocking Include an additional category for small breeds of cattle and
ui-a-Tara activities level. Considers that changing levels of farm activity | deer.
ona is normal for rural property farm management, and
property of that the current provisions would see some
between 4 residents say their land is incapable of reasonable
hectares use.
and 20
hectares -
permitted
activity.
156.010 2 Unplanned | Oppose Considers terminology used in this document Change the terminology of "Unplanned Greenfield Areas" to
Interpreta | greenfield describing areas such as the Akatarawa valley as "Non-Urban Areas" or "Rural Areas".
tion developm "Unplanned Greenfields Areas" is
ent misrepresentative.
156.011 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Concerns that under PC1, landowners intending to Uphold and maintain current landowner property rights and
Te WH.R13: build and live on their properties would need a delete all rules that uphold the position taken in this
Whangan | Stormwate District Plan change from rural to urban to allow document about this aspect, such as Rule WH. R13.
ui-a-Tara r from new them to do so and associated uncertainty and costs.
unplanned Considers that urban zone rules are not fit for
greenfield purpose for rural areas. Considers people who live
developm in rural areas add value to the biodiversity of the
ent - area, adding to ecosystem health, including that of
prohibited the waterways.
activity.
156.012 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers there is no data to suggest low intensity Delete the registration requirement for these properties.
Te WH.R26: hobby farms and lifestyle blocks are the cause of GWRC to accept the designation of property management
Whangan | Farming poor water quality and the requirement to register plans set out in the gazette NPS-IB namely QEII,
ui-a-Tara activities and provide information is onerous and unjustified. Conservation and other approved property management
ona Considered registration should be reserved for plans which may include small farms of 4 or more but less
property of properties where there is a risk of elevated nitrate than 20 hectares.
between 4 levels.
hectares
and 20
hectares -
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permitted
activity.
156.013 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers there is no data that points to farming on Consider introducing additional categories of properties that
Te WH.R27: larger properties being the cause of poor water reflect the actual range of properties E.g. add a new
Whangan | Farming quality and notes that the RMA currently prohibits category for properties over 20 hectares that are largely
ui-a-Tara activities clearing of bush to scales that will increase erosion. unproductive and delete the requirement for this type of
on 20 Considers the requirement to register and provide a | property to be registered. Exclude land registered in the
hectares farm management plan is onerous and not justified Emissions Trading Scheme, QEII Trust, Conservation,
or more of when residents are already incurring costs to approved property plan as per the NPS-IB.
land - maintain the land and/or regenerate indigenous
permitted biodiversity, including pest control activities, and
activity. costs could be unsustainable for the average
property owner.
Submission | Plan Provision | Stance Reasons Decision Requested
Point Section
152.001 General General Oppose Supports the intention for quality regarding Stop the PC1 process immediately and engage with the
comment | comments freshwater and ecosystems but seeks an evidence- | affected communities using a proper and meaningful
s - overall based approach that supports targeted strategies consultation process once government direction is clear.
tailored for particular eco systems and
environments. Considers that PC1 fails to provide
sufficient evidence or appropriate targeting to
rationalise its implementation and would render their
land incapable of reasonable use (per section 85 of
RMA), especially for those landowners who have
yet to build on their property.
152.002 General General Oppose Notes that the coalition government intends to Stop PC1 process until the policy direction is known.
comment | comments replace the National Policy Statement for
S - current Freshwater Management and repeal the RMA
legislation reform and considers that it is unreasonable and a
waste of ratepayer funds to consult with
communities that lacks government policy direction.
152.003 General General Oppose Considers GWRC has failed to meaningfully consult | All documents related to this proposal should be
comment | comments with the community as required by the Local communicated in plain language as per the Plain Language
s - Government Act (2002) and GWRC's principles of Act (2002). Expects GWRC to meet the principles of
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consultatio consultation. Considers meaningful participation consultation and engage with affected communities
n was difficult due to the lack of a summary being according to the Local Authorities Act.
made available for consultation earlier in the
process.
152.004 General General Oppose Considers a definition is needed for "river" and there | Define important terms to address lack of clear definition and
comment | comments is a need to define how a 1m water course is prevent uncertainty and inconsistency. Include picture
s - measured. references to inform what a "river” is.
definitions
152.005 General General Oppose Considers that data on river quality throughout the Use relevant scientific evidence of sufficient spatial
comment | comments catchment is required to understand the extent of "resolution" as a basis to inform policy.
s - fresh the problem and then determine the causes.
water
152.006 General General Oppose Concerns about cost to be borne by rural All rules that add cost to landowners be reconsidered and
comment | comments landowners with no evidence that they are the "recalibrated" with scientific evidence, whereby the more
S - cause of the issue, and the lack of information important issues are tackled instead of a "broad brush
economic available on what fees and charges GWRC will levy. | approach" to all perceived issues. A reconciliation and
cost/impac Considers that for landowners who have not yet analysis of the GWRC proposal and other local authority
t been in a position to build a home, this plan change | regulations relevant to rural landowners (e.g. UHCC PC50)
is unreasonable and unfair. Concerned that is completed to identify instances where regulation is
proposed changes by GWRC are out of alignment inconsistent.
with regulations soon to be imposed by Upper Hutt
City Council. Considers it is difficult to stay on top of
regulatory changes and is concerned that PC1 is
out of alignment with regulations soon to be
imposed by Upper Hutt City Council. Questions
which regulations have precedence where
conflicting.
152.007 General General Oppose Notes that residents deal with incursion of pest No decision requested.
comment | comments species onto their land from GWRC land and seeks
s - overall GWRC manage pests on their own land. Notes that
pest species adversely impact socking levels and
prevent landowners from increasing indigenous
biodiversity.
152.008 2 Earthwork | Oppose Considers the definition of "Earthworks" is confusing | Reinstate the exclusions as given to the other districts.
Interpreta | s and can be interpreted in multiple ways, with the
tion exceptions being more limited than those for other

districts. Considers the definition has not been
thought through enough to understand the cost and
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time implications for resource consents and other
requirements, including maintenance of non-farm
accessways, and that GWRC has not provided
justification or evidence for this change.
152.009 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers that landowners should be able to Review stocking rates to allow for low intensity farming.
Te WH.R26: continue to farm at the level practicable for the land Provide information on how rates have been determined.
Whangan | Farming rather than be constrained to an arbitrary stocking Include an additional category for small breeds of cattle and
ui-a-Tara activities level. Considers that changing levels of farm activity | deer.
ona is normal for rural property farm management, and
property of that the current provisions would see some
between 4 residents say their land is incapable of reasonable
hectares use.
and 20
hectares -
permitted
activity.
152.010 2 Unplanned | Oppose Considers terminology used in this document Change the terminology of "Unplanned Greenfield Areas" to
Interpreta | greenfield describing areas such as the Akatarawa valley as "Non-Urban Areas" or "Rural Areas".
tion developm "Unplanned Greenfields Areas" is
ent misrepresentative.
152.011 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Concerns that under PC1, landowners intending to Uphold and maintain current landowner property rights and
Te WH.R13: build and live on their properties would need a delete all rules that uphold the position taken in this
Whangan | Stormwate District Plan change from rural to urban to allow document about this aspect, such as Rule WH. R13.
ui-a-Tara r from new them to do so and associated uncertainty and costs.
unplanned Considers that urban zone rules are not fit for
greenfield purpose for rural areas. Considers people who live
developm in rural areas add value to the biodiversity of the
ent - area, adding to ecosystem health, including that of
prohibited the waterways.
activity.
152.012 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers there is no data to suggest low intensity Delete the registration requirement for these properties.
Te WH.R26: hobby farms and lifestyle blocks are the cause of GWRC to accept the designation of property management
Whangan | Farming poor water quality and the requirement to register plans set out in the gazette NPS-IB namely QEIl,
ui-a-Tara activities and provide information is onerous and unjustified. Conservation and other approved property management
ona Considered registration should be reserved for plans which may include small farms of 4 or more but less
property of properties where there is a risk of elevated nitrate than 20 hectares.
between 4 levels.
hectares
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and 20
hectares -
permitted
activity.
152.013 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers there is no data that points to farming on Consider introducing additional categories of properties that
Te WH.R27: larger properties being the cause of poor water reflect the actual range of properties E.g. add a new
Whangan | Farming quality and notes that the RMA currently prohibits category for properties over 20 hectares that are largely
ui-a-Tara activities clearing of bush to scales that will increase erosion. unproductive and delete the requirement for this type of
on 20 Considers the requirement to register and provide a | property to be registered. Exclude land registered in the
hectares farm management plan is onerous and not justified Emissions Trading Scheme, QEIl Trust, Conservation,
or more of when residents are already incurring costs to approved property plan as per the NPS-IB.
land - maintain the land and/or regenerate indigenous
permitted biodiversity, including pest control activities, and
activity. costs could be unsustainable for the average
property owner.
Submission | Plan Provision | Stance Reasons Decision Requested
Point Section
163.001 General General Oppose Supports the intention for quality regarding Stop the PC1 process immediately and engage with the
comment | comments freshwater and ecosystems but seeks an evidence- | affected communities using a proper and meaningful
S - overall based approach that supports targeted strategies consultation process once government direction is clear.
tailored for particular eco systems and
environments. Considers that PC1 fails to provide
sufficient evidence or appropriate targeting to
rationalise its implementation and would render their
land incapable of reasonable use (per section 85 of
RMA), especially for those landowners who have
yet to build on their property.
163.002 General General Oppose Notes that the coalition government intends to Stop PC1 process until the policy direction is known.
comment | comments replace the National Policy Statement for
s - current Freshwater Management and repeal the RMA
legislation reform and considers that it is unreasonable and a

waste of ratepayer funds to consult with
communities that lacks government policy direction.
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163.003 General General Oppose Considers GWRC has failed to meaningfully consult | All documents related to this proposal should be
comment | comments with the community as required by the Local communicated in plain language as per the Plain Language
s - Government Act (2002) and GWRC's principles of Act (2002). Expects GWRC to meet the principles of
consultatio consultation. Considers meaningful participation consultation and engage with affected communities
n was difficult due to the lack of a summary being according to the Local Authorities Act.
made available for consultation earlier in the
process.
163.004 General General Oppose Considers a definition is needed for "river" and there | Define important terms to address lack of clear definition and
comment | comments is a need to define how a 1m water course is prevent uncertainty and inconsistency. Include picture
s - measured. references to inform what a "river" is.
definitions
163.005 General General Oppose Considers that data on river quality throughout the Use relevant scientific evidence of sufficient spatial
comment | comments catchment is required to understand the extent of "resolution” as a basis to inform policy.
s - fresh the problem and then determine the causes.
water
163.006 General General Oppose Concerns about cost to be borne by rural All rules that add cost to landowners be reconsidered and
comment | comments landowners with no evidence that they are the "recalibrated" with scientific evidence, whereby the more
S - cause of the issue, and the lack of information important issues are tackled instead of a "broad brush
economic available on what fees and charges GWRC will levy. | approach" to all perceived issues. A reconciliation and
cost/impac Considers that for landowners who have not yet analysis of the GWRC proposal and other local authority
t been in a position to build a home, this plan change | regulations relevant to rural landowners (e.g. UHCC PC50)
is unreasonable and unfair. Concerned that is completed to identify instances where regulation is
proposed changes by GWRC are out of alignment inconsistent.
with regulations soon to be imposed by Upper Hutt
City Council. Considers it is difficult to stay on top of
regulatory changes and is concerned that PC1 is
out of alignment with regulations soon to be
imposed by Upper Hutt City Council. Questions
which regulations have precedence where
conflicting.
163.007 General General Oppose Notes that residents deal with incursion of pest No decision requested.
comment | comments species onto their land from GWRC land and seeks
s - overall GWRC manage pests on their own land. Notes that

pest species adversely impact socking levels and
prevent landowners from increasing indigenous
biodiversity.
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163.008 2 Earthwork || Oppose Considers the definition of "Earthworks" is confusing | Reinstate the exclusions as given to the other districts.
Interpreta | s and can be interpreted in multiple ways, with the
tion exceptions being more limited than those for other
districts. Considers the definition has not been
thought through enough to understand the cost and
time implications for resource consents and other
requirements, including maintenance of non-farm
accessways, and that GWRC has not provided
justification or evidence for this change.
163.009 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers that landowners should be able to Review stocking rates to allow for low intensity farming.
Te WH.R26: continue to farm at the level practicable for the land Provide information on how rates have been determined.
Whangan | Farming rather than be constrained to an arbitrary stocking Include an additional category for small breeds of cattle and
ui-a-Tara activities level. Considers that changing levels of farm activity | deer.
ona is normal for rural property farm management, and
property of that the current provisions would see some
between 4 residents say their land is incapable of reasonable
hectares use.
and 20
hectares -
permitted
activity.
163.010 2 Unplanned | Oppose Considers terminology used in this document Change the terminology of "Unplanned Greenfield Areas" to
Interpreta | greenfield describing areas such as the Akatarawa valley as "Non-Urban Areas" or "Rural Areas".
tion developm "Unplanned Greenfields Areas" is
ent misrepresentative.
163.011 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Concerns that under PC1, landowners intending to Uphold and maintain current landowner property rights and
Te WH.R13: build and live on their properties would need a delete all rules that uphold the position taken in this
Whangan | Stormwate District Plan change from rural to urban to allow document about this aspect, such as Rule WH. R13.
ui-a-Tara r from new them to do so and associated uncertainty and costs.
unplanned Considers that urban zone rules are not fit for
greenfield purpose for rural areas. Considers people who live
developm in rural areas add value to the biodiversity of the
ent - area, adding to ecosystem health, including that of
prohibited the waterways.
activity.
163.012 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers there is no data to suggest low intensity Delete the registration requirement for these properties.
Te WH.R26: hobby farms and lifestyle blocks are the cause of GWRC to accept the designation of property management
Farming poor water quality and the requirement to register plans set out in the gazette NPS-IB namely QEII,
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Whangan | activities and provide information is onerous and unjustified. Conservation and other approved property management
ui-a-Tara ona Considered registration should be reserved for plans which may include small farms of 4 or more but less
property of properties where there is a risk of elevated nitrate than 20 hectares.
between 4 levels.
hectares
and 20
hectares -
permitted
activity.
163.013 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers there is no data that points to farming on Consider introducing additional categories of properties that
Te WH.R27: larger properties being the cause of poor water reflect the actual range of properties E.g. add a new
Whangan | Farming quality and notes that the RMA currently prohibits category for properties over 20 hectares that are largely
ui-a-Tara activities clearing of bush to scales that will increase erosion. unproductive and delete the requirement for this type of
on 20 Considers the requirement to register and provide a | property to be registered. Exclude land registered in the
hectares farm management plan is onerous and not justified Emissions Trading Scheme, QEII Trust, Conservation,
or more of when residents are already incurring costs to approved property plan as per the NPS-IB.
land - maintain the land and/or regenerate indigenous
permitted biodiversity, including pest control activities, and
activity. costs could be unsustainable for the average
property owner.
Submission | Plan Provision | Stance Reasons Decision Requested
Point Section
$120.001 General General Oppose Supports the intention for quality regarding Stop the PC1 process immediately and engage with the
comment | comments freshwater and ecosystems but seeks an evidence- | affected communities using a proper and meaningful
s - overall based approach that supports targeted strategies consultation process once government direction is clear.

tailored for particular eco systems and
environments. Considers that PC1 fails to provide
sufficient evidence or appropriate targeting to
rationalise its implementation and would render their
land incapable of reasonable use (per section 85 of
RMA), especially for those landowners who have
yet to build on their property.
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$120.002 General General Oppose Notes that the coalition government intends to Stop PC1 process until the policy direction is known.
comment | comments replace the National Policy Statement for
s - current Freshwater Management and repeal the RMA
legislation reform and considers that it is unreasonable and a
waste of ratepayer funds to consult with
communities that lacks government policy direction.
$120.003 General General Oppose Considers GWRC has failed to meaningfully consult | All documents related to this proposal should be
comment | comments with the community as required by the Local communicated in plain language as per the Plain Language
s - Government Act (2002) and GWRC's principles of Act (2002). Expects GWRC to meet the principles of
consultatio consultation. Considers meaningful participation consultation and engage with affected communities
n was difficult due to the lack of a summary being according to the Local Authorities Act.
made available for consultation earlier in the
process.
$120.004 General General Oppose Considers a definition is needed for "river" and there | Define important terms to address lack of clear definition and
comment | comments is a need to define how a 1m water course is prevent uncertainty and inconsistency. Include picture
s - measured. references to inform what a "river” is.
definitions
$120.005 General General Oppose Considers that data on river quality throughout the Use relevant scientific evidence of sufficient spatial
comment | comments catchment is required to understand the extent of "resolution" as a basis to inform policy.
s - fresh the problem and then determine the causes.
water
$120.006 General General Oppose Concerns about cost to be borne by rural All rules that add cost to landowners be reconsidered and
comment | comments landowners with no evidence that they are the "recalibrated" with scientific evidence, whereby the more
S - cause of the issue, and the lack of information important issues are tackled instead of a "broad brush
economic available on what fees and charges GWRC will levy. | approach" to all perceived issues. A reconciliation and
cost/impac Considers that for landowners who have not yet analysis of the GWRC proposal and other local authority

t

been in a position to build a home, this plan change
is unreasonable and unfair. Concerned that
proposed changes by GWRC are out of alignment
with regulations soon to be imposed by Upper Hutt
City Council. Considers it is difficult to stay on top of
regulatory changes and is concerned that PC1 is
out of alignment with regulations soon to be
imposed by Upper Hutt City Council. Questions
which regulations have precedence where
conflicting.

regulations relevant to rural landowners (e.g. UHCC PC50)
is completed to identify instances where regulation is
inconsistent.
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$120.007 General General Oppose Notes that residents deal with incursion of pest No decision requested.
comment | comments species onto their land from GWRC land and seeks
s - overall GWRC manage pests on their own land. Notes that
pest species adversely impact socking levels and
prevent landowners from increasing indigenous
biodiversity.
$120.008 2 Earthwork || Oppose Considers the definition of "Earthworks" is confusing | Reinstate the exclusions as given to the other districts.
Interpreta | s and can be interpreted in multiple ways, with the
tion exceptions being more limited than those for other
districts. Considers the definition has not been
thought through enough to understand the cost and
time implications for resource consents and other
requirements, including maintenance of non-farm
accessways, and that GWRC has not provided
justification or evidence for this change.
$120.009 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers that landowners should be able to Review stocking rates to allow for low intensity farming.
Te WH.R26: continue to farm at the level practicable for the land Provide information on how rates have been determined.
Whangan | Farming rather than be constrained to an arbitrary stocking Include an additional category for small breeds of cattle and
ui-a-Tara activities level. Considers that changing levels of farm activity | deer.
ona is normal for rural property farm management, and
property of that the current provisions would see some
between 4 residents say their land is incapable of reasonable
hectares use.
and 20
hectares -
permitted
activity.
$120.010 2 Unplanned | Oppose Considers terminology used in this document Change the terminology of "Unplanned Greenfield Areas" to
Interpreta | greenfield describing areas such as the Akatarawa valley as "Non-Urban Areas" or "Rural Areas".
tion developm "Unplanned Greenfields Areas" is
ent misrepresentative.
$120.011 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Concerns that under PC1, landowners intending to Uphold and maintain current landowner property rights and
Te WH.R13: build and live on their properties would need a delete all rules that uphold the position taken in this
Whangan | Stormwate District Plan change from rural to urban to allow document about this aspect, such as Rule WH. R13.
ui-a-Tara r from new them to do so and associated uncertainty and costs.
unplanned Considers that urban zone rules are not fit for
greenfield purpose for rural areas. Considers people who live
developm in rural areas add value to the biodiversity of the
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ent - area, adding to ecosystem health, including that of
prohibited the waterways.
activity.
$120.012 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers there is no data to suggest low intensity Delete the registration requirement for these properties.
Te WH.R26: hobby farms and lifestyle blocks are the cause of GWRC to accept the designation of property management
Whangan | Farming poor water quality and the requirement to register plans set out in the gazette NPS-IB namely QEII,
ui-a-Tara activities and provide information is onerous and unjustified. Conservation and other approved property management
ona Considered registration should be reserved for plans which may include small farms of 4 or more but less
property of properties where there is a risk of elevated nitrate than 20 hectares.
between 4 levels.
hectares
and 20
hectares -
permitted
activity.
$120.013 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers there is no data that points to farming on Consider introducing additional categories of properties that
Te WH.R27: larger properties being the cause of poor water reflect the actual range of properties E.g. add a new
Whangan | Farming quality and notes that the RMA currently prohibits category for properties over 20 hectares that are largely
ui-a-Tara activities clearing of bush to scales that will increase erosion. unproductive and delete the requirement for this type of
on 20 Considers the requirement to register and provide a | property to be registered. Exclude land registered in the
hectares farm management plan is onerous and not justified Emissions Trading Scheme, QEII Trust, Conservation,
or more of when residents are already incurring costs to approved property plan as per the NPS-IB.
land - maintain the land and/or regenerate indigenous
permitted biodiversity, including pest control activities, and
activity. costs could be unsustainable for the average
property owner.
Submission | Plan Provision | Stance Reasons Decision Requested
Point Section
147.001 General General Oppose Supports the intention for quality regarding Stop the PC1 process immediately and engage with the
comment | comments freshwater and ecosystems but seeks an evidence- affected communities using a proper and meaningful
s - overall based approach that supports targeted strategies consultation process once government direction is clear.

tailored for particular eco systems and
environments. Considers that PC1 fails to provide
sufficient evidence or appropriate targeting to
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rationalise its implementation and would render their
land incapable of reasonable use (per section 85 of
RMA), especially for those landowners who have
yet to build on their property.
147.002 General General Oppose Notes that the coalition government intends to Stop PC1 process until the policy direction is known.
comment | comments replace the National Policy Statement for
s - current Freshwater Management and repeal the RMA
legislation reform and considers that it is unreasonable and a
waste of ratepayer funds to consult with
communities that lacks government policy direction.
147.003 General General Oppose Considers GWRC has failed to meaningfully consult | All documents related to this proposal should be
comment | comments with the community as required by the Local communicated in plain language as per the Plain Language
s - Government Act (2002) and GWRC's principles of Act (2002). Expects GWRC to meet the principles of
consultatio consultation. Considers meaningful participation consultation and engage with affected communities
n was difficult due to the lack of a summary being according to the Local Authorities Act.
made available for consultation earlier in the
process.
147.004 General General Oppose Considers a definition is needed for "river" and there | Define important terms to address lack of clear definition and
comment | comments is a need to define how a 1m water course is prevent uncertainty and inconsistency. Include picture
S - measured. references to inform what a "river” is.
definitions
147.005 General General Oppose Considers that data on river quality throughout the Use relevant scientific evidence of sufficient spatial
comment | comments catchment is required to understand the extent of "resolution" as a basis to inform policy.
s - fresh the problem and then determine the causes.
water
147.006 General General Oppose Concerns about cost to be borne by rural All rules that add cost to landowners be reconsidered and
comment | comments landowners with no evidence that they are the "recalibrated" with scientific evidence, whereby the more
S - cause of the issue, and the lack of information important issues are tackled instead of a "broad brush
economic available on what fees and charges GWRC will levy. | approach” to all perceived issues. A reconciliation and
cost/impac Considers that for landowners who have not yet analysis of the GWRC proposal and other local authority

t

been in a position to build a home, this plan change
is unreasonable and unfair. Concerned that
proposed changes by GWRC are out of alignment
with regulations soon to be imposed by Upper Hutt
City Council. Considers it is difficult to stay on top of
regulatory changes and is concerned that PC1 is
out of alignment with regulations soon to be
imposed by Upper Hutt City Council. Questions

regulations relevant to rural landowners (e.g. UHCC PC50)
is completed to identify instances where regulation is
inconsistent.
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which regulations have precedence where
conflicting.
147.007 General General Oppose Notes that residents deal with incursion of pest No decision requested.
comment | comments species onto their land from GWRC land and seeks
S - overall GWRC manage pests on their own land. Notes that
pest species adversely impact socking levels and
prevent landowners from increasing indigenous
biodiversity.
147.008 2 Earthwork | Oppose Considers the definition of "Earthworks" is confusing | Reinstate the exclusions as given to the other districts.
Interpreta | s and can be interpreted in multiple ways, with the
tion exceptions being more limited than those for other
districts. Considers the definition has not been
thought through enough to understand the cost and
time implications for resource consents and other
requirements, including maintenance of non-farm
accessways, and that GWRC has not provided
justification or evidence for this change.
147.009 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers that landowners should be able to Review stocking rates to allow for low intensity farming.
Te WH.R26: continue to farm at the level practicable for the land Provide information on how rates have been determined.
Whangan | Farming rather than be constrained to an arbitrary stocking Include an additional category for small breeds of cattle and
ui-a-Tara activities level. Considers that changing levels of farm activity | deer.
ona is normal for rural property farm management, and
property of that the current provisions would see some
between 4 residents say their land is incapable of reasonable
hectares use.
and 20
hectares -
permitted
activity.
147.010 2 Unplanned | Oppose Considers terminology used in this document Change the terminology of "Unplanned Greenfield Areas" to
Interpreta | greenfield describing areas such as the Akatarawa valley as "Non-Urban Areas" or "Rural Areas".
tion developm "Unplanned Greenfields Areas" is
ent misrepresentative.
147.011 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Concerns that under PC1, landowners intending to Uphold and maintain current landowner property rights and
Te WH.R13: build and live on their properties would need a delete all rules that uphold the position taken in this
Whangan | Stormwate District Plan change from rural to urban to allow document about this aspect, such as Rule WH. R13.
ui-a-Tara r from new them to do so and associated uncertainty and costs.
unplanned Considers that urban zone rules are not fit for
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greenfield purpose for rural areas. Considers people who live
developm in rural areas add value to the biodiversity of the
ent - area, adding to ecosystem health, including that of
prohibited the waterways.
activity.
147.012 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers there is no data to suggest low intensity Delete the registration requirement for these properties.
Te WH.R26: hobby farms and lifestyle blocks are the cause of GWRC to accept the designation of property management
Whangan | Farming poor water quality and the requirement to register plans set out in the gazette NPS-IB namely QEII,
ui-a-Tara activities and provide information is onerous and unjustified. Conservation and other approved property management
ona Considered registration should be reserved for plans which may include small farms of 4 or more but less
property of properties where there is a risk of elevated nitrate than 20 hectares.
between 4 levels.
hectares
and 20
hectares -
permitted
activity.
147.013 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers there is no data that points to farming on Consider introducing additional categories of properties that
Te WH.R27: larger properties being the cause of poor water reflect the actual range of properties E.g. add a new
Whangan | Farming quality and notes that the RMA currently prohibits category for properties over 20 hectares that are largely
ui-a-Tara activities clearing of bush to scales that will increase erosion. unproductive and delete the requirement for this type of
on 20 Considers the requirement to register and provide a | property to be registered. Exclude land registered in the
hectares farm management plan is onerous and not justified Emissions Trading Scheme, QEII Trust, Conservation,
or more of when residents are already incurring costs to approved property plan as per the NPS-IB.
land - maintain the land and/or regenerate indigenous
permitted biodiversity, including pest control activities, and
activity. costs could be unsustainable for the average
property owner.
Submission | Plan Provision | Stance Reasons Decision Requested
Point Section
137.001 General General Oppose Supports the intention for quality regarding Stop the PC1 process immediately and engage with the
comment | comments freshwater and ecosystems but seeks an evidence- | affected communities using a proper and meaningful
s - overall based approach that supports targeted strategies consultation process once government direction is clear.

tailored for particular eco systems and
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environments. Considers that PC1 fails to provide
sufficient evidence or appropriate targeting to
rationalise its implementation and would render their
land incapable of reasonable use (per section 85 of
RMA), especially for those landowners who have
yet to build on their property.
137.002 General General Oppose Notes that the coalition government intends to Stop PC1 process until the policy direction is known.
comment | comments replace the National Policy Statement for
s - current Freshwater Management and repeal the RMA
legislation reform and considers that it is unreasonable and a
waste of ratepayer funds to consult with
communities that lacks government policy direction.
137.003 General General Oppose Considers GWRC has failed to meaningfully consult | All documents related to this proposal should be
comment | comments with the community as required by the Local communicated in plain language as per the Plain Language
s - Government Act (2002) and GWRC's principles of Act (2002). Expects GWRC to meet the principles of
consultatio consultation. Considers meaningful participation consultation and engage with affected communities
n was difficult due to the lack of a summary being according to the Local Authorities Act.
made available for consultation earlier in the
process.
137.004 General General Oppose Considers a definition is needed for "river" and there | Define important terms to address lack of clear definition and
comment | comments is a need to define how a 1m water course is prevent uncertainty and inconsistency. Include picture
s - measured. references to inform what a "river" is.
definitions
137.005 General General Oppose Considers that data on river quality throughout the Use relevant scientific evidence of sufficient spatial
comment | comments catchment is required to understand the extent of "resolution" as a basis to inform policy.
s - fresh the problem and then determine the causes.
water
137.006 General General Oppose Concerns about cost to be borne by rural All rules that add cost to landowners be reconsidered and
comment | comments landowners with no evidence that they are the "recalibrated" with scientific evidence, whereby the more
S - cause of the issue, and the lack of information important issues are tackled instead of a "broad brush
economic available on what fees and charges GWRC will levy. | approach" to all perceived issues. A reconciliation and
cost/impac Considers that for landowners who have not yet analysis of the GWRC proposal and other local authority

t

been in a position to build a home, this plan change
is unreasonable and unfair. Concerned that
proposed changes by GWRC are out of alignment
with regulations soon to be imposed by Upper Hutt
City Council. Considers it is difficult to stay on top of
regulatory changes and is concerned that PC1 is

regulations relevant to rural landowners (e.g. UHCC PC50)
is completed to identify instances where regulation is
inconsistent.
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out of alignment with regulations soon to be
imposed by Upper Hutt City Council. Questions
which regulations have precedence where
conflicting.
137.007 General General Oppose Notes that residents deal with incursion of pest No decision requested.
comment | comments species onto their land from GWRC land and seeks
s - overall GWRC manage pests on their own land. Notes that
pest species adversely impact socking levels and
prevent landowners from increasing indigenous
biodiversity.
137.008 2 Earthwork | Oppose Considers the definition of "Earthworks" is confusing | Reinstate the exclusions as given to the other districts.
Interpreta | s and can be interpreted in multiple ways, with the
tion exceptions being more limited than those for other
districts. Considers the definition has not been
thought through enough to understand the cost and
time implications for resource consents and other
requirements, including maintenance of non-farm
accessways, and that GWRC has not provided
justification or evidence for this change.
137.009 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers that landowners should be able to Review stocking rates to allow for low intensity farming.
Te WH.R26: continue to farm at the level practicable for the land Provide information on how rates have been determined.
Whangan | Farming rather than be constrained to an arbitrary stocking Include an additional category for small breeds of cattle and
ui-a-Tara activities level. Considers that changing levels of farm activity | deer.
ona is normal for rural property farm management, and
property of that the current provisions would see some
between 4 residents say their land is incapable of reasonable
hectares use.
and 20
hectares -
permitted
activity.
137.010 2 Unplanned | Oppose Considers terminology used in this document Change the terminology of "Unplanned Greenfield Areas" to
Interpreta | greenfield describing areas such as the Akatarawa valley as "Non-Urban Areas" or "Rural Areas".
tion developm "Unplanned Greenfields Areas" is
ent misrepresentative.
137.011 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Concerns that under PC1, landowners intending to Uphold and maintain current landowner property rights and
Te WH.R13: build and live on their properties would need a delete all rules that uphold the position taken in this
Stormwate District Plan change from rural to urban to allow document about this aspect, such as Rule WH. R13.
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Whangan | rfrom new them to do so and associated uncertainty and costs.
ui-a-Tara unplanned Considers that urban zone rules are not fit for
greenfield purpose for rural areas. Considers people who live
developm in rural areas add value to the biodiversity of the
ent - area, adding to ecosystem health, including that of
prohibited the waterways.
activity.
137.012 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers there is no data to suggest low intensity Delete the registration requirement for these properties.
Te WH.R26: hobby farms and lifestyle blocks are the cause of GWRC to accept the designation of property management
Whangan | Farming poor water quality and the requirement to register plans set out in the gazette NPS-IB namely QEIl,
ui-a-Tara activities and provide information is onerous and unjustified. Conservation and other approved property management
ona Considered registration should be reserved for plans which may include small farms of 4 or more but less
property of properties where there is a risk of elevated nitrate than 20 hectares.
between 4 levels.
hectares
and 20
hectares -
permitted
activity.
137.013 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers there is no data that points to farming on Consider introducing additional categories of properties that
Te WH.R27: larger properties being the cause of poor water reflect the actual range of properties E.g. add a new
Whangan | Farming quality and notes that the RMA currently prohibits category for properties over 20 hectares that are largely
ui-a-Tara activities clearing of bush to scales that will increase erosion. unproductive and delete the requirement for this type of
on 20 Considers the requirement to register and provide a | property to be registered. Exclude land registered in the
hectares farm management plan is onerous and not justified Emissions Trading Scheme, QEIl Trust, Conservation,
or more of when residents are already incurring costs to approved property plan as per the NPS-IB.
land - maintain the land and/or regenerate indigenous
permitted biodiversity, including pest control activities, and
activity. costs could be unsustainable for the average

property owner.
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135.001 General General Oppose Supports the intention for quality regarding Stop the PC1 process immediately and engage with the
comment | comments freshwater and ecosystems but seeks an evidence- | affected communities using a proper and meaningful
S - overall based approach that supports targeted strategies consultation process once government direction is clear.
tailored for particular eco systems and
environments. Considers that PC1 fails to provide
sufficient evidence or appropriate targeting to
rationalise its implementation and would render their
land incapable of reasonable use (per section 85 of
RMA), especially for those landowners who have
yet to build on their property.
135.002 General General Oppose Notes that the coalition government intends to Stop PC1 process until the policy direction is known.
comment | comments replace the National Policy Statement for
s - current Freshwater Management and repeal the RMA
legislation reform and considers that it is unreasonable and a
waste of ratepayer funds to consult with
communities that lacks government policy direction.
135.003 General General Oppose Considers GWRC has failed to meaningfully consult | All documents related to this proposal should be
comment | comments with the community as required by the Local communicated in plain language as per the Plain Language
s - Government Act (2002) and GWRC's principles of Act (2002). Expects GWRC to meet the principles of
consultatio consultation. Considers meaningful participation consultation and engage with affected communities
n was difficult due to the lack of a summary being according to the Local Authorities Act.
made available for consultation earlier in the
process.
135.004 General General Oppose Considers a definition is needed for "river" and there | Define important terms to address lack of clear definition and
comment | comments is a need to define how a 1m water course is prevent uncertainty and inconsistency. Include picture
S - measured. references to inform what a "river” is.
definitions
135.005 General General Oppose Considers that data on river quality throughout the Use relevant scientific evidence of sufficient spatial
comment | comments catchment is required to understand the extent of "resolution" as a basis to inform policy.
s - fresh the problem and then determine the causes.
water
135.006 General General Oppose Concerns about cost to be borne by rural All rules that add cost to landowners be reconsidered and
comment | comments landowners with no evidence that they are the "recalibrated" with scientific evidence, whereby the more
S - cause of the issue, and the lack of information important issues are tackled instead of a "broad brush
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economic available on what fees and charges GWRC will levy. | approach" to all perceived issues. A reconciliation and
cost/impac Considers that for landowners who have not yet analysis of the GWRC proposal and other local authority
t been in a position to build a home, this plan change | regulations relevant to rural landowners (e.g. UHCC PC50)
is unreasonable and unfair. Concerned that is completed to identify instances where regulation is
proposed changes by GWRC are out of alignment inconsistent.
with regulations soon to be imposed by Upper Hutt
City Council. Considers it is difficult to stay on top of
regulatory changes and is concerned that PC1 is
out of alignment with regulations soon to be
imposed by Upper Hutt City Council. Questions
which regulations have precedence where
conflicting.
135.007 General General Oppose Notes that residents deal with incursion of pest No decision requested.
comment | comments species onto their land from GWRC land and seeks
s - overall GWRC manage pests on their own land. Notes that
pest species adversely impact socking levels and
prevent landowners from increasing indigenous
biodiversity.
135.008 2 Earthwork | Oppose Considers the definition of "Earthworks" is confusing | Reinstate the exclusions as given to the other districts.
Interpreta | s and can be interpreted in multiple ways, with the
tion exceptions being more limited than those for other
districts. Considers the definition has not been
thought through enough to understand the cost and
time implications for resource consents and other
requirements, including maintenance of non-farm
accessways, and that GWRC has not provided
justification or evidence for this change.
135.009 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers that landowners should be able to Review stocking rates to allow for low intensity farming.
Te WH.R26: continue to farm at the level practicable for the land Provide information on how rates have been determined.
Whangan | Farming rather than be constrained to an arbitrary stocking Include an additional category for small breeds of cattle and
ui-a-Tara activities level. Considers that changing levels of farm activity | deer.
ona is normal for rural property farm management, and
property of that the current provisions would see some
between 4 residents say their land is incapable of reasonable
hectares use.
and 20
hectares -
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permitted
activity.
135.010 2 Unplanned | Oppose Considers terminology used in this document Change the terminology of "Unplanned Greenfield Areas" to
Interpreta | greenfield describing areas such as the Akatarawa valley as "Non-Urban Areas" or "Rural Areas".
tion developm "Unplanned Greenfields Areas" is
ent misrepresentative.
135.011 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Concerns that under PC1, landowners intending to Uphold and maintain current landowner property rights and
Te WH.R13: build and live on their properties would need a delete all rules that uphold the position taken in this
Whangan | Stormwate District Plan change from rural to urban to allow document about this aspect, such as Rule WH. R13.
ui-a-Tara r from new them to do so and associated uncertainty and costs.
unplanned Considers that urban zone rules are not fit for
greenfield purpose for rural areas. Considers people who live
developm in rural areas add value to the biodiversity of the
ent - area, adding to ecosystem health, including that of
prohibited the waterways.
activity.
135.012 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers there is no data to suggest low intensity Delete the registration requirement for these properties.
Te WH.R26: hobby farms and lifestyle blocks are the cause of GWRC to accept the designation of property management
Whangan | Farming poor water quality and the requirement to register plans set out in the gazette NPS-IB namely QEII,
ui-a-Tara activities and provide information is onerous and unjustified. Conservation and other approved property management
ona Considered registration should be reserved for plans which may include small farms of 4 or more but less
property of properties where there is a risk of elevated nitrate than 20 hectares.
between 4 levels.
hectares
and 20
hectares -
permitted
activity.
135.013 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers there is no data that points to farming on Consider introducing additional categories of properties that
Te WH.R27: larger properties being the cause of poor water reflect the actual range of properties E.g. add a new
Whangan | Farming quality and notes that the RMA currently prohibits category for properties over 20 hectares that are largely
ui-a-Tara activities clearing of bush to scales that will increase erosion. unproductive and delete the requirement for this type of
on 20 Considers the requirement to register and provide a | property to be registered. Exclude land registered in the
hectares farm management plan is onerous and not justified Emissions Trading Scheme, QEIl Trust, Conservation,
or more of when residents are already incurring costs to approved property plan as per the NPS-IB.
land - maintain the land and/or regenerate indigenous
permitted biodiversity, including pest control activities, and
activity.
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costs could be unsustainable for the average
property owner.
Submission | Plan Provision | Stance Reasons Decision Requested
Point Section
121.001 General General Oppose Supports the intention for quality regarding Stop the PC1 process immediately and engage with the
comment | comments freshwater and ecosystems but seeks an evidence- affected communities using a proper and meaningful
s - overall based approach that supports targeted strategies consultation process once government direction is clear.
tailored for particular eco systems and
environments. Considers that PC1 fails to provide
sufficient evidence or appropriate targeting to
rationalise its implementation and would render their
land incapable of reasonable use (per section 85 of
RMA), especially for those landowners who have
yet to build on their property.
121.002 General General Oppose Notes that the coalition government intends to Stop PC1 process until the policy direction is known.
comment | comments replace the National Policy Statement for
s - current Freshwater Management and repeal the RMA
legislation reform and considers that it is unreasonable and a
waste of ratepayer funds to consult with
communities that lacks government policy direction.
121.003 General General Oppose Considers GWRC has failed to meaningfully consult | All documents related to this proposal should be
comment | comments with the community as required by the Local communicated in plain language as per the Plain Language
s - Government Act (2002) and GWRC's principles of Act (2002). Expects GWRC to meet the principles of
consultatio consultation. Considers meaningful participation consultation and engage with affected communities
n was difficult due to the lack of a summary being according to the Local Authorities Act.
made available for consultation earlier in the
process.
121.004 General General Oppose Considers a definition is needed for "river" and there | Define important terms to address lack of clear definition and
comment | comments is a need to define how a 1m water course is prevent uncertainty and inconsistency. Include picture
s - measured. references to inform what a "river” is.
definitions
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Decision Requested

121.005

121.006

121.007

121.008

121.009

General
comment
s

General
comment
s

General
comment
s

2
Interpreta
tion

8 Whaitua
Te
Whangan
ui-a-Tara

General
comments
- fresh
water
General
comments
economic
cost/impac
t

General
comments
- overall

Earthwork
s

Rule
WH.R26:
Farming
activities

Oppose

Oppose

Oppose

Oppose

Oppose

Considers that data on river quality throughout the
catchment is required to understand the extent of
the problem and then determine the causes.

Concerns about cost to be borne by rural
landowners with no evidence that they are the
cause of the issue, and the lack of information
available on what fees and charges GWRC will levy.
Considers that for landowners who have not yet
been in a position to build a home, this plan change
is unreasonable and unfair. Concerned that
proposed changes by GWRC are out of alignment
with regulations soon to be imposed by Upper Hultt
City Council. Considers it is difficult to stay on top of
regulatory changes and is concerned that PC1 is
out of alignment with regulations soon to be
imposed by Upper Hutt City Council. Questions
which regulations have precedence where
conflicting.

Notes that residents deal with incursion of pest
species onto their land from GWRC land and seeks
GWRC manage pests on their own land. Notes that
pest species adversely impact socking levels and
prevent landowners from increasing indigenous
biodiversity.

Considers the definition of "Earthworks" is confusing
and can be interpreted in multiple ways, with the
exceptions being more limited than those for other
districts. Considers the definition has not been
thought through enough to understand the cost and
time implications for resource consents and other
requirements, including maintenance of non-farm
accessways, and that GWRC has not provided
justification or evidence for this change.

Considers that landowners should be able to
continue to farm at the level practicable for the land
rather than be constrained to an arbitrary stocking
level. Considers that changing levels of farm activity

Use relevant scientific evidence of sufficient spatial
"resolution" as a basis to inform policy.

All rules that add cost to landowners be reconsidered and
"recalibrated" with scientific evidence, whereby the more
important issues are tackled instead of a "broad brush
approach" to all perceived issues. A reconciliation and
analysis of the GWRC proposal and other local authority
regulations relevant to rural landowners (e.g. UHCC PC50)
is completed to identify instances where regulation is
inconsistent.

No decision requested.

Reinstate the exclusions as given to the other districts.

Review stocking rates to allow for low intensity farming.
Provide information on how rates have been determined.
Include an additional category for small breeds of cattle and
deer.
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ona is normal for rural property farm management, and
property of that the current provisions would see some
between 4 residents say their land is incapable of reasonable
hectares use.
and 20
hectares -
permitted
activity.
121.010 2 Unplanned | Oppose Considers terminology used in this document Change the terminology of "Unplanned Greenfield Areas" to
Interpreta | greenfield describing areas such as the Akatarawa valley as "Non-Urban Areas" or "Rural Areas".
tion developm "Unplanned Greenfields Areas" is
ent misrepresentative.
121.011 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Concerns that under PC1, landowners intending to Uphold and maintain current landowner property rights and
Te WH.R13: build and live on their properties would need a delete all rules that uphold the position taken in this
Whangan | Stormwate District Plan change from rural to urban to allow document about this aspect, such as Rule WH. R13.
ui-a-Tara r from new them to do so and associated uncertainty and costs.
unplanned Considers that urban zone rules are not fit for
greenfield purpose for rural areas. Considers people who live
developm in rural areas add value to the biodiversity of the
ent - area, adding to ecosystem health, including that of
prohibited the waterways.
activity.
121.012 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers there is no data to suggest low intensity Delete the registration requirement for these properties.
Te WH.R26: hobby farms and lifestyle blocks are the cause of GWRC to accept the designation of property management
Whangan | Farming poor water quality and the requirement to register plans set out in the gazette NPS-IB namely QEIl,
ui-a-Tara activities and provide information is onerous and unjustified. Conservation and other approved property management
ona Considered registration should be reserved for plans which may include small farms of 4 or more but less
property of properties where there is a risk of elevated nitrate than 20 hectares.
between 4 levels.
hectares
and 20
hectares -
permitted
activity.
121.013 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers there is no data that points to farming on Consider introducing additional categories of properties that
Te WH.R27: larger properties being the cause of poor water reflect the actual range of properties E.g. add a new
Whangan | Farming quality and notes that the RMA currently prohibits category for properties over 20 hectares that are largely
ui-a-Tara activities clearing of bush to scales that will increase erosion. unproductive and delete the requirement for this type of
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on 20 Considers the requirement to register and provide a | property to be registered. Exclude land registered in the
hectares farm management plan is onerous and not justified Emissions Trading Scheme, QEII Trust, Conservation,
or more of when residents are already incurring costs to approved property plan as per the NPS-IB.
land - maintain the land and/or regenerate indigenous
permitted biodiversity, including pest control activities, and
activity. costs could be unsustainable for the average
property owner.
Submission | Plan Provision | Stance Reasons Decision Requested
Point Section
170.001 General General Oppose Supports the intention for quality regarding Stop the PC1 process immediately and engage with the
comment | comments freshwater and ecosystems but seeks an evidence- | affected communities using a proper and meaningful
s - overall based approach that supports targeted strategies consultation process once government direction is clear.
tailored for particular eco systems and
environments. Considers that PC1 fails to provide
sufficient evidence or appropriate targeting to
rationalise its implementation and would render their
land incapable of reasonable use (per section 85 of
RMA), especially for those landowners who have
yet to build on their property.
170.002 General General Oppose Notes that the coalition government intends to Stop PC1 process until the policy direction is known.
comment | comments replace the National Policy Statement for
s - current Freshwater Management and repeal the RMA
legislation reform and considers that it is unreasonable and a
waste of ratepayer funds to consult with
communities that lacks government policy direction.
170.003 General General Oppose Considers GWRC has failed to meaningfully consult | All documents related to this proposal should be
comment | comments with the community as required by the Local communicated in plain language as per the Plain Language
s - Government Act (2002) and GWRC's principles of Act (2002). Expects GWRC to meet the principles of
consultatio consultation. Considers meaningful participation consultation and engage with affected communities
n was difficult due to the lack of a summary being according to the Local Authorities Act.

made available for consultation earlier in the
process.
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170.004 General General Oppose Considers a definition is needed for "river" and there | Define important terms to address lack of clear definition and
comment | comments is a need to define how a 1m water course is prevent uncertainty and inconsistency. Include picture
s - measured. references to inform what a "river" is.
definitions
170.005 General General Oppose Considers that data on river quality throughout the Use relevant scientific evidence of sufficient spatial
comment | comments catchment is required to understand the extent of "resolution” as a basis to inform policy.
s - fresh the problem and then determine the causes.
water
170.006 General General Oppose Concerns about cost to be borne by rural All rules that add cost to landowners be reconsidered and
comment | comments landowners with no evidence that they are the "recalibrated" with scientific evidence, whereby the more
S - cause of the issue, and the lack of information important issues are tackled instead of a "broad brush
economic available on what fees and charges GWRC will levy. | approach" to all perceived issues. A reconciliation and
cost/impac Considers that for landowners who have not yet analysis of the GWRC proposal and other local authority
t been in a position to build a home, this plan change | regulations relevant to rural landowners (e.g. UHCC PC50)
is unreasonable and unfair. Concerned that is completed to identify instances where regulation is
proposed changes by GWRC are out of alignment inconsistent.
with regulations soon to be imposed by Upper Hutt
City Council. Considers it is difficult to stay on top of
regulatory changes and is concerned that PC1 is
out of alignment with regulations soon to be
imposed by Upper Hutt City Council. Questions
which regulations have precedence where
conflicting.
170.007 General General Oppose Notes that residents deal with incursion of pest No decision requested.
comment | comments species onto their land from GWRC land and seeks
s - overall GWRC manage pests on their own land. Notes that
pest species adversely impact socking levels and
prevent landowners from increasing indigenous
biodiversity.
170.008 2 Earthwork || Oppose Considers the definition of "Earthworks" is confusing | Reinstate the exclusions as given to the other districts.
Interpreta | s and can be interpreted in multiple ways, with the
tion exceptions being more limited than those for other

districts. Considers the definition has not been
thought through enough to understand the cost and
time implications for resource consents and other
requirements, including maintenance of non-farm
accessways, and that GWRC has not provided
justification or evidence for this change.
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170.009 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers that landowners should be able to Review stocking rates to allow for low intensity farming.
Te WH.R26: continue to farm at the level practicable for the land Provide information on how rates have been determined.
Whangan | Farming rather than be constrained to an arbitrary stocking Include an additional category for small breeds of cattle and
ui-a-Tara activities level. Considers that changing levels of farm activity | deer.
ona is normal for rural property farm management, and
property of that the current provisions would see some
between 4 residents say their land is incapable of reasonable
hectares use.
and 20
hectares -
permitted
activity.
170.010 2 Unplanned | Oppose Considers terminology used in this document Change the terminology of "Unplanned Greenfield Areas" to
Interpreta | greenfield describing areas such as the Akatarawa valley as "Non-Urban Areas" or "Rural Areas".
tion developm "Unplanned Greenfields Areas" is
ent misrepresentative.
170.011 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Concerns that under PC1, landowners intending to Uphold and maintain current landowner property rights and
Te WH.R13: build and live on their properties would need a delete all rules that uphold the position taken in this
Whangan | Stormwate District Plan change from rural to urban to allow document about this aspect, such as Rule WH. R13.
ui-a-Tara r from new them to do so and associated uncertainty and costs.
unplanned Considers that urban zone rules are not fit for
greenfield purpose for rural areas. Considers people who live
developm in rural areas add value to the biodiversity of the
ent - area, adding to ecosystem health, including that of
prohibited the waterways.
activity.
170.012 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers there is no data to suggest low intensity Delete the registration requirement for these properties.
Te WH.R26: hobby farms and lifestyle blocks are the cause of GWRC to accept the designation of property management
Whangan | Farming poor water quality and the requirement to register plans set out in the gazette NPS-IB namely QEII,
ui-a-Tara activities and provide information is onerous and unjustified. Conservation and other approved property management
ona Considered registration should be reserved for plans which may include small farms of 4 or more but less
property of properties where there is a risk of elevated nitrate than 20 hectares.
between 4 levels.
hectares
and 20
hectares -
permitted
activity.
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170.013 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers there is no data that points to farming on Consider introducing additional categories of properties that
Te WH.R27: larger properties being the cause of poor water reflect the actual range of properties E.g. add a new
Whangan | Farming quality and notes that the RMA currently prohibits category for properties over 20 hectares that are largely
ui-a-Tara activities clearing of bush to scales that will increase erosion. unproductive and delete the requirement for this type of
on 20 Considers the requirement to register and provide a | property to be registered. Exclude land registered in the
hectares farm management plan is onerous and not justified Emissions Trading Scheme, QEII Trust, Conservation,
or more of when residents are already incurring costs to approved property plan as per the NPS-IB.
land - maintain the land and/or regenerate indigenous
permitted biodiversity, including pest control activities, and
activity. costs could be unsustainable for the average
property owner.
Submission | Plan Provision | Stance Reasons Decision Requested
Point Section
129.001 General General Oppose Supports the intention for quality regarding Stop the PC1 process immediately and engage with the
comment | comments freshwater and ecosystems but seeks an evidence- affected communities using a proper and meaningful
s - overall based approach that supports targeted strategies consultation process once government direction is clear.
tailored for particular eco systems and
environments. Considers that PC1 fails to provide
sufficient evidence or appropriate targeting to
rationalise its implementation and would render their
land incapable of reasonable use (per section 85 of
RMA), especially for those landowners who have
yet to build on their property.
129.002 General General Oppose Notes that the coalition government intends to Stop PC1 process until the policy direction is known.
comment | comments replace the National Policy Statement for
s - current Freshwater Management and repeal the RMA
legislation reform and considers that it is unreasonable and a
waste of ratepayer funds to consult with
communities that lacks government policy direction.
129.003 General General Oppose Considers GWRC has failed to meaningfully consult | All documents related to this proposal should be
comment | comments with the community as required by the Local communicated in plain language as per the Plain Language
s - Government Act (2002) and GWRC's principles of Act (2002). Expects GWRC to meet the principles of
consultatio consultation. Considers meaningful participation consultation and engage with affected communities
n was difficult due to the lack of a summary being according to the Local Authorities Act.
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made available for consultation earlier in the
process.
129.004 General General Oppose Considers a definition is needed for "river" and there | Define important terms to address lack of clear definition and
comment | comments is a need to define how a 1m water course is prevent uncertainty and inconsistency. Include picture
S - measured. references to inform what a "river” is.
definitions
129.005 General General Oppose Considers that data on river quality throughout the Use relevant scientific evidence of sufficient spatial
comment | comments catchment is required to understand the extent of "resolution" as a basis to inform policy.
s - fresh the problem and then determine the causes.
water
129.006 General General Oppose Concerns about cost to be borne by rural All rules that add cost to landowners be reconsidered and
comment | comments landowners with no evidence that they are the "recalibrated" with scientific evidence, whereby the more
S - cause of the issue, and the lack of information important issues are tackled instead of a "broad brush
economic available on what fees and charges GWRC will levy. | approach" to all perceived issues. A reconciliation and
cost/impac Considers that for landowners who have not yet analysis of the GWRC proposal and other local authority
t been in a position to build a home, this plan change | regulations relevant to rural landowners (e.g. UHCC PC50)
is unreasonable and unfair. Concerned that is completed to identify instances where regulation is
proposed changes by GWRC are out of alignment inconsistent.
with regulations soon to be imposed by Upper Hultt
City Council. Considers it is difficult to stay on top of
regulatory changes and is concerned that PC1 is
out of alignment with regulations soon to be
imposed by Upper Hutt City Council. Questions
which regulations have precedence where
conflicting.
129.007 General General Oppose Notes that residents deal with incursion of pest No decision requested.
comment | comments species onto their land from GWRC land and seeks
S - overall GWRC manage pests on their own land. Notes that
pest species adversely impact socking levels and
prevent landowners from increasing indigenous
biodiversity.
129.008 2 Earthwork | Oppose Considers the definition of "Earthworks" is confusing | Reinstate the exclusions as given to the other districts.
Interpreta | s and can be interpreted in multiple ways, with the
tion exceptions being more limited than those for other

districts. Considers the definition has not been
thought through enough to understand the cost and
time implications for resource consents and other
requirements, including maintenance of non-farm
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accessways, and that GWRC has not provided
justification or evidence for this change.
129.009 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers that landowners should be able to Review stocking rates to allow for low intensity farming.
Te WH.R26: continue to farm at the level practicable for the land Provide information on how rates have been determined.
Whangan | Farming rather than be constrained to an arbitrary stocking Include an additional category for small breeds of cattle and
ui-a-Tara activities level. Considers that changing levels of farm activity | deer.
ona is normal for rural property farm management, and
property of that the current provisions would see some
between 4 residents say their land is incapable of reasonable
hectares use.
and 20
hectares -
permitted
activity.
129.010 2 Unplanned | Oppose Considers terminology used in this document Change the terminology of "Unplanned Greenfield Areas" to
Interpreta | greenfield describing areas such as the Akatarawa valley as "Non-Urban Areas" or "Rural Areas".
tion developm "Unplanned Greenfields Areas" is
ent misrepresentative.
129.011 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Concerns that under PC1, landowners intending to Uphold and maintain current landowner property rights and
Te WH.R13: build and live on their properties would need a delete all rules that uphold the position taken in this
Whangan | Stormwate District Plan change from rural to urban to allow document about this aspect, such as Rule WH. R13.
ui-a-Tara r from new them to do so and associated uncertainty and costs.
unplanned Considers that urban zone rules are not fit for
greenfield purpose for rural areas. Considers people who live
developm in rural areas add value to the biodiversity of the
ent - area, adding to ecosystem health, including that of
prohibited the waterways.
activity.
129.012 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers there is no data to suggest low intensity Delete the registration requirement for these properties.
Te WH.R26: hobby farms and lifestyle blocks are the cause of GWRC to accept the designation of property management
Whangan | Farming poor water quality and the requirement to register plans set out in the gazette NPS-IB namely QEII,
ui-a-Tara activities and provide information is onerous and unjustified. Conservation and other approved property management
ona Considered registration should be reserved for plans which may include small farms of 4 or more but less
property of properties where there is a risk of elevated nitrate than 20 hectares.
between 4 levels.
hectares
and 20
hectares -
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permitted
activity.
129.013 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers there is no data that points to farming on Consider introducing additional categories of properties that
Te WH.R27: larger properties being the cause of poor water reflect the actual range of properties E.g. add a new
Whangan | Farming quality and notes that the RMA currently prohibits category for properties over 20 hectares that are largely
ui-a-Tara activities clearing of bush to scales that will increase erosion. unproductive and delete the requirement for this type of
on 20 Considers the requirement to register and provide a | property to be registered. Exclude land registered in the
hectares farm management plan is onerous and not justified Emissions Trading Scheme, QEII Trust, Conservation,
or more of when residents are already incurring costs to approved property plan as per the NPS-IB.
land - maintain the land and/or regenerate indigenous
permitted biodiversity, including pest control activities, and
activity. costs could be unsustainable for the average
property owner.
Submission | Plan Provision | Stance Reasons Decision Requested
Point Section
146.001 General General Oppose Supports the intention for quality regarding Stop the PC1 process immediately and engage with the
comment | comments freshwater and ecosystems but seeks an evidence- | affected communities using a proper and meaningful
s - overall based approach that supports targeted strategies consultation process once government direction is clear.
tailored for particular eco systems and
environments. Considers that PC1 fails to provide
sufficient evidence or appropriate targeting to
rationalise its implementation and would render their
land incapable of reasonable use (per section 85 of
RMA), especially for those landowners who have
yet to build on their property.
146.002 General General Oppose Notes that the coalition government intends to Stop PC1 process until the policy direction is known.
comment | comments replace the National Policy Statement for
S - current Freshwater Management and repeal the RMA
legislation reform and considers that it is unreasonable and a
waste of ratepayer funds to consult with
communities that lacks government policy direction.
146.003 General General Oppose Considers GWRC has failed to meaningfully consult | All documents related to this proposal should be
comment | comments with the community as required by the Local communicated in plain language as per the Plain Language
s - Government Act (2002) and GWRC's principles of Act (2002). Expects GWRC to meet the principles of
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consultatio consultation. Considers meaningful participation consultation and engage with affected communities
n was difficult due to the lack of a summary being according to the Local Authorities Act.
made available for consultation earlier in the
process.
146.004 General General Oppose Considers a definition is needed for "river" and there | Define important terms to address lack of clear definition and
comment | comments is a need to define how a 1m water course is prevent uncertainty and inconsistency. Include picture
s - measured. references to inform what a "river” is.
definitions
146.005 General General Oppose Considers that data on river quality throughout the Use relevant scientific evidence of sufficient spatial
comment | comments catchment is required to understand the extent of "resolution" as a basis to inform policy.
s - fresh the problem and then determine the causes.
water
146.006 General General Oppose Concerns about cost to be borne by rural All rules that add cost to landowners be reconsidered and
comment | comments landowners with no evidence that they are the "recalibrated" with scientific evidence, whereby the more
S - cause of the issue, and the lack of information important issues are tackled instead of a "broad brush
economic available on what fees and charges GWRC will levy. | approach" to all perceived issues. A reconciliation and
cost/impac Considers that for landowners who have not yet analysis of the GWRC proposal and other local authority
t been in a position to build a home, this plan change | regulations relevant to rural landowners (e.g. UHCC PC50)
is unreasonable and unfair. Concerned that is completed to identify instances where regulation is
proposed changes by GWRC are out of alignment inconsistent.
with regulations soon to be imposed by Upper Hutt
City Council. Considers it is difficult to stay on top of
regulatory changes and is concerned that PC1 is
out of alignment with regulations soon to be
imposed by Upper Hutt City Council. Questions
which regulations have precedence where
conflicting.
146.007 General General Oppose Notes that residents deal with incursion of pest No decision requested.
comment | comments species onto their land from GWRC land and seeks
s - overall GWRC manage pests on their own land. Notes that
pest species adversely impact socking levels and
prevent landowners from increasing indigenous
biodiversity.
146.008 2 Earthwork | Oppose Considers the definition of "Earthworks" is confusing | Reinstate the exclusions as given to the other districts.
Interpreta | s and can be interpreted in multiple ways, with the
tion exceptions being more limited than those for other

districts. Considers the definition has not been
thought through enough to understand the cost and
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time implications for resource consents and other
requirements, including maintenance of non-farm
accessways, and that GWRC has not provided
justification or evidence for this change.
146.009 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers that landowners should be able to Review stocking rates to allow for low intensity farming.
Te WH.R26: continue to farm at the level practicable for the land Provide information on how rates have been determined.
Whangan | Farming rather than be constrained to an arbitrary stocking Include an additional category for small breeds of cattle and
ui-a-Tara activities level. Considers that changing levels of farm activity | deer.
ona is normal for rural property farm management, and
property of that the current provisions would see some
between 4 residents say their land is incapable of reasonable
hectares use.
and 20
hectares -
permitted
activity.
146.010 2 Unplanned | Oppose Considers terminology used in this document Change the terminology of "Unplanned Greenfield Areas" to
Interpreta | greenfield describing areas such as the Akatarawa valley as "Non-Urban Areas" or "Rural Areas".
tion developm "Unplanned Greenfields Areas" is
ent misrepresentative.
146.011 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Concerns that under PC1, landowners intending to Uphold and maintain current landowner property rights and
Te WH.R13: build and live on their properties would need a delete all rules that uphold the position taken in this
Whangan | Stormwate District Plan change from rural to urban to allow document about this aspect, such as Rule WH. R13.
ui-a-Tara r from new them to do so and associated uncertainty and costs.
unplanned Considers that urban zone rules are not fit for
greenfield purpose for rural areas. Considers people who live
developm in rural areas add value to the biodiversity of the
ent - area, adding to ecosystem health, including that of
prohibited the waterways.
activity.
146.012 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers there is no data to suggest low intensity Delete the registration requirement for these properties.
Te WH.R26: hobby farms and lifestyle blocks are the cause of GWRC to accept the designation of property management
Whangan | Farming poor water quality and the requirement to register plans set out in the gazette NPS-IB namely QEIl,
ui-a-Tara activities and provide information is onerous and unjustified. Conservation and other approved property management
ona Considered registration should be reserved for plans which may include small farms of 4 or more but less
property of properties where there is a risk of elevated nitrate than 20 hectares.
between 4 levels.
hectares
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and 20
hectares -
permitted
activity.
146.013 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers there is no data that points to farming on Consider introducing additional categories of properties that
Te WH.R27: larger properties being the cause of poor water reflect the actual range of properties E.g. add a new
Whangan | Farming quality and notes that the RMA currently prohibits category for properties over 20 hectares that are largely
ui-a-Tara activities clearing of bush to scales that will increase erosion. unproductive and delete the requirement for this type of
on 20 Considers the requirement to register and provide a | property to be registered. Exclude land registered in the
hectares farm management plan is onerous and not justified Emissions Trading Scheme, QEIl Trust, Conservation,
or more of when residents are already incurring costs to approved property plan as per the NPS-IB.
land - maintain the land and/or regenerate indigenous
permitted biodiversity, including pest control activities, and
activity. costs could be unsustainable for the average
property owner.
Submission | Plan Provision | Stance Reasons Decision Requested
Point Section
133.001 General General Oppose Supports the intention for quality regarding Stop the PC1 process immediately and engage with the
comment | comments freshwater and ecosystems but seeks an evidence- | affected communities using a proper and meaningful
S - overall based approach that supports targeted strategies consultation process once government direction is clear.
tailored for particular eco systems and
environments. Considers that PC1 fails to provide
sufficient evidence or appropriate targeting to
rationalise its implementation and would render their
land incapable of reasonable use (per section 85 of
RMA), especially for those landowners who have
yet to build on their property.
133.002 General General Oppose Notes that the coalition government intends to Stop PC1 process until the policy direction is known.
comment | comments replace the National Policy Statement for
s - current Freshwater Management and repeal the RMA
legislation reform and considers that it is unreasonable and a

waste of ratepayer funds to consult with
communities that lacks government policy direction.
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133.003 General General Oppose Considers GWRC has failed to meaningfully consult | All documents related to this proposal should be
comment | comments with the community as required by the Local communicated in plain language as per the Plain Language
s - Government Act (2002) and GWRC's principles of Act (2002). Expects GWRC to meet the principles of
consultatio consultation. Considers meaningful participation consultation and engage with affected communities
n was difficult due to the lack of a summary being according to the Local Authorities Act.
made available for consultation earlier in the
process.
133.004 General General Oppose Considers a definition is needed for "river" and there | Define important terms to address lack of clear definition and
comment | comments is a need to define how a 1m water course is prevent uncertainty and inconsistency. Include picture
s - measured. references to inform what a "river" is.
definitions
133.005 General General Oppose Considers that data on river quality throughout the Use relevant scientific evidence of sufficient spatial
comment | comments catchment is required to understand the extent of "resolution” as a basis to inform policy.
s - fresh the problem and then determine the causes.
water
133.006 General General Oppose Concerns about cost to be borne by rural All rules that add cost to landowners be reconsidered and
comment | comments landowners with no evidence that they are the "recalibrated" with scientific evidence, whereby the more
S - cause of the issue, and the lack of information important issues are tackled instead of a "broad brush
economic available on what fees and charges GWRC will levy. | approach" to all perceived issues. A reconciliation and
cost/impac Considers that for landowners who have not yet analysis of the GWRC proposal and other local authority
t been in a position to build a home, this plan change | regulations relevant to rural landowners (e.g. UHCC PC50)
is unreasonable and unfair. Concerned that is completed to identify instances where regulation is
proposed changes by GWRC are out of alignment inconsistent.
with regulations soon to be imposed by Upper Hutt
City Council. Considers it is difficult to stay on top of
regulatory changes and is concerned that PC1 is
out of alignment with regulations soon to be
imposed by Upper Hutt City Council. Questions
which regulations have precedence where
conflicting.
133.007 General General Oppose Notes that residents deal with incursion of pest No decision requested.
comment | comments species onto their land from GWRC land and seeks
s - overall GWRC manage pests on their own land. Notes that

pest species adversely impact socking levels and
prevent landowners from increasing indigenous
biodiversity.
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133.008 2 Earthwork || Oppose Considers the definition of "Earthworks" is confusing | Reinstate the exclusions as given to the other districts.
Interpreta | s and can be interpreted in multiple ways, with the
tion exceptions being more limited than those for other
districts. Considers the definition has not been
thought through enough to understand the cost and
time implications for resource consents and other
requirements, including maintenance of non-farm
accessways, and that GWRC has not provided
justification or evidence for this change.
133.009 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers that landowners should be able to Review stocking rates to allow for low intensity farming.
Te WH.R26: continue to farm at the level practicable for the land Provide information on how rates have been determined.
Whangan | Farming rather than be constrained to an arbitrary stocking Include an additional category for small breeds of cattle and
ui-a-Tara activities level. Considers that changing levels of farm activity | deer.
ona is normal for rural property farm management, and
property of that the current provisions would see some
between 4 residents say their land is incapable of reasonable
hectares use.
and 20
hectares -
permitted
activity.
133.010 2 Unplanned | Oppose Considers terminology used in this document Change the terminology of "Unplanned Greenfield Areas" to
Interpreta | greenfield describing areas such as the Akatarawa valley as "Non-Urban Areas" or "Rural Areas".
tion developm "Unplanned Greenfields Areas" is
ent misrepresentative.
133.011 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Concerns that under PC1, landowners intending to Uphold and maintain current landowner property rights and
Te WH.R13: build and live on their properties would need a delete all rules that uphold the position taken in this
Whangan | Stormwate District Plan change from rural to urban to allow document about this aspect, such as Rule WH. R13.
ui-a-Tara r from new them to do so and associated uncertainty and costs.
unplanned Considers that urban zone rules are not fit for
greenfield purpose for rural areas. Considers people who live
developm in rural areas add value to the biodiversity of the
ent - area, adding to ecosystem health, including that of
prohibited the waterways.
activity.
133.012 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers there is no data to suggest low intensity Delete the registration requirement for these properties.
Te WH.R26: hobby farms and lifestyle blocks are the cause of GWRC to accept the designation of property management
Farming poor water quality and the requirement to register plans set out in the gazette NPS-IB namely QEII,
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Whangan | activities and provide information is onerous and unjustified. Conservation and other approved property management
ui-a-Tara ona Considered registration should be reserved for plans which may include small farms of 4 or more but less
property of properties where there is a risk of elevated nitrate than 20 hectares.
between 4 levels.
hectares
and 20
hectares -
permitted
activity.
133.013 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers there is no data that points to farming on Consider introducing additional categories of properties that
Te WH.R27: larger properties being the cause of poor water reflect the actual range of properties E.g. add a new
Whangan | Farming quality and notes that the RMA currently prohibits category for properties over 20 hectares that are largely
ui-a-Tara activities clearing of bush to scales that will increase erosion. unproductive and delete the requirement for this type of
on 20 Considers the requirement to register and provide a | property to be registered. Exclude land registered in the
hectares farm management plan is onerous and not justified Emissions Trading Scheme, QEII Trust, Conservation,
or more of when residents are already incurring costs to approved property plan as per the NPS-IB.
land - maintain the land and/or regenerate indigenous
permitted biodiversity, including pest control activities, and
activity. costs could be unsustainable for the average
property owner.
Submission | Plan Provision | Stance Reasons Decision Requested
Point Section
136.001 General General Oppose Supports the intention for quality regarding Stop the PC1 process immediately and engage with the
comment | comments freshwater and ecosystems but seeks an evidence- | affected communities using a proper and meaningful
s - overall based approach that supports targeted strategies consultation process once government direction is clear.

tailored for particular eco systems and
environments. Considers that PC1 fails to provide
sufficient evidence or appropriate targeting to
rationalise its implementation and would render their
land incapable of reasonable use (per section 85 of
RMA), especially for those landowners who have
yet to build on their property.
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136.002 General General Oppose Notes that the coalition government intends to Stop PC1 process until the policy direction is known.
comment | comments replace the National Policy Statement for
s - current Freshwater Management and repeal the RMA
legislation reform and considers that it is unreasonable and a
waste of ratepayer funds to consult with
communities that lacks government policy direction.
136.003 General General Oppose Considers GWRC has failed to meaningfully consult | All documents related to this proposal should be
comment | comments with the community as required by the Local communicated in plain language as per the Plain Language
s - Government Act (2002) and GWRC's principles of Act (2002). Expects GWRC to meet the principles of
consultatio consultation. Considers meaningful participation consultation and engage with affected communities
n was difficult due to the lack of a summary being according to the Local Authorities Act.
made available for consultation earlier in the
process.
136.004 General General Oppose Considers a definition is needed for "river" and there | Define important terms to address lack of clear definition and
comment | comments is a need to define how a 1m water course is prevent uncertainty and inconsistency. Include picture
s - measured. references to inform what a "river” is.
definitions
136.005 General General Oppose Considers that data on river quality throughout the Use relevant scientific evidence of sufficient spatial
comment | comments catchment is required to understand the extent of "resolution" as a basis to inform policy.
s - fresh the problem and then determine the causes.
water
136.006 General General Oppose Concerns about cost to be borne by rural All rules that add cost to landowners be reconsidered and
comment | comments landowners with no evidence that they are the "recalibrated" with scientific evidence, whereby the more
S - cause of the issue, and the lack of information important issues are tackled instead of a "broad brush
economic available on what fees and charges GWRC will levy. | approach" to all perceived issues. A reconciliation and
cost/impac Considers that for landowners who have not yet analysis of the GWRC proposal and other local authority

t

been in a position to build a home, this plan change
is unreasonable and unfair. Concerned that
proposed changes by GWRC are out of alignment
with regulations soon to be imposed by Upper Hutt
City Council. Considers it is difficult to stay on top of
regulatory changes and is concerned that PC1 is
out of alignment with regulations soon to be
imposed by Upper Hutt City Council. Questions
which regulations have precedence where
conflicting.

regulations relevant to rural landowners (e.g. UHCC PC50)
is completed to identify instances where regulation is
inconsistent.
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136.007 General General Oppose Notes that residents deal with incursion of pest No decision requested.
comment | comments species onto their land from GWRC land and seeks
s - overall GWRC manage pests on their own land. Notes that
pest species adversely impact socking levels and
prevent landowners from increasing indigenous
biodiversity.
136.008 2 Earthwork || Oppose Considers the definition of "Earthworks" is confusing | Reinstate the exclusions as given to the other districts.
Interpreta | s and can be interpreted in multiple ways, with the
tion exceptions being more limited than those for other
districts. Considers the definition has not been
thought through enough to understand the cost and
time implications for resource consents and other
requirements, including maintenance of non-farm
accessways, and that GWRC has not provided
justification or evidence for this change.
136.009 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers that landowners should be able to Review stocking rates to allow for low intensity farming.
Te WH.R26: continue to farm at the level practicable for the land Provide information on how rates have been determined.
Whangan | Farming rather than be constrained to an arbitrary stocking Include an additional category for small breeds of cattle and
ui-a-Tara activities level. Considers that changing levels of farm activity | deer.
ona is normal for rural property farm management, and
property of that the current provisions would see some
between 4 residents say their land is incapable of reasonable
hectares use.
and 20
hectares -
permitted
activity.
136.010 2 Unplanned | Oppose Considers terminology used in this document Change the terminology of "Unplanned Greenfield Areas" to
Interpreta | greenfield describing areas such as the Akatarawa valley as "Non-Urban Areas" or "Rural Areas".
tion developm "Unplanned Greenfields Areas" is
ent misrepresentative.
136.011 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Concerns that under PC1, landowners intending to Uphold and maintain current landowner property rights and
Te WH.R13: build and live on their properties would need a delete all rules that uphold the position taken in this
Whangan | Stormwate District Plan change from rural to urban to allow document about this aspect, such as Rule WH. R13.
ui-a-Tara r from new them to do so and associated uncertainty and costs.
unplanned Considers that urban zone rules are not fit for
greenfield purpose for rural areas. Considers people who live
developm in rural areas add value to the biodiversity of the
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ent - area, adding to ecosystem health, including that of
prohibited the waterways.
activity.
136.012 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers there is no data to suggest low intensity Delete the registration requirement for these properties.
Te WH.R26: hobby farms and lifestyle blocks are the cause of GWRC to accept the designation of property management
Whangan | Farming poor water quality and the requirement to register plans set out in the gazette NPS-IB namely QEII,
ui-a-Tara activities and provide information is onerous and unjustified. Conservation and other approved property management
ona Considered registration should be reserved for plans which may include small farms of 4 or more but less
property of properties where there is a risk of elevated nitrate than 20 hectares.
between 4 levels.
hectares
and 20
hectares -
permitted
activity.
136.013 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers there is no data that points to farming on Consider introducing additional categories of properties that
Te WH.R27: larger properties being the cause of poor water reflect the actual range of properties E.g. add a new
Whangan | Farming quality and notes that the RMA currently prohibits category for properties over 20 hectares that are largely
ui-a-Tara activities clearing of bush to scales that will increase erosion. unproductive and delete the requirement for this type of
on 20 Considers the requirement to register and provide a | property to be registered. Exclude land registered in the
hectares farm management plan is onerous and not justified Emissions Trading Scheme, QEII Trust, Conservation,
or more of when residents are already incurring costs to approved property plan as per the NPS-IB.
land - maintain the land and/or regenerate indigenous
permitted biodiversity, including pest control activities, and
activity. costs could be unsustainable for the average
property owner.
Submission | Plan Provision | Stance Reasons Decision Requested
Point Section
145.001 General General Oppose Supports the intention for quality regarding Stop the PC1 process immediately and engage with the
comment | comments freshwater and ecosystems but seeks an evidence- affected communities using a proper and meaningful
s - overall based approach that supports targeted strategies consultation process once government direction is clear.

tailored for particular eco systems and
environments. Considers that PC1 fails to provide
sufficient evidence or appropriate targeting to
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rationalise its implementation and would render their
land incapable of reasonable use (per section 85 of
RMA), especially for those landowners who have
yet to build on their property.
145.002 General General Oppose Notes that the coalition government intends to Stop PC1 process until the policy direction is known.
comment | comments replace the National Policy Statement for
s - current Freshwater Management and repeal the RMA
legislation reform and considers that it is unreasonable and a
waste of ratepayer funds to consult with
communities that lacks government policy direction.
145.003 General General Oppose Considers GWRC has failed to meaningfully consult | All documents related to this proposal should be
comment | comments with the community as required by the Local communicated in plain language as per the Plain Language
s - Government Act (2002) and GWRC's principles of Act (2002). Expects GWRC to meet the principles of
consultatio consultation. Considers meaningful participation consultation and engage with affected communities
n was difficult due to the lack of a summary being according to the Local Authorities Act.
made available for consultation earlier in the
process.
145.004 General General Oppose Considers a definition is needed for "river" and there | Define important terms to address lack of clear definition and
comment | comments is a need to define how a 1m water course is prevent uncertainty and inconsistency. Include picture
S - measured. references to inform what a "river” is.
definitions
145.005 General General Oppose Considers that data on river quality throughout the Use relevant scientific evidence of sufficient spatial
comment | comments catchment is required to understand the extent of "resolution" as a basis to inform policy.
s - fresh the problem and then determine the causes.
water
145.006 General General Oppose Concerns about cost to be borne by rural All rules that add cost to landowners be reconsidered and
comment | comments landowners with no evidence that they are the "recalibrated" with scientific evidence, whereby the more
S - cause of the issue, and the lack of information important issues are tackled instead of a "broad brush
economic available on what fees and charges GWRC will levy. | approach” to all perceived issues. A reconciliation and
cost/impac Considers that for landowners who have not yet analysis of the GWRC proposal and other local authority

t

been in a position to build a home, this plan change
is unreasonable and unfair. Concerned that
proposed changes by GWRC are out of alignment
with regulations soon to be imposed by Upper Hutt
City Council. Considers it is difficult to stay on top of
regulatory changes and is concerned that PC1 is
out of alignment with regulations soon to be
imposed by Upper Hutt City Council. Questions

regulations relevant to rural landowners (e.g. UHCC PC50)
is completed to identify instances where regulation is
inconsistent.
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which regulations have precedence where
conflicting.
145.007 General General Oppose Notes that residents deal with incursion of pest No decision requested.
comment | comments species onto their land from GWRC land and seeks
S - overall GWRC manage pests on their own land. Notes that
pest species adversely impact socking levels and
prevent landowners from increasing indigenous
biodiversity.
145.008 2 Earthwork | Oppose Considers the definition of "Earthworks" is confusing | Reinstate the exclusions as given to the other districts.
Interpreta | s and can be interpreted in multiple ways, with the
tion exceptions being more limited than those for other
districts. Considers the definition has not been
thought through enough to understand the cost and
time implications for resource consents and other
requirements, including maintenance of non-farm
accessways, and that GWRC has not provided
justification or evidence for this change.
145.009 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers that landowners should be able to Review stocking rates to allow for low intensity farming.
Te WH.R26: continue to farm at the level practicable for the land Provide information on how rates have been determined.
Whangan | Farming rather than be constrained to an arbitrary stocking Include an additional category for small breeds of cattle and
ui-a-Tara activities level. Considers that changing levels of farm activity | deer.
ona is normal for rural property farm management, and
property of that the current provisions would see some
between 4 residents say their land is incapable of reasonable
hectares use.
and 20
hectares -
permitted
activity.
145.010 2 Unplanned | Oppose Considers terminology used in this document Change the terminology of "Unplanned Greenfield Areas" to
Interpreta | greenfield describing areas such as the Akatarawa valley as "Non-Urban Areas" or "Rural Areas".
tion developm "Unplanned Greenfields Areas" is
ent misrepresentative.
145.011 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Concerns that under PC1, landowners intending to Uphold and maintain current landowner property rights and
Te WH.R13: build and live on their properties would need a delete all rules that uphold the position taken in this
Whangan | Stormwate District Plan change from rural to urban to allow document about this aspect, such as Rule WH. R13.
ui-a-Tara r from new them to do so and associated uncertainty and costs.
unplanned Considers that urban zone rules are not fit for
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greenfield purpose for rural areas. Considers people who live
developm in rural areas add value to the biodiversity of the
ent - area, adding to ecosystem health, including that of
prohibited the waterways.
activity.
145.012 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers there is no data to suggest low intensity Delete the registration requirement for these properties.
Te WH.R26: hobby farms and lifestyle blocks are the cause of GWRC to accept the designation of property management
Whangan | Farming poor water quality and the requirement to register plans set out in the gazette NPS-IB namely QEII,
ui-a-Tara activities and provide information is onerous and unjustified. Conservation and other approved property management
ona Considered registration should be reserved for plans which may include small farms of 4 or more but less
property of properties where there is a risk of elevated nitrate than 20 hectares.
between 4 levels.
hectares
and 20
hectares -
permitted
activity.
145.013 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers there is no data that points to farming on Consider introducing additional categories of properties that
Te WH.R27: larger properties being the cause of poor water reflect the actual range of properties E.g. add a new
Whangan | Farming quality and notes that the RMA currently prohibits category for properties over 20 hectares that are largely
ui-a-Tara activities clearing of bush to scales that will increase erosion. unproductive and delete the requirement for this type of
on 20 Considers the requirement to register and provide a | property to be registered. Exclude land registered in the
hectares farm management plan is onerous and not justified Emissions Trading Scheme, QEII Trust, Conservation,
or more of when residents are already incurring costs to approved property plan as per the NPS-IB.
land - maintain the land and/or regenerate indigenous
permitted biodiversity, including pest control activities, and
activity. costs could be unsustainable for the average
property owner.
Submission | Plan Provision | Stance Reasons Decision Requested
Point Section
174.001 General General Oppose Supports the intention for quality regarding Stop the PC1 process immediately and engage with the
comment | comments freshwater and ecosystems but seeks an evidence- | affected communities using a proper and meaningful
s - overall based approach that supports targeted strategies consultation process once government direction is clear.

tailored for particular eco systems and
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environments. Considers that PC1 fails to provide
sufficient evidence or appropriate targeting to
rationalise its implementation and would render their
land incapable of reasonable use (per section 85 of
RMA), especially for those landowners who have
yet to build on their property.
174.002 General General Oppose Notes that the coalition government intends to Stop PC1 process until the policy direction is known.
comment | comments replace the National Policy Statement for
s - current Freshwater Management and repeal the RMA
legislation reform and considers that it is unreasonable and a
waste of ratepayer funds to consult with
communities that lacks government policy direction.
174.003 General General Oppose Considers GWRC has failed to meaningfully consult | All documents related to this proposal should be
comment | comments with the community as required by the Local communicated in plain language as per the Plain Language
s - Government Act (2002) and GWRC's principles of Act (2002). Expects GWRC to meet the principles of
consultatio consultation. Considers meaningful participation consultation and engage with affected communities
n was difficult due to the lack of a summary being according to the Local Authorities Act.
made available for consultation earlier in the
process.
174.004 General General Oppose Considers a definition is needed for "river" and there | Define important terms to address lack of clear definition and
comment | comments is a need to define how a 1m water course is prevent uncertainty and inconsistency. Include picture
s - measured. references to inform what a "river" is.
definitions
174.005 General General Oppose Considers that data on river quality throughout the Use relevant scientific evidence of sufficient spatial
comment | comments catchment is required to understand the extent of "resolution" as a basis to inform policy.
s - fresh the problem and then determine the causes.
water
174.006 General General Oppose Concerns about cost to be borne by rural All rules that add cost to landowners be reconsidered and
comment | comments landowners with no evidence that they are the "recalibrated" with scientific evidence, whereby the more
S - cause of the issue, and the lack of information important issues are tackled instead of a "broad brush
economic available on what fees and charges GWRC will levy. | approach" to all perceived issues. A reconciliation and
cost/impac Considers that for landowners who have not yet analysis of the GWRC proposal and other local authority

t

been in a position to build a home, this plan change
is unreasonable and unfair. Concerned that
proposed changes by GWRC are out of alignment
with regulations soon to be imposed by Upper Hutt
City Council. Considers it is difficult to stay on top of
regulatory changes and is concerned that PC1 is

regulations relevant to rural landowners (e.g. UHCC PC50)
is completed to identify instances where regulation is
inconsistent.
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out of alignment with regulations soon to be
imposed by Upper Hutt City Council. Questions
which regulations have precedence where
conflicting.
174.007 General General Oppose Notes that residents deal with incursion of pest No decision requested.
comment | comments species onto their land from GWRC land and seeks
s - overall GWRC manage pests on their own land. Notes that
pest species adversely impact socking levels and
prevent landowners from increasing indigenous
biodiversity.
174.008 2 Earthwork | Oppose Considers the definition of "Earthworks" is confusing | Reinstate the exclusions as given to the other districts.
Interpreta | s and can be interpreted in multiple ways, with the
tion exceptions being more limited than those for other
districts. Considers the definition has not been
thought through enough to understand the cost and
time implications for resource consents and other
requirements, including maintenance of non-farm
accessways, and that GWRC has not provided
justification or evidence for this change.
174.009 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers that landowners should be able to Review stocking rates to allow for low intensity farming.
Te WH.R26: continue to farm at the level practicable for the land Provide information on how rates have been determined.
Whangan | Farming rather than be constrained to an arbitrary stocking Include an additional category for small breeds of cattle and
ui-a-Tara activities level. Considers that changing levels of farm activity | deer.
ona is normal for rural property farm management, and
property of that the current provisions would see some
between 4 residents say their land is incapable of reasonable
hectares use.
and 20
hectares -
permitted
activity.
174.010 2 Unplanned | Oppose Considers terminology used in this document Change the terminology of "Unplanned Greenfield Areas" to
Interpreta | greenfield describing areas such as the Akatarawa valley as "Non-Urban Areas" or "Rural Areas".
tion developm "Unplanned Greenfields Areas" is
ent misrepresentative.
174.011 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Concerns that under PC1, landowners intending to Uphold and maintain current landowner property rights and
Te WH.R13: build and live on their properties would need a delete all rules that uphold the position taken in this
Stormwate District Plan change from rural to urban to allow document about this aspect, such as Rule WH. R13.
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Whangan | rfrom new them to do so and associated uncertainty and costs.
ui-a-Tara unplanned Considers that urban zone rules are not fit for
greenfield purpose for rural areas. Considers people who live
developm in rural areas add value to the biodiversity of the
ent - area, adding to ecosystem health, including that of
prohibited the waterways.
activity.
174.012 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers there is no data to suggest low intensity Delete the registration requirement for these properties.
Te WH.R26: hobby farms and lifestyle blocks are the cause of GWRC to accept the designation of property management
Whangan | Farming poor water quality and the requirement to register plans set out in the gazette NPS-IB namely QEIl,
ui-a-Tara activities and provide information is onerous and unjustified. Conservation and other approved property management
ona Considered registration should be reserved for plans which may include small farms of 4 or more but less
property of properties where there is a risk of elevated nitrate than 20 hectares.
between 4 levels.
hectares
and 20
hectares -
permitted
activity.
174.013 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers there is no data that points to farming on Consider introducing additional categories of properties that
Te WH.R27: larger properties being the cause of poor water reflect the actual range of properties E.g. add a new
Whangan | Farming quality and notes that the RMA currently prohibits category for properties over 20 hectares that are largely
ui-a-Tara activities clearing of bush to scales that will increase erosion. unproductive and delete the requirement for this type of
on 20 Considers the requirement to register and provide a | property to be registered. Exclude land registered in the
hectares farm management plan is onerous and not justified Emissions Trading Scheme, QEIl Trust, Conservation,
or more of when residents are already incurring costs to approved property plan as per the NPS-IB.
land - maintain the land and/or regenerate indigenous
permitted biodiversity, including pest control activities, and
activity. costs could be unsustainable for the average

property owner.
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142.001 General General Oppose Supports the intention for quality regarding Stop the PC1 process immediately and engage with the
comment | comments freshwater and ecosystems but seeks an evidence- | affected communities using a proper and meaningful
S - overall based approach that supports targeted strategies consultation process once government direction is clear.
tailored for particular eco systems and
environments. Considers that PC1 fails to provide
sufficient evidence or appropriate targeting to
rationalise its implementation and would render their
land incapable of reasonable use (per section 85 of
RMA), especially for those landowners who have
yet to build on their property.
142.002 General General Oppose Notes that the coalition government intends to Stop PC1 process until the policy direction is known.
comment | comments replace the National Policy Statement for
s - current Freshwater Management and repeal the RMA
legislation reform and considers that it is unreasonable and a
waste of ratepayer funds to consult with
communities that lacks government policy direction.
142.003 General General Oppose Considers GWRC has failed to meaningfully consult | All documents related to this proposal should be
comment | comments with the community as required by the Local communicated in plain language as per the Plain Language
s - Government Act (2002) and GWRC's principles of Act (2002). Expects GWRC to meet the principles of
consultatio consultation. Considers meaningful participation consultation and engage with affected communities
n was difficult due to the lack of a summary being according to the Local Authorities Act.
made available for consultation earlier in the
process.
142.004 General General Oppose Considers a definition is needed for "river" and there | Define important terms to address lack of clear definition and
comment | comments is a need to define how a 1m water course is prevent uncertainty and inconsistency. Include picture
S - measured. references to inform what a "river” is.
definitions
142.005 General General Oppose Considers that data on river quality throughout the Use relevant scientific evidence of sufficient spatial
comment | comments catchment is required to understand the extent of "resolution" as a basis to inform policy.
s - fresh the problem and then determine the causes.
water
142.006 General General Oppose Concerns about cost to be borne by rural All rules that add cost to landowners be reconsidered and
comment | comments landowners with no evidence that they are the "recalibrated" with scientific evidence, whereby the more
S - cause of the issue, and the lack of information important issues are tackled instead of a "broad brush
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economic available on what fees and charges GWRC will levy. | approach" to all perceived issues. A reconciliation and
cost/impac Considers that for landowners who have not yet analysis of the GWRC proposal and other local authority
t been in a position to build a home, this plan change | regulations relevant to rural landowners (e.g. UHCC PC50)
is unreasonable and unfair. Concerned that is completed to identify instances where regulation is
proposed changes by GWRC are out of alignment inconsistent.
with regulations soon to be imposed by Upper Hutt
City Council. Considers it is difficult to stay on top of
regulatory changes and is concerned that PC1 is
out of alignment with regulations soon to be
imposed by Upper Hutt City Council. Questions
which regulations have precedence where
conflicting.
142.007 General General Oppose Notes that residents deal with incursion of pest No decision requested.
comment | comments species onto their land from GWRC land and seeks
s - overall GWRC manage pests on their own land. Notes that
pest species adversely impact socking levels and
prevent landowners from increasing indigenous
biodiversity.
142.008 2 Earthwork | Oppose Considers the definition of "Earthworks" is confusing | Reinstate the exclusions as given to the other districts.
Interpreta | s and can be interpreted in multiple ways, with the
tion exceptions being more limited than those for other
districts. Considers the definition has not been
thought through enough to understand the cost and
time implications for resource consents and other
requirements, including maintenance of non-farm
accessways, and that GWRC has not provided
justification or evidence for this change.
142.009 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers that landowners should be able to Review stocking rates to allow for low intensity farming.
Te WH.R26: continue to farm at the level practicable for the land Provide information on how rates have been determined.
Whangan | Farming rather than be constrained to an arbitrary stocking Include an additional category for small breeds of cattle and
ui-a-Tara activities level. Considers that changing levels of farm activity | deer.
ona is normal for rural property farm management, and
property of that the current provisions would see some
between 4 residents say their land is incapable of reasonable
hectares use.
and 20
hectares -
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permitted
activity.
142.010 2 Unplanned | Oppose Considers terminology used in this document Change the terminology of "Unplanned Greenfield Areas" to
Interpreta | greenfield describing areas such as the Akatarawa valley as "Non-Urban Areas" or "Rural Areas".
tion developm "Unplanned Greenfields Areas" is
ent misrepresentative.
142.011 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Concerns that under PC1, landowners intending to Uphold and maintain current landowner property rights and
Te WH.R13: build and live on their properties would need a delete all rules that uphold the position taken in this
Whangan | Stormwate District Plan change from rural to urban to allow document about this aspect, such as Rule WH. R13.
ui-a-Tara r from new them to do so and associated uncertainty and costs.
unplanned Considers that urban zone rules are not fit for
greenfield purpose for rural areas. Considers people who live
developm in rural areas add value to the biodiversity of the
ent - area, adding to ecosystem health, including that of
prohibited the waterways.
activity.
142.012 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers there is no data to suggest low intensity Delete the registration requirement for these properties.
Te WH.R26: hobby farms and lifestyle blocks are the cause of GWRC to accept the designation of property management
Whangan | Farming poor water quality and the requirement to register plans set out in the gazette NPS-IB namely QEII,
ui-a-Tara activities and provide information is onerous and unjustified. Conservation and other approved property management
ona Considered registration should be reserved for plans which may include small farms of 4 or more but less
property of properties where there is a risk of elevated nitrate than 20 hectares.
between 4 levels.
hectares
and 20
hectares -
permitted
activity.
142.013 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers there is no data that points to farming on Consider introducing additional categories of properties that
Te WH.R27: larger properties being the cause of poor water reflect the actual range of properties E.g. add a new
Whangan | Farming quality and notes that the RMA currently prohibits category for properties over 20 hectares that are largely
ui-a-Tara activities clearing of bush to scales that will increase erosion. unproductive and delete the requirement for this type of
on 20 Considers the requirement to register and provide a | property to be registered. Exclude land registered in the
hectares farm management plan is onerous and not justified Emissions Trading Scheme, QEIl Trust, Conservation,
or more of when residents are already incurring costs to approved property plan as per the NPS-IB.
land - maintain the land and/or regenerate indigenous
permitted biodiversity, including pest control activities, and
activity.
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costs could be unsustainable for the average
property owner.
Submission | Plan Provision | Stance Reasons Decision Requested
Point Section
148.001 General General Oppose Supports the intention for quality regarding Stop the PC1 process immediately and engage with the
comment | comments freshwater and ecosystems but seeks an evidence- affected communities using a proper and meaningful
s - overall based approach that supports targeted strategies consultation process once government direction is clear.
tailored for particular eco systems and
environments. Considers that PC1 fails to provide
sufficient evidence or appropriate targeting to
rationalise its implementation and would render their
land incapable of reasonable use (per section 85 of
RMA), especially for those landowners who have
yet to build on their property.
148.002 General General Oppose Notes that the coalition government intends to Stop PC1 process until the policy direction is known.
comment | comments replace the National Policy Statement for
s - current Freshwater Management and repeal the RMA
legislation reform and considers that it is unreasonable and a
waste of ratepayer funds to consult with
communities that lacks government policy direction.
148.003 General General Oppose Considers GWRC has failed to meaningfully consult | All documents related to this proposal should be
comment | comments with the community as required by the Local communicated in plain language as per the Plain Language
s - Government Act (2002) and GWRC's principles of Act (2002). Expects GWRC to meet the principles of
consultatio consultation. Considers meaningful participation consultation and engage with affected communities
n was difficult due to the lack of a summary being according to the Local Authorities Act.
made available for consultation earlier in the
process.
148.004 General General Oppose Considers a definition is needed for "river" and there | Define important terms to address lack of clear definition and
comment | comments is a need to define how a 1m water course is prevent uncertainty and inconsistency. Include picture
s - measured. references to inform what a "river” is.
definitions
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Decision Requested

148.005

148.006

148.007

148.008

148.009

General
comment
s

General
comment
s

General
comment
s

2
Interpreta
tion

8 Whaitua
Te
Whangan
ui-a-Tara

General
comments
- fresh
water
General
comments
economic
cost/impac
t

General
comments
- overall

Earthwork
s

Rule
WH.R26:
Farming
activities

Oppose

Oppose

Oppose

Oppose

Oppose

Considers that data on river quality throughout the
catchment is required to understand the extent of
the problem and then determine the causes.

Concerns about cost to be borne by rural
landowners with no evidence that they are the
cause of the issue, and the lack of information
available on what fees and charges GWRC will levy.
Considers that for landowners who have not yet
been in a position to build a home, this plan change
is unreasonable and unfair. Concerned that
proposed changes by GWRC are out of alignment
with regulations soon to be imposed by Upper Hultt
City Council. Considers it is difficult to stay on top of
regulatory changes and is concerned that PC1 is
out of alignment with regulations soon to be
imposed by Upper Hutt City Council. Questions
which regulations have precedence where
conflicting.

Notes that residents deal with incursion of pest
species onto their land from GWRC land and seeks
GWRC manage pests on their own land. Notes that
pest species adversely impact socking levels and
prevent landowners from increasing indigenous
biodiversity.

Considers the definition of "Earthworks" is confusing
and can be interpreted in multiple ways, with the
exceptions being more limited than those for other
districts. Considers the definition has not been
thought through enough to understand the cost and
time implications for resource consents and other
requirements, including maintenance of non-farm
accessways, and that GWRC has not provided
justification or evidence for this change.

Considers that landowners should be able to
continue to farm at the level practicable for the land
rather than be constrained to an arbitrary stocking
level. Considers that changing levels of farm activity

Use relevant scientific evidence of sufficient spatial
"resolution" as a basis to inform policy.

All rules that add cost to landowners be reconsidered and
"recalibrated" with scientific evidence, whereby the more
important issues are tackled instead of a "broad brush
approach" to all perceived issues. A reconciliation and
analysis of the GWRC proposal and other local authority
regulations relevant to rural landowners (e.g. UHCC PC50)
is completed to identify instances where regulation is
inconsistent.

No decision requested.

Reinstate the exclusions as given to the other districts.

Review stocking rates to allow for low intensity farming.
Provide information on how rates have been determined.
Include an additional category for small breeds of cattle and
deer.
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ona is normal for rural property farm management, and
property of that the current provisions would see some
between 4 residents say their land is incapable of reasonable
hectares use.
and 20
hectares -
permitted
activity.
148.010 2 Unplanned | Oppose Considers terminology used in this document Change the terminology of "Unplanned Greenfield Areas" to
Interpreta | greenfield describing areas such as the Akatarawa valley as "Non-Urban Areas" or "Rural Areas".
tion developm "Unplanned Greenfields Areas" is
ent misrepresentative.
148.011 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Concerns that under PC1, landowners intending to Uphold and maintain current landowner property rights and
Te WH.R13: build and live on their properties would need a delete all rules that uphold the position taken in this
Whangan | Stormwate District Plan change from rural to urban to allow document about this aspect, such as Rule WH. R13.
ui-a-Tara r from new them to do so and associated uncertainty and costs.
unplanned Considers that urban zone rules are not fit for
greenfield purpose for rural areas. Considers people who live
developm in rural areas add value to the biodiversity of the
ent - area, adding to ecosystem health, including that of
prohibited the waterways.
activity.
148.012 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers there is no data to suggest low intensity Delete the registration requirement for these properties.
Te WH.R26: hobby farms and lifestyle blocks are the cause of GWRC to accept the designation of property management
Whangan | Farming poor water quality and the requirement to register plans set out in the gazette NPS-IB namely QEIl,
ui-a-Tara activities and provide information is onerous and unjustified. Conservation and other approved property management
ona Considered registration should be reserved for plans which may include small farms of 4 or more but less
property of properties where there is a risk of elevated nitrate than 20 hectares.
between 4 levels.
hectares
and 20
hectares -
permitted
activity.
148.013 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers there is no data that points to farming on Consider introducing additional categories of properties that
Te WH.R27: larger properties being the cause of poor water reflect the actual range of properties E.g. add a new
Whangan | Farming quality and notes that the RMA currently prohibits category for properties over 20 hectares that are largely
ui-a-Tara activities clearing of bush to scales that will increase erosion. unproductive and delete the requirement for this type of
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on 20 Considers the requirement to register and provide a | property to be registered. Exclude land registered in the
hectares farm management plan is onerous and not justified Emissions Trading Scheme, QEII Trust, Conservation,
or more of when residents are already incurring costs to approved property plan as per the NPS-IB.
land - maintain the land and/or regenerate indigenous
permitted biodiversity, including pest control activities, and
activity. costs could be unsustainable for the average
property owner.
Submission | Plan Provision | Stance Reasons Decision Requested
Point Section
122.001 General General Oppose Supports the intention for quality regarding Stop the PC1 process immediately and engage with the
comment | comments freshwater and ecosystems but seeks an evidence- | affected communities using a proper and meaningful
s - overall based approach that supports targeted strategies consultation process once government direction is clear.
tailored for particular eco systems and
environments. Considers that PC1 fails to provide
sufficient evidence or appropriate targeting to
rationalise its implementation and would render their
land incapable of reasonable use (per section 85 of
RMA), especially for those landowners who have
yet to build on their property.
122.002 General General Oppose Notes that the coalition government intends to Stop PC1 process until the policy direction is known.
comment | comments replace the National Policy Statement for
s - current Freshwater Management and repeal the RMA
legislation reform and considers that it is unreasonable and a
waste of ratepayer funds to consult with
communities that lacks government policy direction.
122.003 General General Oppose Considers GWRC has failed to meaningfully consult | All documents related to this proposal should be
comment | comments with the community as required by the Local communicated in plain language as per the Plain Language
s - Government Act (2002) and GWRC's principles of Act (2002). Expects GWRC to meet the principles of
consultatio consultation. Considers meaningful participation consultation and engage with affected communities
n was difficult due to the lack of a summary being according to the Local Authorities Act.

made available for consultation earlier in the
process.
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122.004 General General Oppose Considers a definition is needed for "river" and there | Define important terms to address lack of clear definition and
comment | comments is a need to define how a 1m water course is prevent uncertainty and inconsistency. Include picture
s - measured. references to inform what a "river" is.
definitions
122.005 General General Oppose Considers that data on river quality throughout the Use relevant scientific evidence of sufficient spatial
comment | comments catchment is required to understand the extent of "resolution” as a basis to inform policy.
s - fresh the problem and then determine the causes.
water
122.006 General General Oppose Concerns about cost to be borne by rural All rules that add cost to landowners be reconsidered and
comment | comments landowners with no evidence that they are the "recalibrated" with scientific evidence, whereby the more
S - cause of the issue, and the lack of information important issues are tackled instead of a "broad brush
economic available on what fees and charges GWRC will levy. | approach" to all perceived issues. A reconciliation and
cost/impac Considers that for landowners who have not yet analysis of the GWRC proposal and other local authority
t been in a position to build a home, this plan change | regulations relevant to rural landowners (e.g. UHCC PC50)
is unreasonable and unfair. Concerned that is completed to identify instances where regulation is
proposed changes by GWRC are out of alignment inconsistent.
with regulations soon to be imposed by Upper Hutt
City Council. Considers it is difficult to stay on top of
regulatory changes and is concerned that PC1 is
out of alignment with regulations soon to be
imposed by Upper Hutt City Council. Questions
which regulations have precedence where
conflicting.
122.007 General General Oppose Notes that residents deal with incursion of pest No decision requested.
comment | comments species onto their land from GWRC land and seeks
s - overall GWRC manage pests on their own land. Notes that
pest species adversely impact socking levels and
prevent landowners from increasing indigenous
biodiversity.
122.008 2 Earthwork || Oppose Considers the definition of "Earthworks" is confusing | Reinstate the exclusions as given to the other districts.
Interpreta | s and can be interpreted in multiple ways, with the
tion exceptions being more limited than those for other

districts. Considers the definition has not been
thought through enough to understand the cost and
time implications for resource consents and other
requirements, including maintenance of non-farm
accessways, and that GWRC has not provided
justification or evidence for this change.
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122.009 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers that landowners should be able to Review stocking rates to allow for low intensity farming.
Te WH.R26: continue to farm at the level practicable for the land Provide information on how rates have been determined.
Whangan | Farming rather than be constrained to an arbitrary stocking Include an additional category for small breeds of cattle and
ui-a-Tara activities level. Considers that changing levels of farm activity | deer.
ona is normal for rural property farm management, and
property of that the current provisions would see some
between 4 residents say their land is incapable of reasonable
hectares use.
and 20
hectares -
permitted
activity.
122.010 2 Unplanned | Oppose Considers terminology used in this document Change the terminology of "Unplanned Greenfield Areas" to
Interpreta | greenfield describing areas such as the Akatarawa valley as "Non-Urban Areas" or "Rural Areas".
tion developm "Unplanned Greenfields Areas" is
ent misrepresentative.
122.011 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Concerns that under PC1, landowners intending to Uphold and maintain current landowner property rights and
Te WH.R13: build and live on their properties would need a delete all rules that uphold the position taken in this
Whangan | Stormwate District Plan change from rural to urban to allow document about this aspect, such as Rule WH. R13.
ui-a-Tara r from new them to do so and associated uncertainty and costs.
unplanned Considers that urban zone rules are not fit for
greenfield purpose for rural areas. Considers people who live
developm in rural areas add value to the biodiversity of the
ent - area, adding to ecosystem health, including that of
prohibited the waterways.
activity.
122.012 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers there is no data to suggest low intensity Delete the registration requirement for these properties.
Te WH.R26: hobby farms and lifestyle blocks are the cause of GWRC to accept the designation of property management
Whangan | Farming poor water quality and the requirement to register plans set out in the gazette NPS-IB namely QEII,
ui-a-Tara activities and provide information is onerous and unjustified. Conservation and other approved property management
ona Considered registration should be reserved for plans which may include small farms of 4 or more but less
property of properties where there is a risk of elevated nitrate than 20 hectares.
between 4 levels.
hectares
and 20
hectares -
permitted
activity.
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122.013 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers there is no data that points to farming on Consider introducing additional categories of properties that
Te WH.R27: larger properties being the cause of poor water reflect the actual range of properties E.g. add a new
Whangan | Farming quality and notes that the RMA currently prohibits category for properties over 20 hectares that are largely
ui-a-Tara activities clearing of bush to scales that will increase erosion. unproductive and delete the requirement for this type of
on 20 Considers the requirement to register and provide a | property to be registered. Exclude land registered in the
hectares farm management plan is onerous and not justified Emissions Trading Scheme, QEII Trust, Conservation,
or more of when residents are already incurring costs to approved property plan as per the NPS-IB.
land - maintain the land and/or regenerate indigenous
permitted biodiversity, including pest control activities, and
activity. costs could be unsustainable for the average
property owner.
Submission | Plan Provision | Stance Reasons Decision Requested
Point Section
130.001 General General Oppose Supports the intention for quality regarding Stop the PC1 process immediately and engage with the
comment | comments freshwater and ecosystems but seeks an evidence- affected communities using a proper and meaningful
s - overall based approach that supports targeted strategies consultation process once government direction is clear.
tailored for particular eco systems and
environments. Considers that PC1 fails to provide
sufficient evidence or appropriate targeting to
rationalise its implementation and would render their
land incapable of reasonable use (per section 85 of
RMA), especially for those landowners who have
yet to build on their property.
130.002 General General Oppose Notes that the coalition government intends to Stop PC1 process until the policy direction is known.
comment | comments replace the National Policy Statement for
s - current Freshwater Management and repeal the RMA
legislation reform and considers that it is unreasonable and a
waste of ratepayer funds to consult with
communities that lacks government policy direction.
130.003 General General Oppose Considers GWRC has failed to meaningfully consult | All documents related to this proposal should be
comment | comments with the community as required by the Local communicated in plain language as per the Plain Language
s - Government Act (2002) and GWRC's principles of Act (2002). Expects GWRC to meet the principles of
consultatio consultation. Considers meaningful participation consultation and engage with affected communities
n was difficult due to the lack of a summary being according to the Local Authorities Act.
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made available for consultation earlier in the
process.
130.004 General General Oppose Considers a definition is needed for "river" and there | Define important terms to address lack of clear definition and
comment | comments is a need to define how a 1m water course is prevent uncertainty and inconsistency. Include picture
S - measured. references to inform what a "river” is.
definitions
130.005 General General Oppose Considers that data on river quality throughout the Use relevant scientific evidence of sufficient spatial
comment | comments catchment is required to understand the extent of "resolution" as a basis to inform policy.
s - fresh the problem and then determine the causes.
water
130.006 General General Oppose Concerns about cost to be borne by rural All rules that add cost to landowners be reconsidered and
comment | comments landowners with no evidence that they are the "recalibrated" with scientific evidence, whereby the more
S - cause of the issue, and the lack of information important issues are tackled instead of a "broad brush
economic available on what fees and charges GWRC will levy. | approach" to all perceived issues. A reconciliation and
cost/impac Considers that for landowners who have not yet analysis of the GWRC proposal and other local authority
t been in a position to build a home, this plan change | regulations relevant to rural landowners (e.g. UHCC PC50)
is unreasonable and unfair. Concerned that is completed to identify instances where regulation is
proposed changes by GWRC are out of alignment inconsistent.
with regulations soon to be imposed by Upper Hultt
City Council. Considers it is difficult to stay on top of
regulatory changes and is concerned that PC1 is
out of alignment with regulations soon to be
imposed by Upper Hutt City Council. Questions
which regulations have precedence where
conflicting.
130.007 General General Oppose Notes that residents deal with incursion of pest No decision requested.
comment | comments species onto their land from GWRC land and seeks
S - overall GWRC manage pests on their own land. Notes that
pest species adversely impact socking levels and
prevent landowners from increasing indigenous
biodiversity.
130.008 2 Earthwork | Oppose Considers the definition of "Earthworks" is confusing | Reinstate the exclusions as given to the other districts.
Interpreta | s and can be interpreted in multiple ways, with the
tion exceptions being more limited than those for other

districts. Considers the definition has not been
thought through enough to understand the cost and
time implications for resource consents and other
requirements, including maintenance of non-farm
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accessways, and that GWRC has not provided
justification or evidence for this change.
130.009 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers that landowners should be able to Review stocking rates to allow for low intensity farming.
Te WH.R26: continue to farm at the level practicable for the land Provide information on how rates have been determined.
Whangan | Farming rather than be constrained to an arbitrary stocking Include an additional category for small breeds of cattle and
ui-a-Tara activities level. Considers that changing levels of farm activity | deer.
ona is normal for rural property farm management, and
property of that the current provisions would see some
between 4 residents say their land is incapable of reasonable
hectares use.
and 20
hectares -
permitted
activity.
130.010 2 Unplanned | Oppose Considers terminology used in this document Change the terminology of "Unplanned Greenfield Areas" to
Interpreta | greenfield describing areas such as the Akatarawa valley as "Non-Urban Areas" or "Rural Areas".
tion developm "Unplanned Greenfields Areas" is
ent misrepresentative.
130.011 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Concerns that under PC1, landowners intending to Uphold and maintain current landowner property rights and
Te WH.R13: build and live on their properties would need a delete all rules that uphold the position taken in this
Whangan | Stormwate District Plan change from rural to urban to allow document about this aspect, such as Rule WH. R13.
ui-a-Tara r from new them to do so and associated uncertainty and costs.
unplanned Considers that urban zone rules are not fit for
greenfield purpose for rural areas. Considers people who live
developm in rural areas add value to the biodiversity of the
ent - area, adding to ecosystem health, including that of
prohibited the waterways.
activity.
130.012 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers there is no data to suggest low intensity Delete the registration requirement for these properties.
Te WH.R26: hobby farms and lifestyle blocks are the cause of GWRC to accept the designation of property management
Whangan | Farming poor water quality and the requirement to register plans set out in the gazette NPS-IB namely QEII,
ui-a-Tara activities and provide information is onerous and unjustified. Conservation and other approved property management
ona Considered registration should be reserved for plans which may include small farms of 4 or more but less
property of properties where there is a risk of elevated nitrate than 20 hectares.
between 4 levels.
hectares
and 20
hectares -
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permitted
activity.
130.013 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers there is no data that points to farming on Consider introducing additional categories of properties that
Te WH.R27: larger properties being the cause of poor water reflect the actual range of properties E.g. add a new
Whangan | Farming quality and notes that the RMA currently prohibits category for properties over 20 hectares that are largely
ui-a-Tara activities clearing of bush to scales that will increase erosion. unproductive and delete the requirement for this type of
on 20 Considers the requirement to register and provide a | property to be registered. Exclude land registered in the
hectares farm management plan is onerous and not justified Emissions Trading Scheme, QEII Trust, Conservation,
or more of when residents are already incurring costs to approved property plan as per the NPS-IB.
land - maintain the land and/or regenerate indigenous
permitted biodiversity, including pest control activities, and
activity. costs could be unsustainable for the average
property owner.
Submission | Plan Provision | Stance Reasons Decision Requested
Point Section
162.001 General General Oppose Supports the intention for quality regarding Stop the PC1 process immediately and engage with the
comment | comments freshwater and ecosystems but seeks an evidence- | affected communities using a proper and meaningful
s - overall based approach that supports targeted strategies consultation process once government direction is clear.
tailored for particular eco systems and
environments. Considers that PC1 fails to provide
sufficient evidence or appropriate targeting to
rationalise its implementation and would render their
land incapable of reasonable use (per section 85 of
RMA), especially for those landowners who have
yet to build on their property.
162.002 General General Oppose Notes that the coalition government intends to Stop PC1 process until the policy direction is known.
comment | comments replace the National Policy Statement for
S - current Freshwater Management and repeal the RMA
legislation reform and considers that it is unreasonable and a
waste of ratepayer funds to consult with
communities that lacks government policy direction.
162.003 General General Oppose Considers GWRC has failed to meaningfully consult | All documents related to this proposal should be
comment | comments with the community as required by the Local communicated in plain language as per the Plain Language
s - Government Act (2002) and GWRC's principles of Act (2002). Expects GWRC to meet the principles of
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consultatio consultation. Considers meaningful participation consultation and engage with affected communities
n was difficult due to the lack of a summary being according to the Local Authorities Act.
made available for consultation earlier in the
process.
162.004 General General Oppose Considers a definition is needed for "river" and there | Define important terms to address lack of clear definition and
comment | comments is a need to define how a 1m water course is prevent uncertainty and inconsistency. Include picture
s - measured. references to inform what a "river” is.
definitions
162.005 General General Oppose Considers that data on river quality throughout the Use relevant scientific evidence of sufficient spatial
comment | comments catchment is required to understand the extent of "resolution" as a basis to inform policy.
s - fresh the problem and then determine the causes.
water
162.006 General General Oppose Concerns about cost to be borne by rural All rules that add cost to landowners be reconsidered and
comment | comments landowners with no evidence that they are the "recalibrated" with scientific evidence, whereby the more
S - cause of the issue, and the lack of information important issues are tackled instead of a "broad brush
economic available on what fees and charges GWRC will levy. | approach" to all perceived issues. A reconciliation and
cost/impac Considers that for landowners who have not yet analysis of the GWRC proposal and other local authority
t been in a position to build a home, this plan change | regulations relevant to rural landowners (e.g. UHCC PC50)
is unreasonable and unfair. Concerned that is completed to identify instances where regulation is
proposed changes by GWRC are out of alignment inconsistent.
with regulations soon to be imposed by Upper Hutt
City Council. Considers it is difficult to stay on top of
regulatory changes and is concerned that PC1 is
out of alignment with regulations soon to be
imposed by Upper Hutt City Council. Questions
which regulations have precedence where
conflicting.
162.007 General General Oppose Notes that residents deal with incursion of pest No decision requested.
comment | comments species onto their land from GWRC land and seeks
s - overall GWRC manage pests on their own land. Notes that
pest species adversely impact socking levels and
prevent landowners from increasing indigenous
biodiversity.
162.008 2 Earthwork | Oppose Considers the definition of "Earthworks" is confusing | Reinstate the exclusions as given to the other districts.
Interpreta | s and can be interpreted in multiple ways, with the
tion exceptions being more limited than those for other

districts. Considers the definition has not been
thought through enough to understand the cost and
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time implications for resource consents and other
requirements, including maintenance of non-farm
accessways, and that GWRC has not provided
justification or evidence for this change.
162.009 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers that landowners should be able to Review stocking rates to allow for low intensity farming.
Te WH.R26: continue to farm at the level practicable for the land Provide information on how rates have been determined.
Whangan | Farming rather than be constrained to an arbitrary stocking Include an additional category for small breeds of cattle and
ui-a-Tara activities level. Considers that changing levels of farm activity | deer.
ona is normal for rural property farm management, and
property of that the current provisions would see some
between 4 residents say their land is incapable of reasonable
hectares use.
and 20
hectares -
permitted
activity.
162.010 2 Unplanned | Oppose Considers terminology used in this document Change the terminology of "Unplanned Greenfield Areas" to
Interpreta | greenfield describing areas such as the Akatarawa valley as "Non-Urban Areas" or "Rural Areas".
tion developm "Unplanned Greenfields Areas" is
ent misrepresentative.
162.011 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Concerns that under PC1, landowners intending to Uphold and maintain current landowner property rights and
Te WH.R13: build and live on their properties would need a delete all rules that uphold the position taken in this
Whangan | Stormwate District Plan change from rural to urban to allow document about this aspect, such as Rule WH. R13.
ui-a-Tara r from new them to do so and associated uncertainty and costs.
unplanned Considers that urban zone rules are not fit for
greenfield purpose for rural areas. Considers people who live
developm in rural areas add value to the biodiversity of the
ent - area, adding to ecosystem health, including that of
prohibited the waterways.
activity.
162.012 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers there is no data to suggest low intensity Delete the registration requirement for these properties.
Te WH.R26: hobby farms and lifestyle blocks are the cause of GWRC to accept the designation of property management
Whangan | Farming poor water quality and the requirement to register plans set out in the gazette NPS-IB namely QEIl,
ui-a-Tara activities and provide information is onerous and unjustified. Conservation and other approved property management
ona Considered registration should be reserved for plans which may include small farms of 4 or more but less
property of properties where there is a risk of elevated nitrate than 20 hectares.
between 4 levels.
hectares
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and 20
hectares -
permitted
activity.
162.013 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers there is no data that points to farming on Consider introducing additional categories of properties that
Te WH.R27: larger properties being the cause of poor water reflect the actual range of properties E.g. add a new
Whangan | Farming quality and notes that the RMA currently prohibits category for properties over 20 hectares that are largely
ui-a-Tara activities clearing of bush to scales that will increase erosion. unproductive and delete the requirement for this type of
on 20 Considers the requirement to register and provide a | property to be registered. Exclude land registered in the
hectares farm management plan is onerous and not justified Emissions Trading Scheme, QEIl Trust, Conservation,
or more of when residents are already incurring costs to approved property plan as per the NPS-IB.
land - maintain the land and/or regenerate indigenous
permitted biodiversity, including pest control activities, and
activity. costs could be unsustainable for the average
property owner.
Submission | Plan Provision | Stance Reasons Decision Requested
Point Section
150.001 General General Oppose Supports the intention for quality regarding Stop the PC1 process immediately and engage with the
comment | comments freshwater and ecosystems but seeks an evidence- | affected communities using a proper and meaningful
S - overall based approach that supports targeted strategies consultation process once government direction is clear.
tailored for particular eco systems and
environments. Considers that PC1 fails to provide
sufficient evidence or appropriate targeting to
rationalise its implementation and would render their
land incapable of reasonable use (per section 85 of
RMA), especially for those landowners who have
yet to build on their property.
150.002 General General Oppose Notes that the coalition government intends to Stop PC1 process until the policy direction is known.
comment | comments replace the National Policy Statement for
s - current Freshwater Management and repeal the RMA
legislation reform and considers that it is unreasonable and a

waste of ratepayer funds to consult with
communities that lacks government policy direction.
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150.003 General General Oppose Considers GWRC has failed to meaningfully consult | All documents related to this proposal should be
comment | comments with the community as required by the Local communicated in plain language as per the Plain Language
s - Government Act (2002) and GWRC's principles of Act (2002). Expects GWRC to meet the principles of
consultatio consultation. Considers meaningful participation consultation and engage with affected communities
n was difficult due to the lack of a summary being according to the Local Authorities Act.
made available for consultation earlier in the
process.
150.004 General General Oppose Considers a definition is needed for "river" and there | Define important terms to address lack of clear definition and
comment | comments is a need to define how a 1m water course is prevent uncertainty and inconsistency. Include picture
s - measured. references to inform what a "river" is.
definitions
150.005 General General Oppose Considers that data on river quality throughout the Use relevant scientific evidence of sufficient spatial
comment | comments catchment is required to understand the extent of "resolution” as a basis to inform policy.
s - fresh the problem and then determine the causes.
water
150.006 General General Oppose Concerns about cost to be borne by rural All rules that add cost to landowners be reconsidered and
comment | comments landowners with no evidence that they are the "recalibrated" with scientific evidence, whereby the more
S - cause of the issue, and the lack of information important issues are tackled instead of a "broad brush
economic available on what fees and charges GWRC will levy. | approach" to all perceived issues. A reconciliation and
cost/impac Considers that for landowners who have not yet analysis of the GWRC proposal and other local authority
t been in a position to build a home, this plan change | regulations relevant to rural landowners (e.g. UHCC PC50)
is unreasonable and unfair. Concerned that is completed to identify instances where regulation is
proposed changes by GWRC are out of alignment inconsistent.
with regulations soon to be imposed by Upper Hutt
City Council. Considers it is difficult to stay on top of
regulatory changes and is concerned that PC1 is
out of alignment with regulations soon to be
imposed by Upper Hutt City Council. Questions
which regulations have precedence where
conflicting.
150.007 General General Oppose Notes that residents deal with incursion of pest No decision requested.
comment | comments species onto their land from GWRC land and seeks
s - overall GWRC manage pests on their own land. Notes that

pest species adversely impact socking levels and
prevent landowners from increasing indigenous
biodiversity.
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150.008 2 Earthwork || Oppose Considers the definition of "Earthworks" is confusing | Reinstate the exclusions as given to the other districts.
Interpreta | s and can be interpreted in multiple ways, with the
tion exceptions being more limited than those for other
districts. Considers the definition has not been
thought through enough to understand the cost and
time implications for resource consents and other
requirements, including maintenance of non-farm
accessways, and that GWRC has not provided
justification or evidence for this change.
150.009 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers that landowners should be able to Review stocking rates to allow for low intensity farming.
Te WH.R26: continue to farm at the level practicable for the land Provide information on how rates have been determined.
Whangan | Farming rather than be constrained to an arbitrary stocking Include an additional category for small breeds of cattle and
ui-a-Tara activities level. Considers that changing levels of farm activity | deer.
ona is normal for rural property farm management, and
property of that the current provisions would see some
between 4 residents say their land is incapable of reasonable
hectares use.
and 20
hectares -
permitted
activity.
150.010 2 Unplanned | Oppose Considers terminology used in this document Change the terminology of "Unplanned Greenfield Areas" to
Interpreta | greenfield describing areas such as the Akatarawa valley as "Non-Urban Areas" or "Rural Areas".
tion developm "Unplanned Greenfields Areas" is
ent misrepresentative.
150.011 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Concerns that under PC1, landowners intending to Uphold and maintain current landowner property rights and
Te WH.R13: build and live on their properties would need a delete all rules that uphold the position taken in this
Whangan | Stormwate District Plan change from rural to urban to allow document about this aspect, such as Rule WH. R13.
ui-a-Tara r from new them to do so and associated uncertainty and costs.
unplanned Considers that urban zone rules are not fit for
greenfield purpose for rural areas. Considers people who live
developm in rural areas add value to the biodiversity of the
ent - area, adding to ecosystem health, including that of
prohibited the waterways.
activity.
150.012 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers there is no data to suggest low intensity Delete the registration requirement for these properties.
Te WH.R26: hobby farms and lifestyle blocks are the cause of GWRC to accept the designation of property management
Farming poor water quality and the requirement to register plans set out in the gazette NPS-IB namely QEII,
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Whangan | activities and provide information is onerous and unjustified. Conservation and other approved property management
ui-a-Tara ona Considered registration should be reserved for plans which may include small farms of 4 or more but less
property of properties where there is a risk of elevated nitrate than 20 hectares.
between 4 levels.
hectares
and 20
hectares -
permitted
activity.
150.013 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers there is no data that points to farming on Consider introducing additional categories of properties that
Te WH.R27: larger properties being the cause of poor water reflect the actual range of properties E.g. add a new
Whangan | Farming quality and notes that the RMA currently prohibits category for properties over 20 hectares that are largely
ui-a-Tara activities clearing of bush to scales that will increase erosion. unproductive and delete the requirement for this type of
on 20 Considers the requirement to register and provide a | property to be registered. Exclude land registered in the
hectares farm management plan is onerous and not justified Emissions Trading Scheme, QEII Trust, Conservation,
or more of when residents are already incurring costs to approved property plan as per the NPS-IB.
land - maintain the land and/or regenerate indigenous
permitted biodiversity, including pest control activities, and
activity. costs could be unsustainable for the average
property owner.
Submission | Plan Provision | Stance Reasons Decision Requested
Point Section
153.001 General General Oppose Supports the intention for quality regarding Stop the PC1 process immediately and engage with the
comment | comments freshwater and ecosystems but seeks an evidence- | affected communities using a proper and meaningful
s - overall based approach that supports targeted strategies consultation process once government direction is clear.

tailored for particular eco systems and
environments. Considers that PC1 fails to provide
sufficient evidence or appropriate targeting to
rationalise its implementation and would render their
land incapable of reasonable use (per section 85 of
RMA), especially for those landowners who have
yet to build on their property.
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153.002 General General Oppose Notes that the coalition government intends to Stop PC1 process until the policy direction is known.
comment | comments replace the National Policy Statement for
s - current Freshwater Management and repeal the RMA
legislation reform and considers that it is unreasonable and a
waste of ratepayer funds to consult with
communities that lacks government policy direction.
153.003 General General Oppose Considers GWRC has failed to meaningfully consult | All documents related to this proposal should be
comment | comments with the community as required by the Local communicated in plain language as per the Plain Language
s - Government Act (2002) and GWRC's principles of Act (2002). Expects GWRC to meet the principles of
consultatio consultation. Considers meaningful participation consultation and engage with affected communities
n was difficult due to the lack of a summary being according to the Local Authorities Act.
made available for consultation earlier in the
process.
153.004 General General Oppose Considers a definition is needed for "river" and there | Define important terms to address lack of clear definition and
comment | comments is a need to define how a 1m water course is prevent uncertainty and inconsistency. Include picture
s - measured. references to inform what a "river” is.
definitions
153.005 General General Oppose Considers that data on river quality throughout the Use relevant scientific evidence of sufficient spatial
comment | comments catchment is required to understand the extent of "resolution" as a basis to inform policy.
s - fresh the problem and then determine the causes.
water
153.006 General General Oppose Concerns about cost to be borne by rural All rules that add cost to landowners be reconsidered and
comment | comments landowners with no evidence that they are the "recalibrated" with scientific evidence, whereby the more
S - cause of the issue, and the lack of information important issues are tackled instead of a "broad brush
economic available on what fees and charges GWRC will levy. | approach" to all perceived issues. A reconciliation and
cost/impac Considers that for landowners who have not yet analysis of the GWRC proposal and other local authority

t

been in a position to build a home, this plan change
is unreasonable and unfair. Concerned that
proposed changes by GWRC are out of alignment
with regulations soon to be imposed by Upper Hutt
City Council. Considers it is difficult to stay on top of
regulatory changes and is concerned that PC1 is
out of alignment with regulations soon to be
imposed by Upper Hutt City Council. Questions
which regulations have precedence where
conflicting.

regulations relevant to rural landowners (e.g. UHCC PC50)
is completed to identify instances where regulation is
inconsistent.
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153.007 General General Oppose Notes that residents deal with incursion of pest No decision requested.
comment | comments species onto their land from GWRC land and seeks
s - overall GWRC manage pests on their own land. Notes that
pest species adversely impact socking levels and
prevent landowners from increasing indigenous
biodiversity.
153.008 2 Earthwork || Oppose Considers the definition of "Earthworks" is confusing | Reinstate the exclusions as given to the other districts.
Interpreta | s and can be interpreted in multiple ways, with the
tion exceptions being more limited than those for other
districts. Considers the definition has not been
thought through enough to understand the cost and
time implications for resource consents and other
requirements, including maintenance of non-farm
accessways, and that GWRC has not provided
justification or evidence for this change.
153.009 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers that landowners should be able to Review stocking rates to allow for low intensity farming.
Te WH.R26: continue to farm at the level practicable for the land Provide information on how rates have been determined.
Whangan | Farming rather than be constrained to an arbitrary stocking Include an additional category for small breeds of cattle and
ui-a-Tara activities level. Considers that changing levels of farm activity | deer.
ona is normal for rural property farm management, and
property of that the current provisions would see some
between 4 residents say their land is incapable of reasonable
hectares use.
and 20
hectares -
permitted
activity.
153.010 2 Unplanned | Oppose Considers terminology used in this document Change the terminology of "Unplanned Greenfield Areas" to
Interpreta | greenfield describing areas such as the Akatarawa valley as "Non-Urban Areas" or "Rural Areas".
tion developm "Unplanned Greenfields Areas" is
ent misrepresentative.
153.011 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Concerns that under PC1, landowners intending to Uphold and maintain current landowner property rights and
Te WH.R13: build and live on their properties would need a delete all rules that uphold the position taken in this
Whangan | Stormwate District Plan change from rural to urban to allow document about this aspect, such as Rule WH. R13.
ui-a-Tara r from new them to do so and associated uncertainty and costs.
unplanned Considers that urban zone rules are not fit for
greenfield purpose for rural areas. Considers people who live
developm in rural areas add value to the biodiversity of the
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ent - area, adding to ecosystem health, including that of
prohibited the waterways.
activity.
153.012 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers there is no data to suggest low intensity Delete the registration requirement for these properties.
Te WH.R26: hobby farms and lifestyle blocks are the cause of GWRC to accept the designation of property management
Whangan | Farming poor water quality and the requirement to register plans set out in the gazette NPS-IB namely QEII,
ui-a-Tara activities and provide information is onerous and unjustified. Conservation and other approved property management
ona Considered registration should be reserved for plans which may include small farms of 4 or more but less
property of properties where there is a risk of elevated nitrate than 20 hectares.
between 4 levels.
hectares
and 20
hectares -
permitted
activity.
153.013 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers there is no data that points to farming on Consider introducing additional categories of properties that
Te WH.R27: larger properties being the cause of poor water reflect the actual range of properties E.g. add a new
Whangan | Farming quality and notes that the RMA currently prohibits category for properties over 20 hectares that are largely
ui-a-Tara activities clearing of bush to scales that will increase erosion. unproductive and delete the requirement for this type of
on 20 Considers the requirement to register and provide a | property to be registered. Exclude land registered in the
hectares farm management plan is onerous and not justified Emissions Trading Scheme, QEII Trust, Conservation,
or more of when residents are already incurring costs to approved property plan as per the NPS-IB.
land - maintain the land and/or regenerate indigenous
permitted biodiversity, including pest control activities, and
activity. costs could be unsustainable for the average
property owner.
Submission | Plan Provision | Stance Reasons Decision Requested
Point Section
126.001 General General Oppose Supports the intention for quality regarding Stop the PC1 process immediately and engage with the
comment | comments freshwater and ecosystems but seeks an evidence- affected communities using a proper and meaningful
s - overall based approach that supports targeted strategies consultation process once government direction is clear.

tailored for particular eco systems and
environments. Considers that PC1 fails to provide
sufficient evidence or appropriate targeting to
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rationalise its implementation and would render their
land incapable of reasonable use (per section 85 of
RMA), especially for those landowners who have
yet to build on their property.
126.002 General General Oppose Notes that the coalition government intends to Stop PC1 process until the policy direction is known.
comment | comments replace the National Policy Statement for
s - current Freshwater Management and repeal the RMA
legislation reform and considers that it is unreasonable and a
waste of ratepayer funds to consult with
communities that lacks government policy direction.
126.003 General General Oppose Considers GWRC has failed to meaningfully consult | All documents related to this proposal should be
comment | comments with the community as required by the Local communicated in plain language as per the Plain Language
s - Government Act (2002) and GWRC's principles of Act (2002). Expects GWRC to meet the principles of
consultatio consultation. Considers meaningful participation consultation and engage with affected communities
n was difficult due to the lack of a summary being according to the Local Authorities Act.
made available for consultation earlier in the
process.
126.004 General General Oppose Considers a definition is needed for "river" and there | Define important terms to address lack of clear definition and
comment | comments is a need to define how a 1m water course is prevent uncertainty and inconsistency. Include picture
S - measured. references to inform what a "river” is.
definitions
126.005 General General Oppose Considers that data on river quality throughout the Use relevant scientific evidence of sufficient spatial
comment | comments catchment is required to understand the extent of "resolution" as a basis to inform policy.
s - fresh the problem and then determine the causes.
water
126.006 General General Oppose Concerns about cost to be borne by rural All rules that add cost to landowners be reconsidered and
comment | comments landowners with no evidence that they are the "recalibrated" with scientific evidence, whereby the more
S - cause of the issue, and the lack of information important issues are tackled instead of a "broad brush
economic available on what fees and charges GWRC will levy. | approach” to all perceived issues. A reconciliation and
cost/impac Considers that for landowners who have not yet analysis of the GWRC proposal and other local authority

t

been in a position to build a home, this plan change
is unreasonable and unfair. Concerned that
proposed changes by GWRC are out of alignment
with regulations soon to be imposed by Upper Hutt
City Council. Considers it is difficult to stay on top of
regulatory changes and is concerned that PC1 is
out of alignment with regulations soon to be
imposed by Upper Hutt City Council. Questions

regulations relevant to rural landowners (e.g. UHCC PC50)
is completed to identify instances where regulation is
inconsistent.
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which regulations have precedence where
conflicting.
126.007 General General Oppose Notes that residents deal with incursion of pest No decision requested.
comment | comments species onto their land from GWRC land and seeks
S - overall GWRC manage pests on their own land. Notes that
pest species adversely impact socking levels and
prevent landowners from increasing indigenous
biodiversity.
126.008 2 Earthwork | Oppose Considers the definition of "Earthworks" is confusing | Reinstate the exclusions as given to the other districts.
Interpreta | s and can be interpreted in multiple ways, with the
tion exceptions being more limited than those for other
districts. Considers the definition has not been
thought through enough to understand the cost and
time implications for resource consents and other
requirements, including maintenance of non-farm
accessways, and that GWRC has not provided
justification or evidence for this change.
126.009 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers that landowners should be able to Review stocking rates to allow for low intensity farming.
Te WH.R26: continue to farm at the level practicable for the land Provide information on how rates have been determined.
Whangan | Farming rather than be constrained to an arbitrary stocking Include an additional category for small breeds of cattle and
ui-a-Tara activities level. Considers that changing levels of farm activity | deer.
ona is normal for rural property farm management, and
property of that the current provisions would see some
between 4 residents say their land is incapable of reasonable
hectares use.
and 20
hectares -
permitted
activity.
126.010 2 Unplanned | Oppose Considers terminology used in this document Change the terminology of "Unplanned Greenfield Areas" to
Interpreta | greenfield describing areas such as the Akatarawa valley as "Non-Urban Areas" or "Rural Areas".
tion developm "Unplanned Greenfields Areas" is
ent misrepresentative.
126.011 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Concerns that under PC1, landowners intending to Uphold and maintain current landowner property rights and
Te WH.R13: build and live on their properties would need a delete all rules that uphold the position taken in this
Whangan | Stormwate District Plan change from rural to urban to allow document about this aspect, such as Rule WH. R13.
ui-a-Tara r from new them to do so and associated uncertainty and costs.
unplanned Considers that urban zone rules are not fit for

143



Proposed Change 1 to the Natural Resources Plan -
Submission Points Ordered by Submitter Alphabetically

Greater
Wellington

Te Pane Matua Taiao

G

Submission | Plan Provision | Stance Reasons Decision Requested
Point Section
greenfield purpose for rural areas. Considers people who live
developm in rural areas add value to the biodiversity of the
ent - area, adding to ecosystem health, including that of
prohibited the waterways.
activity.
126.012 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers there is no data to suggest low intensity Delete the registration requirement for these properties.
Te WH.R26: hobby farms and lifestyle blocks are the cause of GWRC to accept the designation of property management
Whangan | Farming poor water quality and the requirement to register plans set out in the gazette NPS-IB namely QEII,
ui-a-Tara activities and provide information is onerous and unjustified. Conservation and other approved property management
ona Considered registration should be reserved for plans which may include small farms of 4 or more but less
property of properties where there is a risk of elevated nitrate than 20 hectares.
between 4 levels.
hectares
and 20
hectares -
permitted
activity.
126.013 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers there is no data that points to farming on Consider introducing additional categories of properties that
Te WH.R27: larger properties being the cause of poor water reflect the actual range of properties E.g. add a new
Whangan | Farming quality and notes that the RMA currently prohibits category for properties over 20 hectares that are largely
ui-a-Tara activities clearing of bush to scales that will increase erosion. unproductive and delete the requirement for this type of
on 20 Considers the requirement to register and provide a | property to be registered. Exclude land registered in the
hectares farm management plan is onerous and not justified Emissions Trading Scheme, QEII Trust, Conservation,
or more of when residents are already incurring costs to approved property plan as per the NPS-IB.
land - maintain the land and/or regenerate indigenous
permitted biodiversity, including pest control activities, and
activity. costs could be unsustainable for the average
property owner.
Submission | Plan Provision | Stance Reasons Decision Requested
Point Section
123.001 General General Oppose Supports the intention for quality regarding Stop the PC1 process immediately and engage with the
comment | comments freshwater and ecosystems but seeks an evidence- | affected communities using a proper and meaningful
s - overall based approach that supports targeted strategies consultation process once government direction is clear.

tailored for particular eco systems and
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environments. Considers that PC1 fails to provide
sufficient evidence or appropriate targeting to
rationalise its implementation and would render their
land incapable of reasonable use (per section 85 of
RMA), especially for those landowners who have
yet to build on their property.
123.002 General General Oppose Notes that the coalition government intends to Stop PC1 process until the policy direction is known.
comment | comments replace the National Policy Statement for
s - current Freshwater Management and repeal the RMA
legislation reform and considers that it is unreasonable and a
waste of ratepayer funds to consult with
communities that lacks government policy direction.
123.003 General General Oppose Considers GWRC has failed to meaningfully consult | All documents related to this proposal should be
comment | comments with the community as required by the Local communicated in plain language as per the Plain Language
s - Government Act (2002) and GWRC's principles of Act (2002). Expects GWRC to meet the principles of
consultatio consultation. Considers meaningful participation consultation and engage with affected communities
n was difficult due to the lack of a summary being according to the Local Authorities Act.
made available for consultation earlier in the
process.
123.004 General General Oppose Considers a definition is needed for "river" and there | Define important terms to address lack of clear definition and
comment | comments is a need to define how a 1m water course is prevent uncertainty and inconsistency. Include picture
s - measured. references to inform what a "river" is.
definitions
123.005 General General Oppose Considers that data on river quality throughout the Use relevant scientific evidence of sufficient spatial
comment | comments catchment is required to understand the extent of "resolution" as a basis to inform policy.
s - fresh the problem and then determine the causes.
water
123.006 General General Oppose Concerns about cost to be borne by rural All rules that add cost to landowners be reconsidered and
comment | comments landowners with no evidence that they are the "recalibrated" with scientific evidence, whereby the more
S - cause of the issue, and the lack of information important issues are tackled instead of a "broad brush
economic available on what fees and charges GWRC will levy. | approach" to all perceived issues. A reconciliation and
cost/impac Considers that for landowners who have not yet analysis of the GWRC proposal and other local authority

t

been in a position to build a home, this plan change
is unreasonable and unfair. Concerned that
proposed changes by GWRC are out of alignment
with regulations soon to be imposed by Upper Hutt
City Council. Considers it is difficult to stay on top of
regulatory changes and is concerned that PC1 is

regulations relevant to rural landowners (e.g. UHCC PC50)
is completed to identify instances where regulation is
inconsistent.
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out of alignment with regulations soon to be
imposed by Upper Hutt City Council. Questions
which regulations have precedence where
conflicting.
123.007 General General Oppose Notes that residents deal with incursion of pest No decision requested.
comment | comments species onto their land from GWRC land and seeks
s - overall GWRC manage pests on their own land. Notes that
pest species adversely impact socking levels and
prevent landowners from increasing indigenous
biodiversity.
123.008 2 Earthwork | Oppose Considers the definition of "Earthworks" is confusing | Reinstate the exclusions as given to the other districts.
Interpreta | s and can be interpreted in multiple ways, with the
tion exceptions being more limited than those for other
districts. Considers the definition has not been
thought through enough to understand the cost and
time implications for resource consents and other
requirements, including maintenance of non-farm
accessways, and that GWRC has not provided
justification or evidence for this change.
123.009 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers that landowners should be able to Review stocking rates to allow for low intensity farming.
Te WH.R26: continue to farm at the level practicable for the land Provide information on how rates have been determined.
Whangan | Farming rather than be constrained to an arbitrary stocking Include an additional category for small breeds of cattle and
ui-a-Tara activities level. Considers that changing levels of farm activity | deer.
ona is normal for rural property farm management, and
property of that the current provisions would see some
between 4 residents say their land is incapable of reasonable
hectares use.
and 20
hectares -
permitted
activity.
123.010 2 Unplanned | Oppose Considers terminology used in this document Change the terminology of "Unplanned Greenfield Areas" to
Interpreta | greenfield describing areas such as the Akatarawa valley as "Non-Urban Areas" or "Rural Areas".
tion developm "Unplanned Greenfields Areas" is
ent misrepresentative.
123.011 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Concerns that under PC1, landowners intending to Uphold and maintain current landowner property rights and
Te WH.R13: build and live on their properties would need a delete all rules that uphold the position taken in this
Stormwate District Plan change from rural to urban to allow document about this aspect, such as Rule WH. R13.
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Whangan | rfrom new them to do so and associated uncertainty and costs.
ui-a-Tara unplanned Considers that urban zone rules are not fit for
greenfield purpose for rural areas. Considers people who live
developm in rural areas add value to the biodiversity of the
ent - area, adding to ecosystem health, including that of
prohibited the waterways.
activity.
123.012 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers there is no data to suggest low intensity Delete the registration requirement for these properties.
Te WH.R26: hobby farms and lifestyle blocks are the cause of GWRC to accept the designation of property management
Whangan | Farming poor water quality and the requirement to register plans set out in the gazette NPS-IB namely QEIl,
ui-a-Tara activities and provide information is onerous and unjustified. Conservation and other approved property management
ona Considered registration should be reserved for plans which may include small farms of 4 or more but less
property of properties where there is a risk of elevated nitrate than 20 hectares.
between 4 levels.
hectares
and 20
hectares -
permitted
activity.
123.013 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers there is no data that points to farming on Consider introducing additional categories of properties that
Te WH.R27: larger properties being the cause of poor water reflect the actual range of properties E.g. add a new
Whangan | Farming quality and notes that the RMA currently prohibits category for properties over 20 hectares that are largely
ui-a-Tara activities clearing of bush to scales that will increase erosion. unproductive and delete the requirement for this type of
on 20 Considers the requirement to register and provide a | property to be registered. Exclude land registered in the
hectares farm management plan is onerous and not justified Emissions Trading Scheme, QEIl Trust, Conservation,
or more of when residents are already incurring costs to approved property plan as per the NPS-IB.
land - maintain the land and/or regenerate indigenous
permitted biodiversity, including pest control activities, and
activity. costs could be unsustainable for the average

property owner.
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164.001 General General Oppose Supports the intention for quality regarding Stop the PC1 process immediately and engage with the
comment | comments freshwater and ecosystems but seeks an evidence- | affected communities using a proper and meaningful
S - overall based approach that supports targeted strategies consultation process once government direction is clear.
tailored for particular eco systems and
environments. Considers that PC1 fails to provide
sufficient evidence or appropriate targeting to
rationalise its implementation and would render their
land incapable of reasonable use (per section 85 of
RMA), especially for those landowners who have
yet to build on their property.
164.002 General General Oppose Notes that the coalition government intends to Stop PC1 process until the policy direction is known.
comment | comments replace the National Policy Statement for
s - current Freshwater Management and repeal the RMA
legislation reform and considers that it is unreasonable and a
waste of ratepayer funds to consult with
communities that lacks government policy direction.
164.003 General General Oppose Considers GWRC has failed to meaningfully consult | All documents related to this proposal should be
comment | comments with the community as required by the Local communicated in plain language as per the Plain Language
s - Government Act (2002) and GWRC's principles of Act (2002). Expects GWRC to meet the principles of
consultatio consultation. Considers meaningful participation consultation and engage with affected communities
n was difficult due to the lack of a summary being according to the Local Authorities Act.
made available for consultation earlier in the
process.
164.004 General General Oppose Considers a definition is needed for "river" and there | Define important terms to address lack of clear definition and
comment | comments is a need to define how a 1m water course is prevent uncertainty and inconsistency. Include picture
S - measured. references to inform what a "river” is.
definitions
164.005 General General Oppose Considers that data on river quality throughout the Use relevant scientific evidence of sufficient spatial
comment | comments catchment is required to understand the extent of "resolution" as a basis to inform policy.
s - fresh the problem and then determine the causes.
water
164.006 General General Oppose Concerns about cost to be borne by rural All rules that add cost to landowners be reconsidered and
comment | comments landowners with no evidence that they are the "recalibrated" with scientific evidence, whereby the more
S - cause of the issue, and the lack of information important issues are tackled instead of a "broad brush
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economic available on what fees and charges GWRC will levy. | approach" to all perceived issues. A reconciliation and
cost/impac Considers that for landowners who have not yet analysis of the GWRC proposal and other local authority
t been in a position to build a home, this plan change | regulations relevant to rural landowners (e.g. UHCC PC50)
is unreasonable and unfair. Concerned that is completed to identify instances where regulation is
proposed changes by GWRC are out of alignment inconsistent.
with regulations soon to be imposed by Upper Hutt
City Council. Considers it is difficult to stay on top of
regulatory changes and is concerned that PC1 is
out of alignment with regulations soon to be
imposed by Upper Hutt City Council. Questions
which regulations have precedence where
conflicting.
164.007 General General Oppose Notes that residents deal with incursion of pest No decision requested.
comment | comments species onto their land from GWRC land and seeks
s - overall GWRC manage pests on their own land. Notes that
pest species adversely impact socking levels and
prevent landowners from increasing indigenous
biodiversity.
164.008 2 Earthwork | Oppose Considers the definition of "Earthworks" is confusing | Reinstate the exclusions as given to the other districts.
Interpreta | s and can be interpreted in multiple ways, with the
tion exceptions being more limited than those for other
districts. Considers the definition has not been
thought through enough to understand the cost and
time implications for resource consents and other
requirements, including maintenance of non-farm
accessways, and that GWRC has not provided
justification or evidence for this change.
164.009 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers that landowners should be able to Review stocking rates to allow for low intensity farming.
Te WH.R26: continue to farm at the level practicable for the land Provide information on how rates have been determined.
Whangan | Farming rather than be constrained to an arbitrary stocking Include an additional category for small breeds of cattle and
ui-a-Tara activities level. Considers that changing levels of farm activity | deer.
ona is normal for rural property farm management, and
property of that the current provisions would see some
between 4 residents say their land is incapable of reasonable
hectares use.
and 20
hectares -
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permitted
activity.
164.010 2 Unplanned | Oppose Considers terminology used in this document Change the terminology of "Unplanned Greenfield Areas" to
Interpreta | greenfield describing areas such as the Akatarawa valley as "Non-Urban Areas" or "Rural Areas".
tion developm "Unplanned Greenfields Areas" is
ent misrepresentative.
164.011 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Concerns that under PC1, landowners intending to Uphold and maintain current landowner property rights and
Te WH.R13: build and live on their properties would need a delete all rules that uphold the position taken in this
Whangan | Stormwate District Plan change from rural to urban to allow document about this aspect, such as Rule WH. R13.
ui-a-Tara r from new them to do so and associated uncertainty and costs.
unplanned Considers that urban zone rules are not fit for
greenfield purpose for rural areas. Considers people who live
developm in rural areas add value to the biodiversity of the
ent - area, adding to ecosystem health, including that of
prohibited the waterways.
activity.
164.012 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers there is no data to suggest low intensity Delete the registration requirement for these properties.
Te WH.R26: hobby farms and lifestyle blocks are the cause of GWRC to accept the designation of property management
Whangan | Farming poor water quality and the requirement to register plans set out in the gazette NPS-IB namely QEII,
ui-a-Tara activities and provide information is onerous and unjustified. Conservation and other approved property management
ona Considered registration should be reserved for plans which may include small farms of 4 or more but less
property of properties where there is a risk of elevated nitrate than 20 hectares.
between 4 levels.
hectares
and 20
hectares -
permitted
activity.
164.013 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers there is no data that points to farming on Consider introducing additional categories of properties that
Te WH.R27: larger properties being the cause of poor water reflect the actual range of properties E.g. add a new
Whangan | Farming quality and notes that the RMA currently prohibits category for properties over 20 hectares that are largely
ui-a-Tara activities clearing of bush to scales that will increase erosion. unproductive and delete the requirement for this type of
on 20 Considers the requirement to register and provide a | property to be registered. Exclude land registered in the
hectares farm management plan is onerous and not justified Emissions Trading Scheme, QEIl Trust, Conservation,
or more of when residents are already incurring costs to approved property plan as per the NPS-IB.
land - maintain the land and/or regenerate indigenous
permitted biodiversity, including pest control activities, and
activity.
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costs could be unsustainable for the average
property owner.
Submission | Plan Provision | Stance Reasons Decision Requested
Point Section
125.001 General General Oppose Supports the intention for quality regarding Stop the PC1 process immediately and engage with the
comment | comments freshwater and ecosystems but seeks an evidence- affected communities using a proper and meaningful
s - overall based approach that supports targeted strategies consultation process once government direction is clear.
tailored for particular eco systems and
environments. Considers that PC1 fails to provide
sufficient evidence or appropriate targeting to
rationalise its implementation and would render their
land incapable of reasonable use (per section 85 of
RMA), especially for those landowners who have
yet to build on their property.
125.002 General General Oppose Notes that the coalition government intends to Stop PC1 process until the policy direction is known.
comment | comments replace the National Policy Statement for
s - current Freshwater Management and repeal the RMA
legislation reform and considers that it is unreasonable and a
waste of ratepayer funds to consult with
communities that lacks government policy direction.
125.003 General General Oppose Considers GWRC has failed to meaningfully consult | All documents related to this proposal should be
comment | comments with the community as required by the Local communicated in plain language as per the Plain Language
s - Government Act (2002) and GWRC's principles of Act (2002). Expects GWRC to meet the principles of
consultatio consultation. Considers meaningful participation consultation and engage with affected communities
n was difficult due to the lack of a summary being according to the Local Authorities Act.
made available for consultation earlier in the
process.
125.004 General General Oppose Considers a definition is needed for "river" and there | Define important terms to address lack of clear definition and
comment | comments is a need to define how a 1m water course is prevent uncertainty and inconsistency. Include picture
s - measured. references to inform what a "river” is.
definitions
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Decision Requested

125.005

125.006

125.007

125.008

125.009

General
comment
s

General
comment
s

General
comment
s

2
Interpreta
tion

8 Whaitua
Te
Whangan
ui-a-Tara

General
comments
- fresh
water
General
comments
economic
cost/impac
t

General
comments
- overall

Earthwork
s

Rule
WH.R26:
Farming
activities

Oppose

Oppose

Oppose

Oppose

Oppose

Considers that data on river quality throughout the
catchment is required to understand the extent of
the problem and then determine the causes.

Concerns about cost to be borne by rural
landowners with no evidence that they are the
cause of the issue, and the lack of information
available on what fees and charges GWRC will levy.
Considers that for landowners who have not yet
been in a position to build a home, this plan change
is unreasonable and unfair. Concerned that
proposed changes by GWRC are out of alignment
with regulations soon to be imposed by Upper Hultt
City Council. Considers it is difficult to stay on top of
regulatory changes and is concerned that PC1 is
out of alignment with regulations soon to be
imposed by Upper Hutt City Council. Questions
which regulations have precedence where
conflicting.

Notes that residents deal with incursion of pest
species onto their land from GWRC land and seeks
GWRC manage pests on their own land. Notes that
pest species adversely impact socking levels and
prevent landowners from increasing indigenous
biodiversity.

Considers the definition of "Earthworks" is confusing
and can be interpreted in multiple ways, with the
exceptions being more limited than those for other
districts. Considers the definition has not been
thought through enough to understand the cost and
time implications for resource consents and other
requirements, including maintenance of non-farm
accessways, and that GWRC has not provided
justification or evidence for this change.

Considers that landowners should be able to
continue to farm at the level practicable for the land
rather than be constrained to an arbitrary stocking
level. Considers that changing levels of farm activity

Use relevant scientific evidence of sufficient spatial
"resolution" as a basis to inform policy.

All rules that add cost to landowners be reconsidered and
"recalibrated" with scientific evidence, whereby the more
important issues are tackled instead of a "broad brush
approach" to all perceived issues. A reconciliation and
analysis of the GWRC proposal and other local authority
regulations relevant to rural landowners (e.g. UHCC PC50)
is completed to identify instances where regulation is
inconsistent.

No decision requested.

Reinstate the exclusions as given to the other districts.

Review stocking rates to allow for low intensity farming.
Provide information on how rates have been determined.
Include an additional category for small breeds of cattle and
deer.
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ona is normal for rural property farm management, and
property of that the current provisions would see some
between 4 residents say their land is incapable of reasonable
hectares use.
and 20
hectares -
permitted
activity.
125.010 2 Unplanned | Oppose Considers terminology used in this document Change the terminology of "Unplanned Greenfield Areas" to
Interpreta | greenfield describing areas such as the Akatarawa valley as "Non-Urban Areas" or "Rural Areas".
tion developm "Unplanned Greenfields Areas" is
ent misrepresentative.
125.011 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Concerns that under PC1, landowners intending to Uphold and maintain current landowner property rights and
Te WH.R13: build and live on their properties would need a delete all rules that uphold the position taken in this
Whangan | Stormwate District Plan change from rural to urban to allow document about this aspect, such as Rule WH. R13.
ui-a-Tara r from new them to do so and associated uncertainty and costs.
unplanned Considers that urban zone rules are not fit for
greenfield purpose for rural areas. Considers people who live
developm in rural areas add value to the biodiversity of the
ent - area, adding to ecosystem health, including that of
prohibited the waterways.
activity.
125.012 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers there is no data to suggest low intensity Delete the registration requirement for these properties.
Te WH.R26: hobby farms and lifestyle blocks are the cause of GWRC to accept the designation of property management
Whangan | Farming poor water quality and the requirement to register plans set out in the gazette NPS-IB namely QEIl,
ui-a-Tara activities and provide information is onerous and unjustified. Conservation and other approved property management
ona Considered registration should be reserved for plans which may include small farms of 4 or more but less
property of properties where there is a risk of elevated nitrate than 20 hectares.
between 4 levels.
hectares
and 20
hectares -
permitted
activity.
125.013 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers there is no data that points to farming on Consider introducing additional categories of properties that
Te WH.R27: larger properties being the cause of poor water reflect the actual range of properties E.g. add a new
Whangan | Farming quality and notes that the RMA currently prohibits category for properties over 20 hectares that are largely
ui-a-Tara activities clearing of bush to scales that will increase erosion. unproductive and delete the requirement for this type of
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Greater
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Te Pane Matua Taiao

Submission | Plan Provision | Stance Reasons Decision Requested
Point Section
on 20 Considers the requirement to register and provide a | property to be registered. Exclude land registered in the
hectares farm management plan is onerous and not justified Emissions Trading Scheme, QEII Trust, Conservation,
or more of when residents are already incurring costs to approved property plan as per the NPS-IB.
land - maintain the land and/or regenerate indigenous
permitted biodiversity, including pest control activities, and
activity. costs could be unsustainable for the average
property owner.
Submission | Plan Provision | Stance Reasons Decision Requested
Point Section
155.001 General General Oppose Supports the intention for quality regarding Stop the PC1 process immediately and engage with the
comment | comments freshwater and ecosystems but seeks an evidence- | affected communities using a proper and meaningful
s - overall based approach that supports targeted strategies consultation process once government direction is clear.
tailored for particular eco systems and
environments. Considers that PC1 fails to provide
sufficient evidence or appropriate targeting to
rationalise its implementation and would render their
land incapable of reasonable use (per section 85 of
RMA), especially for those landowners who have
yet to build on their property.
155.002 General General Oppose Notes that the coalition government intends to Stop PC1 process until the policy direction is known.
comment | comments replace the National Policy Statement for
s - current Freshwater Management and repeal the RMA
legislation reform and considers that it is unreasonable and a
waste of ratepayer funds to consult with
communities that lacks government policy direction.
155.003 General General Oppose Considers GWRC has failed to meaningfully consult | All documents related to this proposal should be
comment | comments with the community as required by the Local communicated in plain language as per the Plain Language
s - Government Act (2002) and GWRC's principles of Act (2002). Expects GWRC to meet the principles of
consultatio consultation. Considers meaningful participation consultation and engage with affected communities
n was difficult due to the lack of a summary being according to the Local Authorities Act.

made available for consultation earlier in the
process.
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G

Submission | Plan Provision | Stance Reasons Decision Requested
Point Section
155.004 General General Oppose Considers a definition is needed for "river" and there | Define important terms to address lack of clear definition and
comment | comments is a need to define how a 1m water course is prevent uncertainty and inconsistency. Include picture
s - measured. references to inform what a "river" is.
definitions
155.005 General General Oppose Considers that data on river quality throughout the Use relevant scientific evidence of sufficient spatial
comment | comments catchment is required to understand the extent of "resolution” as a basis to inform policy.
s - fresh the problem and then determine the causes.
water
155.006 General General Oppose Concerns about cost to be borne by rural All rules that add cost to landowners be reconsidered and
comment | comments landowners with no evidence that they are the "recalibrated" with scientific evidence, whereby the more
S - cause of the issue, and the lack of information important issues are tackled instead of a "broad brush
economic available on what fees and charges GWRC will levy. | approach" to all perceived issues. A reconciliation and
cost/impac Considers that for landowners who have not yet analysis of the GWRC proposal and other local authority
t been in a position to build a home, this plan change | regulations relevant to rural landowners (e.g. UHCC PC50)
is unreasonable and unfair. Concerned that is completed to identify instances where regulation is
proposed changes by GWRC are out of alignment inconsistent.
with regulations soon to be imposed by Upper Hutt
City Council. Considers it is difficult to stay on top of
regulatory changes and is concerned that PC1 is
out of alignment with regulations soon to be
imposed by Upper Hutt City Council. Questions
which regulations have precedence where
conflicting.
155.007 General General Oppose Notes that residents deal with incursion of pest No decision requested.
comment | comments species onto their land from GWRC land and seeks
s - overall GWRC manage pests on their own land. Notes that
pest species adversely impact socking levels and
prevent landowners from increasing indigenous
biodiversity.
155.008 2 Earthwork || Oppose Considers the definition of "Earthworks" is confusing | Reinstate the exclusions as given to the other districts.
Interpreta | s and can be interpreted in multiple ways, with the
tion exceptions being more limited than those for other

districts. Considers the definition has not been
thought through enough to understand the cost and
time implications for resource consents and other
requirements, including maintenance of non-farm
accessways, and that GWRC has not provided
justification or evidence for this change.
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Greater
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Te Pane Matua Taiao

S

Submission | Plan Provision | Stance Reasons Decision Requested
Point Section
155.009 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers that landowners should be able to Review stocking rates to allow for low intensity farming.
Te WH.R26: continue to farm at the level practicable for the land Provide information on how rates have been determined.
Whangan | Farming rather than be constrained to an arbitrary stocking Include an additional category for small breeds of cattle and
ui-a-Tara activities level. Considers that changing levels of farm activity | deer.
ona is normal for rural property farm management, and
property of that the current provisions would see some
between 4 residents say their land is incapable of reasonable
hectares use.
and 20
hectares -
permitted
activity.
155.010 2 Unplanned | Oppose Considers terminology used in this document Change the terminology of "Unplanned Greenfield Areas" to
Interpreta | greenfield describing areas such as the Akatarawa valley as "Non-Urban Areas" or "Rural Areas".
tion developm "Unplanned Greenfields Areas" is
ent misrepresentative.
155.011 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Concerns that under PC1, landowners intending to Uphold and maintain current landowner property rights and
Te WH.R13: build and live on their properties would need a delete all rules that uphold the position taken in this
Whangan | Stormwate District Plan change from rural to urban to allow document about this aspect, such as Rule WH. R13.
ui-a-Tara r from new them to do so and associated uncertainty and costs.
unplanned Considers that urban zone rules are not fit for
greenfield purpose for rural areas. Considers people who live
developm in rural areas add value to the biodiversity of the
ent - area, adding to ecosystem health, including that of
prohibited the waterways.
activity.
155.012 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers there is no data to suggest low intensity Delete the registration requirement for these properties.
Te WH.R26: hobby farms and lifestyle blocks are the cause of GWRC to accept the designation of property management
Whangan | Farming poor water quality and the requirement to register plans set out in the gazette NPS-IB namely QEII,
ui-a-Tara activities and provide information is onerous and unjustified. Conservation and other approved property management
ona Considered registration should be reserved for plans which may include small farms of 4 or more but less
property of properties where there is a risk of elevated nitrate than 20 hectares.
between 4 levels.
hectares
and 20
hectares -
permitted
activity.
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Greater
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Te Pane Matua Taiao

S

Submission | Plan Provision | Stance Reasons Decision Requested
Point Section
155.013 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers there is no data that points to farming on Consider introducing additional categories of properties that
Te WH.R27: larger properties being the cause of poor water reflect the actual range of properties E.g. add a new
Whangan | Farming quality and notes that the RMA currently prohibits category for properties over 20 hectares that are largely
ui-a-Tara activities clearing of bush to scales that will increase erosion. unproductive and delete the requirement for this type of
on 20 Considers the requirement to register and provide a | property to be registered. Exclude land registered in the
hectares farm management plan is onerous and not justified Emissions Trading Scheme, QEII Trust, Conservation,
or more of when residents are already incurring costs to approved property plan as per the NPS-IB.
land - maintain the land and/or regenerate indigenous
permitted biodiversity, including pest control activities, and
activity. costs could be unsustainable for the average
property owner.
Submission | Plan Provision | Stance Reasons Decision Requested
Point Section
172.001 General General Oppose Supports the intention for quality regarding Stop the PC1 process immediately and engage with the
comment | comments freshwater and ecosystems but seeks an evidence- affected communities using a proper and meaningful
s - overall based approach that supports targeted strategies consultation process once government direction is clear.
tailored for particular eco systems and
environments. Considers that PC1 fails to provide
sufficient evidence or appropriate targeting to
rationalise its implementation and would render their
land incapable of reasonable use (per section 85 of
RMA), especially for those landowners who have
yet to build on their property.
172.002 General General Oppose Notes that the coalition government intends to Stop PC1 process until the policy direction is known.
comment | comments replace the National Policy Statement for
s - current Freshwater Management and repeal the RMA
legislation reform and considers that it is unreasonable and a
waste of ratepayer funds to consult with
communities that lacks government policy direction.
172.003 General General Oppose Considers GWRC has failed to meaningfully consult | All documents related to this proposal should be
comment | comments with the community as required by the Local communicated in plain language as per the Plain Language
s - Government Act (2002) and GWRC's principles of Act (2002). Expects GWRC to meet the principles of
consultatio consultation. Considers meaningful participation consultation and engage with affected communities
n was difficult due to the lack of a summary being according to the Local Authorities Act.
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Te Pane Matua Taiao

G

Submission | Plan Provision | Stance Reasons Decision Requested
Point Section
made available for consultation earlier in the
process.
172.004 General General Oppose Considers a definition is needed for "river" and there | Define important terms to address lack of clear definition and
comment | comments is a need to define how a 1m water course is prevent uncertainty and inconsistency. Include picture
S - measured. references to inform what a "river” is.
definitions
172.005 General General Oppose Considers that data on river quality throughout the Use relevant scientific evidence of sufficient spatial
comment | comments catchment is required to understand the extent of "resolution" as a basis to inform policy.
s - fresh the problem and then determine the causes.
water
172.006 General General Oppose Concerns about cost to be borne by rural All rules that add cost to landowners be reconsidered and
comment | comments landowners with no evidence that they are the "recalibrated" with scientific evidence, whereby the more
S - cause of the issue, and the lack of information important issues are tackled instead of a "broad brush
economic available on what fees and charges GWRC will levy. | approach" to all perceived issues. A reconciliation and
cost/impac Considers that for landowners who have not yet analysis of the GWRC proposal and other local authority
t been in a position to build a home, this plan change | regulations relevant to rural landowners (e.g. UHCC PC50)
is unreasonable and unfair. Concerned that is completed to identify instances where regulation is
proposed changes by GWRC are out of alignment inconsistent.
with regulations soon to be imposed by Upper Hultt
City Council. Considers it is difficult to stay on top of
regulatory changes and is concerned that PC1 is
out of alignment with regulations soon to be
imposed by Upper Hutt City Council. Questions
which regulations have precedence where
conflicting.
172.007 General General Oppose Notes that residents deal with incursion of pest No decision requested.
comment | comments species onto their land from GWRC land and seeks
S - overall GWRC manage pests on their own land. Notes that
pest species adversely impact socking levels and
prevent landowners from increasing indigenous
biodiversity.
172.008 2 Earthwork | Oppose Considers the definition of "Earthworks" is confusing | Reinstate the exclusions as given to the other districts.
Interpreta | s and can be interpreted in multiple ways, with the
tion exceptions being more limited than those for other

districts. Considers the definition has not been
thought through enough to understand the cost and
time implications for resource consents and other
requirements, including maintenance of non-farm
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Submission Points Ordered by Submitter Alphabetically

Greater
Wellington

Te Pane Matua Taiao

S

Submission | Plan Provision | Stance Reasons Decision Requested
Point Section
accessways, and that GWRC has not provided
justification or evidence for this change.
172.009 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers that landowners should be able to Review stocking rates to allow for low intensity farming.
Te WH.R26: continue to farm at the level practicable for the land Provide information on how rates have been determined.
Whangan | Farming rather than be constrained to an arbitrary stocking Include an additional category for small breeds of cattle and
ui-a-Tara activities level. Considers that changing levels of farm activity | deer.
ona is normal for rural property farm management, and
property of that the current provisions would see some
between 4 residents say their land is incapable of reasonable
hectares use.
and 20
hectares -
permitted
activity.
172.010 2 Unplanned | Oppose Considers terminology used in this document Change the terminology of "Unplanned Greenfield Areas" to
Interpreta | greenfield describing areas such as the Akatarawa valley as "Non-Urban Areas" or "Rural Areas".
tion developm "Unplanned Greenfields Areas" is
ent misrepresentative.
172.011 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Concerns that under PC1, landowners intending to Uphold and maintain current landowner property rights and
Te WH.R13: build and live on their properties would need a delete all rules that uphold the position taken in this
Whangan | Stormwate District Plan change from rural to urban to allow document about this aspect, such as Rule WH. R13.
ui-a-Tara r from new them to do so and associated uncertainty and costs.
unplanned Considers that urban zone rules are not fit for
greenfield purpose for rural areas. Considers people who live
developm in rural areas add value to the biodiversity of the
ent - area, adding to ecosystem health, including that of
prohibited the waterways.
activity.
172.012 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers there is no data to suggest low intensity Delete the registration requirement for these properties.
Te WH.R26: hobby farms and lifestyle blocks are the cause of GWRC to accept the designation of property management
Whangan | Farming poor water quality and the requirement to register plans set out in the gazette NPS-IB namely QEII,
ui-a-Tara activities and provide information is onerous and unjustified. Conservation and other approved property management
ona Considered registration should be reserved for plans which may include small farms of 4 or more but less
property of properties where there is a risk of elevated nitrate than 20 hectares.
between 4 levels.
hectares
and 20
hectares -
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Submission Points Ordered by Submitter Alphabetically

Greater
Wellington

Te Pane Matua Taiao

S

Submission | Plan Provision | Stance Reasons Decision Requested
Point Section
permitted
activity.
172.013 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers there is no data that points to farming on Consider introducing additional categories of properties that
Te WH.R27: larger properties being the cause of poor water reflect the actual range of properties E.g. add a new
Whangan | Farming quality and notes that the RMA currently prohibits category for properties over 20 hectares that are largely
ui-a-Tara activities clearing of bush to scales that will increase erosion. unproductive and delete the requirement for this type of
on 20 Considers the requirement to register and provide a | property to be registered. Exclude land registered in the
hectares farm management plan is onerous and not justified Emissions Trading Scheme, QEII Trust, Conservation,
or more of when residents are already incurring costs to approved property plan as per the NPS-IB.
land - maintain the land and/or regenerate indigenous
permitted biodiversity, including pest control activities, and
activity. costs could be unsustainable for the average
property owner.
Submission | Plan Provision | Stance Reasons Decision Requested
Point Section
138.001 General General Oppose Supports the intention for quality regarding Stop the PC1 process immediately and engage with the
comment | comments freshwater and ecosystems but seeks an evidence- | affected communities using a proper and meaningful
s - overall based approach that supports targeted strategies consultation process once government direction is clear.
tailored for particular eco systems and
environments. Considers that PC1 fails to provide
sufficient evidence or appropriate targeting to
rationalise its implementation and would render their
land incapable of reasonable use (per section 85 of
RMA), especially for those landowners who have
yet to build on their property.
138.002 General General Oppose Notes that the coalition government intends to Stop PC1 process until the policy direction is known.
comment | comments replace the National Policy Statement for
S - current Freshwater Management and repeal the RMA
legislation reform and considers that it is unreasonable and a
waste of ratepayer funds to consult with
communities that lacks government policy direction.
138.003 General General Oppose Considers GWRC has failed to meaningfully consult | All documents related to this proposal should be
comment | comments with the community as required by the Local communicated in plain language as per the Plain Language
s - Government Act (2002) and GWRC's principles of Act (2002). Expects GWRC to meet the principles of
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Submission | Plan Provision | Stance Reasons Decision Requested
Point Section
consultatio consultation. Considers meaningful participation consultation and engage with affected communities
n was difficult due to the lack of a summary being according to the Local Authorities Act.
made available for consultation earlier in the
process.
138.004 General General Oppose Considers a definition is needed for "river" and there | Define important terms to address lack of clear definition and
comment | comments is a need to define how a 1m water course is prevent uncertainty and inconsistency. Include picture
s - measured. references to inform what a "river” is.
definitions
138.005 General General Oppose Considers that data on river quality throughout the Use relevant scientific evidence of sufficient spatial
comment | comments catchment is required to understand the extent of "resolution" as a basis to inform policy.
s - fresh the problem and then determine the causes.
water
138.006 General General Oppose Concerns about cost to be borne by rural All rules that add cost to landowners be reconsidered and
comment | comments landowners with no evidence that they are the "recalibrated" with scientific evidence, whereby the more
S - cause of the issue, and the lack of information important issues are tackled instead of a "broad brush
economic available on what fees and charges GWRC will levy. | approach" to all perceived issues. A reconciliation and
cost/impac Considers that for landowners who have not yet analysis of the GWRC proposal and other local authority
t been in a position to build a home, this plan change | regulations relevant to rural landowners (e.g. UHCC PC50)
is unreasonable and unfair. Concerned that is completed to identify instances where regulation is
proposed changes by GWRC are out of alignment inconsistent.
with regulations soon to be imposed by Upper Hutt
City Council. Considers it is difficult to stay on top of
regulatory changes and is concerned that PC1 is
out of alignment with regulations soon to be
imposed by Upper Hutt City Council. Questions
which regulations have precedence where
conflicting.
138.007 General General Oppose Notes that residents deal with incursion of pest No decision requested.
comment | comments species onto their land from GWRC land and seeks
s - overall GWRC manage pests on their own land. Notes that
pest species adversely impact socking levels and
prevent landowners from increasing indigenous
biodiversity.
138.008 2 Earthwork | Oppose Considers the definition of "Earthworks" is confusing | Reinstate the exclusions as given to the other districts.
Interpreta | s and can be interpreted in multiple ways, with the
tion exceptions being more limited than those for other

districts. Considers the definition has not been
thought through enough to understand the cost and
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Te Pane Matua Taiao
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Submission | Plan Provision | Stance Reasons Decision Requested
Point Section
time implications for resource consents and other
requirements, including maintenance of non-farm
accessways, and that GWRC has not provided
justification or evidence for this change.
138.009 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers that landowners should be able to Review stocking rates to allow for low intensity farming.
Te WH.R26: continue to farm at the level practicable for the land Provide information on how rates have been determined.
Whangan | Farming rather than be constrained to an arbitrary stocking Include an additional category for small breeds of cattle and
ui-a-Tara activities level. Considers that changing levels of farm activity | deer.
ona is normal for rural property farm management, and
property of that the current provisions would see some
between 4 residents say their land is incapable of reasonable
hectares use.
and 20
hectares -
permitted
activity.
138.010 2 Unplanned | Oppose Considers terminology used in this document Change the terminology of "Unplanned Greenfield Areas" to
Interpreta | greenfield describing areas such as the Akatarawa valley as "Non-Urban Areas" or "Rural Areas".
tion developm "Unplanned Greenfields Areas" is
ent misrepresentative.
138.011 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Concerns that under PC1, landowners intending to Uphold and maintain current landowner property rights and
Te WH.R13: build and live on their properties would need a delete all rules that uphold the position taken in this
Whangan | Stormwate District Plan change from rural to urban to allow document about this aspect, such as Rule WH. R13.
ui-a-Tara r from new them to do so and associated uncertainty and costs.
unplanned Considers that urban zone rules are not fit for
greenfield purpose for rural areas. Considers people who live
developm in rural areas add value to the biodiversity of the
ent - area, adding to ecosystem health, including that of
prohibited the waterways.
activity.
138.012 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers there is no data to suggest low intensity Delete the registration requirement for these properties.
Te WH.R26: hobby farms and lifestyle blocks are the cause of GWRC to accept the designation of property management
Whangan | Farming poor water quality and the requirement to register plans set out in the gazette NPS-IB namely QEIl,
ui-a-Tara activities and provide information is onerous and unjustified. Conservation and other approved property management
ona Considered registration should be reserved for plans which may include small farms of 4 or more but less
property of properties where there is a risk of elevated nitrate than 20 hectares.
between 4 levels.
hectares
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and 20
hectares -
permitted
activity.
138.013 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers there is no data that points to farming on Consider introducing additional categories of properties that
Te WH.R27: larger properties being the cause of poor water reflect the actual range of properties E.g. add a new
Whangan | Farming quality and notes that the RMA currently prohibits category for properties over 20 hectares that are largely
ui-a-Tara activities clearing of bush to scales that will increase erosion. unproductive and delete the requirement for this type of
on 20 Considers the requirement to register and provide a | property to be registered. Exclude land registered in the
hectares farm management plan is onerous and not justified Emissions Trading Scheme, QEIl Trust, Conservation,
or more of when residents are already incurring costs to approved property plan as per the NPS-IB.
land - maintain the land and/or regenerate indigenous
permitted biodiversity, including pest control activities, and
activity. costs could be unsustainable for the average
property owner.
Submission | Plan Provision | Stance Reasons Decision Requested
Point Section
$48.001 General General Not Supports the Wellington Branch of the New Zealand | Recommend that GWRC take notice of the information
comment | comments | Stated Farm Forestry Associations submission. presented in the NZFFAW submission.
s - overall
$48.002 General General Not Concerned proposed planning and paperwork Not stated
comment | comments || Stated increases in PC1 may lead to forest owners
s - seeking a quick way out by harvesting and not
plantation continuing with another rotation and loss of
forestry significant areas of productive land. Considers that
GWRC should make sure the forest owners do a
good job of their roading on all types of land. States
the owner gets to utilise their investment in land
and infrastructure and water quality due to there
being ongoing interest in the land.
$48.003 12 Schedule Amend Considers the proposed Plantation Forestry Erosion | Not stated
Schedule 34: and Sediment Management Plan, will have
s Plantation detrimental effects on forestry operations and
Forestry produce negligible water quality improvements.

163



Proposed Change 1 to the Natural Resources Plan -
Submission Points Ordered by Submitter Alphabetically

S

Greater
Wellington

Te Pane Matua Taiao

Submission | Plan Provision | Stance Reasons Decision Requested
Point Section
Erosion Concerned land used for forestry will be rendered
and unusable due to highest erosion risk land (HERL)
Sediment mapping as presented in Map 95. Concerned about
Managem the lack of compensation and financial assistance
ent Plan. for losses of workable land, broader economic
impacts, and permanent woody species required to
restore and revegetate HERL. Concerned
discontinuing forestry rotations may lead to a
decline in investment for roads resulting in poor
quality roads and environmental outcomes.
Concerned requirements to revegetate HERL do
not align with ETS obligations which may result in
fees around NZU sequestration. 'Questions what in
a 'natural state' is and at what point the land was in
a 'natural’ state. Concerned not all Registered
Forestry Advisers will have the expertise to develop
plantation Forestry Erosion and Sediment
Management Plans that effectively minimises
sediment loss.
Submission | Plan Provision | Stance Reasons Decision Requested
Point Section
$278.001 General General Not Supports maintaining a high level of water quality. Not Stated
comment comments | Stated Concerned new regulations are blanket rules that
[ - overall are unnecessary in some catchments, would be
unfairly applied, and prevent further development of
productive use of land.
$278.002 General General Not Considers restrictive regulations should be applied Not Stated.
comment comments | Stated only when attributes have exceeded acceptable
S - target levels and these have been attributed to farming.
attribute
states Considers showing the Mangaroa River as

representative of rural streams in Table 8.4 is
disingenuous as the river llies in farmland with a
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Point
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Provision
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G

Greater
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Te Pane Matua Taiao

Submission
Point

Plan
Section

Provision

Stance

high density of lifestyle blocks.

Concern that Inorganic Nitrogen regulations are too
pre-emptive and inequitable in application.

Considers requiring pastoral farms of 4 to 20 Ha
with winter stocking units than 12/Ha to undertake
nitrogen risk assessments annually should not be
imposed unless IN levels are shown to be
approaching unacceptable levels over time, but
even then additional information is needed.

Suggests farms should not be trapped at levels of
nitrogen discharge risk arbitrarily at the time of
registration. Considers a more equitable method
would be to set a maximum allowable nitrogen risk
level and alter this up or down as necessary based
on acceptable catchment IN levels being
challenged.

Suggests data is inadequate and needs to be
addressed to enable good decision making.

Reasons Decision Requested

$§35.001

$§35.002

General
comment
s

General
comment
s

General
comments
- water
bodies
General
comments
- water
bodies

Not
Stated

Not
Stated

Considers protection of water quality is of upmost Not stated
importance as it is vital for all life.

Supports Plan Change 1 water elements. Not stated
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$35.003 General General Not Supports the Target Attribute States for the Not stated
comment | comments | Stated catchments but suggests they should be even
s - target better.
attribute
states
$35.004 General General Not Supports the inducement to do less on greenfield Not stated
comment | comments | Stated land and more on brownfield land.
S -
unplanned
greenfield
developm
ent
$35.005 General General Not Considers costs are important but costs should not Not stated
comment comments | Stated be dodged or kicked down the road, and the task is
s - to problem-solve how best we can resource doing
economic water better.
cost/impac
t
S$35.006 General General Not Encourages councils to resource enforcement, Not stated
comment comments | Stated science, and policy tools like education, industrial
S - overall water plans, iwi and community governance, and
citizen water-care activity.
Submission | Plan Provision | Stance Reasons Decision Requested
Point Section
$244.001 General General Not "Submitter values the water quality values of the Requests the outstanding value of this section [Te
comment | comments | Stated following areas for contact recreation and Awakairangi / the Hutt Gorge] of river recognised in the plan.
s - overall ecosystem health:

i. Te Awakairangi / the Hutt River

ii. Whakatikei River

iii. Te Whanganui a Tara / Wellington Harbour
iv. Porirua Harbour

v. Titahi Bay

vi. Lyall Bay
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Plan
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Submission
Point

Provision

Stance

Reasons

Greater
Wellington

Te Pane Matua Taiao

G

Decision Requested

General
comment
s

$244.002

General
comment
s

$244.003

General
comment
s

$244.004

General
comments
— fresh
water

General
comments
- overall

General
comments

freshwater

Support

Support

Support

Considers the natural form and character of these
waterbodies is an important part of their value.
Natural form and character creates rapids and other
features of these sections of river that make them
valuable for kayaking.

Te Awakairangi / the Hutt Gorge is an outstanding
run for whitewater kayaking, which traverses what
they consider an outstanding landscape with
outstanding amenity values. Would like to see the
outstanding value of this section of river recognised
in the plan.

The natural and wildlife values of these areas are
also important to submitter."
Concerned about amounts of sediment in the Hutt
River when flows increase and potential e.coli and
pathogen loads in the water.

Observes algae in summer months when flows are
low resulting in issues with recreation and amenity
as well as human health when making contact with
water.

Concerns that river engineering such as railway iron
degrades water quality and creates potential
hazards for river users when slash and logs get
caught on structures.

Supports PC1 and the initiatives to improve water
quality in the catchment.

Supports the concept of Te Mana o te Wai and the
hierarchy of obligations.

Not stated

Requests that GWRC initiatives are carried through to the
operative plan, particularly where they protect and restore
ecosystem health, contact recreation values, natural form
and character, and amenity.

Prioritise ecosystem health and contact recreation
prioritised.
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$244.005 General General Support Key concerns are water quality (particularly e. coli, Suggests the outstanding kayaking values in the Whaitua
comment | comments sediment, algal growth/periphyton, and ecosystem recognised in the plan, particularly for the Hutt Gorge (which
s - water health); amenity; contact recreation; and natural has outstanding kayaking, amenity, and landscape values).
quality form and character. Recognition in the plan of the outstanding
improvem kayaking/packrafting/rafting values in the Whaitua,
ents particularly for the Hutt Gorge (which has outstanding
kayaking, amenity, and landscape values)
More work by GWRC to monitor and preserve natural
character and to strengthen objectives, policies, and rules
which allow the river to function more naturally, particularly in
its reaches influenced by flood protection
Targets for natural character that are similar to the targets
set for water quality and objectives and policies to support
these
More work to enhance water quality in the coastal
environment, for use of 'flat water' environments to learn and
train without compromising health if contact is made with the
water
Retain coastal water quality indicators/targets.
$244.006 General General Support Supports targets in the water quality target tables Requests as much work as possible is done through
comment | comments environmental limits to achieve these targets.
S - target
attribute
states
Submission | Plan Provision | Stance Reasons Decision Requested
Point Section
$55.001 General General Not Supports the submissions of the New Zealand Farm | Not Stated
comment comments | Stated Forestry Association Inc, and the New Zealand
S - overall Farm Forestry Association's Wellington branch.
$55.002 General General Oppose Concerns rules governing forestry in PC1 would Not Stated
comment | comments render interest in land incapable of reasonable use
S - overall citing section 85 of the RMA
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$55.003 General General Not Questions the validity of the mapping techniques Not Stated
comment | comments | Stated used to determine erosion prone land.
s - maps
$55.004 General General Oppose Believes costs and restrictions of PC1 would make Not Stated
comment | comments forestry business uneconomic and limit future
S - income
economic
cost/impac
t
Submission | Plan Provision | Stance Reasons Decision Requested
Point Section
$242.001 General General Support Supports in full the submission of F.O.W.K.S. Not Stated
comment | comments (Friends of Waipahihi Karori Stream)
S - overall
$242.002 General General Support Supports the direction in Plan Change 1.
comment | comments Notes that environmental community values of
S - water water bodies have been compromised but are
quality worthy of collective action to improve them.
improvem Considers collective action of the regional plan can
ents improve water bodies.

Supports Plan Change One and supports the efforts
to further environmental education.

Supports funding sufficient support and
enforcement activities. Considers the proposed
Plan Change consolidates planning provisions that
are about the environment into one place. Agrees
that a consistent approach should be used across
the region, both for the environment and to provide
greater consistency and certainty for developers.
Considers that territorial authorities need to revisit
their plans, strategies and investments to comply
with the environmental standards and improvement
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Submission | Plan Provision | Stance Reasons Decision Requested
Point Section
pathways set in the regional plan.
Supports regional direction, as ease and efficiency
of consenting is best achieved by regional and
territorial agencies working together to design and
deliver integrated services across all of the planning
and consenting requirements.
Suggests legacy infrastructure should not be
excluded from the need to reduce its impacts.
$242.003 General General Support Considers doing less on greenfield land and more Not Stated
comment | comments on brownfield land is good, and necessary to meet
S - the objectives. Considers it important that water
unplanned sensitive urban design becomes the norm, and
greenfield ongoing maintenance of infrastructure is funded.
developm
ent
$242.004 General General Support Supports Plan Change One regardless of financial Not Stated
comment | comments cost Notes that GWRC can seek new sources of
S - funding with the right leadership.
economic
cost/impac
t
$242.005 6 Other Method Support Concerns surrounding rule 5.4.8 that makes dams Provide discretion to Council to require fish passage be
methods M40: Fish that are 10 years+ a permitted activity should provided in such cases, where this would be practical and is
passage original permission have been adhered to despite required to enable access for fish around an artificial fish
action plan fish passage having not been addressed in earlier passage barrier.
programm consenting.
e for
Whaitua
Te
Whanganu
i-a-Tara
and Te
Awarua-o-
Porirua
Whaitua.
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Submission | Plan Provision | Stance Reasons Decision Requested
Point Section
$248.001 General General Support Supports note under the Chapter 8 heading Retain as notified
comment | comments 'Whaitua Te Whanganui-a-Tara Section 8.2:
S - overall Policies', as it provides for a range of existing
operative policies to continue to apply within the
whaitua, including those that recognise the
beneficial use and development of regionally
significant infrastructure.
$248.002 General General Oppose Considers approach taken by PC1 to "unplanned Not stated
comment | comments greenfield development" is potentially inappropriate
S - due to the definition of "unplanned greenfield
unplanned development" being broad and uncertain,
greenfield particularly as it is unclear whether all development
developm is prohibited by the approach, or only specific kinds
ent of urban development. Notes approach could

prohibit works associated with maintenance,
upgrading and development of Rimutaka and
Arohata prisons in areas identified as "unplanned
greenfield development areas", where such works
are considered "greenfield development". Notes
PC1 does not define what "greenfield development”
is.

Submitter also raises concerns about practicality
and efficiency of this approach noting it creates
significant jurisdictional overlap between territorial
authorities, the regional council, and the Minister of
Conservation (because the provisions are coastal
provisions) on the management of development in
"unplanned greenfield development areas".

Notes this raises procedural concerns about
concurrent process that must be used to manage
development in "unplanned greenfield development"
areas. Decisions on separate plan changes must be
made separately by the territorial authority and
regional council, and in this case, any change to the
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$248.003 General General

comment comments

S -
earthwork
s

Oppose

unplanned greenfield development area maps must
also be approved by the Minister of Conservation.
Notes territorial authorities and the regional council
have a duty to avoid unreasonable delay which,
when applied to separate plan change process, may
result in concurrent plan changes becoming
unsynchronised. Such an ad-hoc process is likely to
be highly inefficient for those seeking changes to
regional and district plans and frustrating for those
submitting on them, and the risk of inconsistent
decision making in relation to the same resource
management issue is high. Considers if it is
Council's position this issue requires a combined
regulatory approach with territorial authorities, then
the appropriate means of providing for this is
through a combined planning document to address
the issue (and the Council is obliged to consider this
under section 80(7) of the RMA). Notes this is what
the RMA anticipates in this circumstance, but it is
not what PC1 provides for.

Considers the proposed earthworks policies and
rules do not provide for a reasonable level of
earthworks activities. Under the earthworks rules
proposed by PC1, earthworks on any scale are no
longer a permitted activity (unless they are to
implement actions in a farm erosion risk treatment
plan or farm environmental plan). As a result, all
earthworks are a restricted discretionary activity
regardless of scale and are a non-complying activity
if those earthworks (again regardless of scale) occur
between 1 June and 1 October.

Not stated

Although submitter understands the above notified
rule framework is an error, submitters comments are
made on the plan change as notified given the legal
effect of the provisions.

Considers it inefficient to require resource consent
for almost all earthworks regardless of scale and
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G

Greater
Wellington

Te Pane Matua Taiao

has concerns this will create a significant
administrative burden for applicants and Council
with little clear environmental benefit. Considers
adverse environmental effects associated with small
scale earthworks can be appropriately addressed
through permitted activity conditions in the NRP and
District Plans.

Considers restricting all earthworks activities
between 1 June and 1 October is overly restrictive
and submitter recognises earthworks should be
planned so that the majority of bulk earthworks
occur outside of the winter months. Notes there may
be instances where earthworks are unavoidable at
this time, and with careful management can be
undertaken in a manner that avoids, remedies, or
mitigates adverse effects on land stability and
runoff. Notes that the GWRC Erosion and Sediment
Control Guideline for the Wellington Region (2021),
which is referred to in the earthworks provisions as
the guiding document for earthworks practice,
provides a pathway for earthworks to be undertaken
during the winter months subject to careful
management (refer specifically to section G5.0 of
the guideline), and considers that pathway should
continue to be available to applicants through the
consent process. Considers that non-complying
activity status for earthworks that do not meet
restricted discretionary conditions does not
sufficiently facilitate the maintenance, upgrade, or
development of its sites which leads to a high
degree of uncertainty as to whether consents for
maintenance, development, or upgrades to
corrections sites will be granted under section 104D
of the RMA, even where adverse effects of the part
of the proposal that triggered non-complying activity
status can be appropriately managed through
consent conditions.

Considers a reasonable level of earthworks,
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S$248.004 General
comment
S

S$248.005 General
comment
S

General Not
comments | Stated
- maps

General Amend
comments
stormwate

r

managem

ent

including potentially necessary earthworks during
the winter months, should be enabled subject to
appropriate conditions to manage potential adverse
effects.

Questions the appropriateness of the mapping used
to identify where resource consent is required for
vegetation clearance, plantation forestry, or
earthworks on erosion-prone pasture. Notes the
mapping for these features includes numerous
small and incohesive areas and submitter questions
the efficiency or effectiveness of regulating
numerous small (which in many cases measure no
greater than 5m by 5m) incohesive areas to
manage land stability.

Considers maps should be amended to only identify
cohesive areas being subject to the rules. In relation
to policies, rules, and schedules in relation to
plantation forestry, submitter suggests these could
be refined to enable plantation forestry operations to
continue, particularly where it provides benefits for
minimising soil erosion and carbon sequestration.

Considers much of Schedule 34 duplicates statutory
requirements contained in other documents
(particularly the NES-CF) and considers Schedule
34 should be part of a Part 1 Schedule 1 planning
instrument, and not part of the freshwater planning
instrument.

Considers the mandatory requirement to take
financial contributions provided for by PC1 are not
consistent with the effects management hierarchy
set out under the NPS-FM. PC1 promotes
mandatory financial contributions as a method of
offsetting residual adverse effects of contaminants
from impervious surface runoff. Approach taken by
PC1 is to require financial contributions to offset all
residual adverse effects regardless of scale.

Not stated

Seeks the mandatory requirement for financial contributions
as a condition of the rules is removed, but that the financial
contributions regime proposed by PC1 continues to be
provided for through PC1's policies, as an optional method
alongside other offsetting or compensation methods
provided for by NPS-FM.
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Decision Requested

$248.006

General
comment
S

General
comments
- fresh
water

Amend

Submitter considers this is inconsistent with the
effects management hierarchy in the NPS-FM,
which requires only residual adverse effects that
are more than minor be offset (or compensated).
Considers applicants should be given reasonable
opportunity to avoid, minimise, or remedy adverse
effects associated with contaminants in stormwater
runoff, to the extent that residual adverse effects are
minor or less than minor. Considers only in
circumstances where residual adverse effects are
more than minor should offsetting (or
compensation) be required. Further, in
circumstances where offsetting or compensation is
required, applicants should not be bound to financial
contributions, and should have an option to propose
offsetting or compensation in line with Appendix 6
and Appendix 7 of the NPS-FM.

Submitter recognises the financial contributions
method proposed by PC1 could be an effective
method of offsetting and should remain open as an
option in circumstances where offsetting is required.
Notes however, financial contributions will only be
effective where they are used to deliver appropriate
offsetting projects. Considers projects must be
planned for and delivered through the Council's
Long-term Plan and Infrastructure Strategy for this
to occur.

Notes inappropriate use of the freshwater planning
process for vegetation clearance and earthworks
provisions.

Provisions for vegetation clearance and the
permitted activity rule for earthworks, have been
included in this freshwater planning instrument.
Considers this is an inappropriate use of the
freshwater planning instrument as principal purpose
of these provisions is to control the use of land for

Seeks provisions be reallocated to the Part 1 Schedule 1
planning instrument.
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the purpose of soil conservation. Also considers
none of these rules manage discharges to
freshwater.
$248.007 General General Not Provide definitions for "raingarden" and Include definitions for terms including "raingarden" and
comment | comments | Stated "bioretention device". "bioretention device".
s -
definitions
$248.008 General General Not Amendments to long-term vision objectives for both Amend long-term vision objectives for both Whaitua to
comment | comments | Stated whaitua, to recognise that restoration of natural recognise that restoration of natural character may not be
S - overall character may not be possible in relation to possible in relation to regionally significant infrastructure.
regionally significant infrastructure.
$248.009 General General Not Amendments to general policy for management of Amend earthworks policy to improve practicality
comment comments | Stated earthworks to improve practicality of policy.
s -
earthwork
s
$248.010 General General Not Amendments to all provisions related to high-risk Amendments to all provisions related to high-risk industrial
comment | comments | Stated industrial and trade premises to ensure focus of and trade premises to ensure that focus of provisions is on
S - overall provisions is on the management of hazardous the management of hazardous substances, not on
substances, not on contaminants generally. contaminants generally (which are already provided for
under other provisions).
$248.011 General General Not Amendments to permitted activity rule for vegetation | Amendments to the permitted activity rule for vegetation
comment | comments | Stated clearance on highest erosion risk land (woody clearance on highest erosion risk land (woody vegetation) to
S - vegetation) to ensure vegetation clearance less ensure that vegetation clearance less than 200m2 is clearly
plantation than 200m2 is clearly provided for under rule (and is | provided for under the rule (and is not an innominate
forestry not an innominate discretionary activity). discretionary activity).
$248.012 General General Not Amendment to restricted discretionary activity rule Amendment to the restricted discretionary activity rule for
comment comments | Stated for earthworks, to recognise discharges of sediment | earthworks, to recognise discharges of sediment are not
s - are not included under permitted activity rule for included under the permitted activity rule for earthworks (and
earthwork earthworks (and are instead covered by the NRP's are instead covered by the NRP's minor discharge rule
s minor discharge rule R91). R91).
$248.013 2 High risk Amend Supports appropriate control through NRP over Considers amendments are necessary to the rules that
Interpreta | industrial high-risk industrial or trade premises but notes relate to new or redeveloped impervious surfaces to provide
tion or trade provisions proposed by PC1 for high risk industrial for a reasonable level of impervious surface development or
premise or trade premises are unreasonable with respect to redevelopment at high-risk industrial or trade premises as a

control of impervious surfaces, which provide for

176



Proposed Change 1 to the Natural Resources Plan -
Submission Points Ordered by Submitter Alphabetically

Greater
Wellington

Te Pane Matua Taiao

G

Submission | Plan Provision | Stance Reasons Decision Requested
Point Section
redevelopment of existing or the creation of new permitted or controlled activity, subject to appropriate
impervious surfaces at high-risk industrial or trade conditions.
premises as a discretionary activity.
Considers approach does not enable a reasonable
level of maintenance, upgrading, or development
(subject to appropriate conditions) and rules
incentivise retaining existing degraded impervious
surfaces, and do not recognise new or redeveloped
impervious surfaces will perform better at containing
hazardous substances and other contaminants than
existing ones. Considers this counter-productive
and contrary to objectives of the NRP, which seek
to maintain or improve water quality.
S$248.014 2 Highest Neutral Notes their submission on the provisions and maps Retain as notified (noting the submission points on the maps
Interpreta | erosion that relate to this definition. and provision).
tion risk
land (past
ure)
$248.015 2 Highest Neutral Notes their submission on the provisions and maps Retain as notified (noting the submission points on the maps
Interpreta | erosion that relate to this definition. and provision).
tion risk land
(woody
vegetation
)
$248.016 2 Imperviou Neutral Notes their submission on the provisions and maps Retain as notified (noting the submission points on the
Interpreta | s surfaces that relate to this definition. provisions).
tion
$248.017 2 Redevelop | Amend Seeks reference to redevelopment of existing Amend as follows:
Interpreta | ment urbanised property is removed, as the definition Forthe purpose-of assessment-of-aproposakinveolving-the
tion also applies to rules that are not exclusively limited

to redevelopment of urbanised property - refers to
WH.R11 for example.

Secondly, reference to "minor" under the first bullet
point should be removed as the term 'minor' is
subjective and adds uncertainty to scope of
definition.

tovol : e od

relation to stormwater effects, this includes is the
replacement, reconstruction or addition (new) of impervious
surfaces. Excludes:

-miner-maintenance or repairs to roads, carparking areas,
driveways, and paving

-installation, maintenance or repair of underground
infrastructure or network utilities requiring trenching and

Jin
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resurfacing
-activities that only involve the re-roofing of existing
buildings.
$248.018 2 Unplanned | Oppose Notes term "greenfield development" is undefined Amend the definition of "unplanned greenfield development"
Interpreta | greenfield resulting in a high degree of uncertainty about types | as follows:
tion developm of development that are prohibited under the rules. Greenfield development within areas identified as
ent Considers this level of uncertainty is inappropriate ‘'unplanned greenfield area' on maps 86, 87, 88 and 89
for a definition that determines the scope of which also require an underlying zone change (from
prohibited activity rules. rural/non- urban/open space to urban) though a District Plan
change to enable the development.
Considers if the term "greenfield development” is Note: Unplanned greenfield areas are those areas that do
interpreted as development on greenfield land (as not have an urban or future urban zone at the time of Plan
defined on the planning maps) then this would Change 1 notification, 30th October 2023.
include all types of development, which covers all
existing developed area at Arohata Prison and part Provide a definition of "greenfield development" as follows:
of Rimutaka Prison. But notes if the intent of the Greenfield development
definition and associated provisions is to manage Urban development on land that has not been
urban development on land not previously previously developed for urban land uses.
developed, then this should be clearly stated.
As a consequential amendment, add a definition for "urban
Considers that the term "greenfield development” development” in the NRP to match the Regional Policy
must be defined and suggests the that this is similar | Statement definition as follows:
to the definition of "greenfield" used in the Auckland | Urban development
Unitary Plan. Considers to support this definition, Urban development is subdivision, use and
the term "urban development" should also be development that is characterised by its planned
defined in the Plan and the "urban development" reliance on reticulated services (such as water supply
definition from the Regional Policy Statement would | and drainage) by its generation of traffic, and would
be appropriate and support integration between the include activities (such as manufacturing), which are
RPS and the NRP. usually provided for in urban areas. It also typically has
lots sizes of less than 3000 square metres.
Considers this package of amendments to the
definitions will provide sufficient certainty about the
scope of the term "greenfield development”, provide
for integration with RPS, and ensure development
of prison sites is not prohibited in "unplanned
greenfield development" areas.
$248.019 5.2 and Rule Oppose Seeks the operative permitted activity rule for Retain rule R101 so that it continues to apply in Whaitua Te
5.3 R101: earthworks continues to apply within Whaitua Te Whanganui-a-Tara and Te Awarua-o-Porirua Whaitua.
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Discharge | Earthwork Whanganui-a-Tara and Te Awarua-o-Porirua
s to land S - Whaitua, as rules WH.R23 and P.R22 do not
and water | permitted provide any permitted activity threshold for
and land activity. earthworks smaller than 3,000m2 per property, and
use rules the operative rule provides reasonable conditions
for undertaking all other earthworks that are less
than 3,000m2 that are not otherwise permitted by
WH.R23 and P.R22.
$248.020 8 Whaitua | Policy Amend Considers policy is inappropriate because definition | Amend as follows:
Te WH.P2 of "unplanned greenfield development" is broad,
Whangan | Managem uncertain, and could prohibit maintenance, Policy WH.P2 Management of activities to achieve target
ui-a-Tara ent of upgrading and development of regionally significant | attribute states and coastal water objectives
activities infrastructure. Considers prohibition on unplanned
to achieve greenfield development is inappropriate and must Target attribute states and coastal water objectives will be
target be removed. If relief sought by submitter on the achieved by regulating discharges and land use activities in
attribute definition of "unplanned greenfield development"” is the Plan, and non-regulatory methods, including Freshwater
states and granted in full, submitter would adopt a neutral Action Plans, by:
coastal position on this aspect of policy.
water (a) prohibiting-unpla ield-develop and-fo
objectives. Considers amendment to policy is necessary to other-greenfield-developments-minimising the discharge of

ensure it is consistent with effects management
hierarchy set out in NPS-FM. Aquatic offsetting is
only necessary where residual adverse effects are
more than minor, and resource consent applicants
should be encouraged to minimise residual adverse
effects so they are no more than minor (in which
case aquatic offsetting is not required). Considers if
aquatic offsetting is required, financial contributions
as proposed by PC1 should be available as a
discretionary option for achieving offsetting, but not
a mandatory requirement. If applicants can provide
alternative effective methods of aquatic offsetting as
part of proposal in accordance with Appendix 6 of
NPS-FM, then financial contributions should not be
required.

stormwater contaminants from greenfield development,
and where residual adverse effects from the discharge
of stormwater contaminants are more than minor,
requiring aquatic offsetting or compensation (which may
include financial contributions)-as-to-offset-adverse-effects
fromresidual-stormwater-contaminants; and

(b) encouraging redevelopment activities within existing
urban areas to reduce the existing urban contaminant load,
and

(c) imposing hydrological controls on urban development
and stormwater discharges to rivers

(d) requiring a reduction in contaminant loads from urban
wastewater and stormwater networks, and

(e) stabilising stream banks by excluding livestock from
waterbodies and planting riparian margins with indigenous
vegetation, and

(f) requiring the active management of earthworks, forestry,
cultivation, and vegetation clearance activities, and
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(g) soil conservation treatment, including revegetation with
woody vegetation, of land with high erosion risk, and
(h) requiring farm environment plans (including Freshwater
Farm Plans) to improve farm practices that impact on
freshwater.
$248.021 8 Whaitua || Policy Amend Considers it impracticable to avoid contaminants Amend policy as follows:
Te WH.P11: being entrained in stormwater and notes this is
Whangan | Discharge acknowledged in section 32 report and by policies Policy WH.P11: Discharges of eontaminants-hazardous
ui-a-Tara s of such as WH.P15. substances in stormwater from high risk industrial or trade
contamina premises
nts in Focus of the policy is on management of hazardous
stormwate substances prepared, used or stored at high risk The discharge of stormwater to water, including discharges
r from high industrial and trade premises, so reference to via the stormwater network, from a high risk industrial or
risk contaminants generally should be removed from the | trade premise shall be managed by:
industrial policy, in order that the policy is implementable and
or trade retains clear focus on the management of (a) having procedures and equipment in place to contain any
premises. hazardous substances. spillage of hazardous substances for storage or removal,
and
Notes management of stormwater contaminants (b) avoiding eentaminants-er-hazardous substances being
generally is provided for under policies WH.P10 and | entrained in stormwater and discharged to a surface water
WH.P14, which will also apply to high risk industrial body or coastal water, including via the stormwater network,
or trade premises. or where avoidance is not practicable, implementing good
management practice to avoid or minimise adverse effects
on the environment, including reducing contaminant volumes
and concentrations as far as practicable, and applying
measures, including secondary containment, treatment,
management procedures, and monitoring, and
(c) installing an interceptor where there is a risk of petroleum
hydrocarbons entering into the stormwater network, a
surface water body or coastal water, and
(d) avoiding or mitigating adverse effects of stormwater
discharges on groundwater quality.
$248.022 8 Whaitua | Policy Amend Notes raingardens and bioretention devices referred | Amend definitions section to include a definition of
Te WH.P14: to in Clause (a)(ii) are not defined terms in the plan "raingarden" and "bioretention device".
Whangan | Stormwate and both terms need to be added to Plan to provide
ui-a-Tara r certainty for users.
discharges
from new

180



Proposed Change 1 to the Natural Resources Plan -
Submission Points Ordered by Submitter Alphabetically

Greater
Wellington

Te Pane Matua Taiao

G

Submission | Plan Provision | Stance Reasons Decision Requested
Point Section
and
redevelop
ed
impervious
surfaces.
$248.023 8 Whaitua || Policy Amend Considers policy be amended so that its consistent | Amend as follows:
Te WH.P15: with effects management hierarchy set out in NPS-
Whangan | Stormwate FM, which requires aquatic offsetting or Policy WH.P15: Stormwater contaminant offsetting or
ui-a-Tara r compensation is provided in circumstances where compensation for new greenfield development
contamina residual adverse effects are more than minor. Fhe More than minor adverse effects of residual (post-
nt treatment) stormwater contaminants from new greenfield
offsetting Considers financial contributions should not be a development, roads (not already captured as part of a
for new mandatory means of providing aquatic offsetting, greenfield development) and state highways where the
greenfield and resource consent applicants should have discharge will enter a surface water body or coastal water,
developm reasonable opportunity to provide aquatic offsetting including via an existing or new stormwater network, are to
ent. or compensation in accordance with Appendix 6 or be offset by way of:(a) aquatic offsetting or compensation
7 of NPS-FM as part of proposals. in accordance with Appendix 6 or 7 of the National
Policy Statement on Freshwater Management 2020; or
(b) a financial contribution in accordance with Schedule 30
(financial contribution).
$248.024 8 Whaitua || Policy Oppose Considers the definition of unplanned greenfield Delete policy
Te WH.P16: development is too broad and uncertain. Unclear if
Whangan | Stormwate all development is prohibited or just specific kinds of
ui-a-Tara r urban development. Concerns the approach could
discharges prohibit works on prison assets or areas that are
from new already effectively developed but are located within
unplanned areas identified as "unplanned greenfield
greenfield development areas", where such works are
developm considered to be "greenfield development.
ent.

Questions the efficiency and practicability of the
proposed approach which creates jurisdictional
overlap between territorial authorities, the regional
council, and the Minister of Conservation on the
management of development in "unplanned
greenfield development areas". Noting decisions on
separate plan changes must be made separately
and considers this will be highly inefficient for
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applicants and submitters and applicants and risks
inconsistency.
Considers the appropriate means of providing for a
combined regulatory approach is through a
combined planning document to address the issue,
as per section 80 of the RMA. If the relief sought by
submitter on definition of "unplanned greenfield
development" is granted in full, submitter would
consider adopting a neutral position on rule.
$248.025 8 Whaitua | Policy Amend Questions feasibility of point (c) of this policy with Amend policy as follows:
Te WH.P28: regard to disparate areas of high erosion risk
Whangan || Achieving plantation forestry land identified in Map 92. Policy WH.P28 Achieving reductions in sediment discharges
ui-a-Tara reductions Notes under this policy, it appears harvesting from plantation forestry
in plantation forestry and replanting in pine is to be Reduce discharges of sediment from plantation forestry by:
sediment avoided. Noting the incentives for replanting
discharges provided in section B3 of Schedule 27 (relating to (a) identifying highest erosion risk land (plantation forestry),
from undertaking programmes to actively support and
plantation revegetation of and sediment management on (b) improving management of plantation forestry by requiring
forestry. highest erosion risk land (plantation forestry)), the erosion and sediment management plans to be prepared

practicality of replanting in natives can be
challenging, and may result in forestry owners not
replanting the land at all. Considers replanting with
pine still provides benefits for stabilising erosion-
prone land and considers this policy could be
counterproductive.

Considers this point would appear to be contrary to
the Emissions Trading Scheme, which requires
forests are registered to the scheme are replanted
after harvesting, as they provide important carbon
sequestration benefits.

Submitter seeks that point (c) of this policy be
deleted and notes this policy would be subject to
consequential amendments resulting from the relief
it is seeking on Schedule 34.

and complied with., and
ES) eqegl’ gt |at.e |£I igh est'e OSIORHS El.a' d I(p @ |tat|'s i
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$248.026 8 Whaitua || Policy Amend Considers the word "risk" should be replaced with Amend as follows:
Te WH.P29: "adverse effects", as resource management policies
Whangan | Managem should seek to manage actual or potential adverse Policy WH.P29: Management of earthworks
ui-a-Tara ent of effects of an activity, rather than risks generally.
earthwork The risk adverse effects of sediment discharges from
s. Notes the requirement to retain soil and sediment earthworks shall be managed by:
on site under clause (a) does not recognise that soil
and sediment may need to be removed from site in (a) requiring-retention-minimising the uncontrolled loss of
a controlled manner (for example, to a cleanfill area) | soil and sediment on the land using good management
as part of the works associated with the practices for erosion and sediment control measures that are
maintenance, upgrading, or development of existing | appropriate to the scale and nature of the activity, and in
developed sites. To recognise this, submitter accordance with the GWRC Erosion and Sediment Control
considers that clause (a) should be amended to Guideline for the Wellington Region (2021), for the duration
seek the uncontrolled loss of soil and sediment from | of the land disturbance, and
site is minimised, rather than requiring all soil and (b) limiting, where practicable, the amount of land disturbed
sediment to be retained on site. at any time, and
(c) designing and implementing earthworks with knowledge
Considers clause (b) should be qualified with of the existing environmental site constraints, specific
"where practicable" to recognise that any limits engineering requirements and implementation of controls to
placed on land disturbance should be reasonable limit the discharge of sediment to receiving environments,
and proportionate, particularly in the context of the and
good management practices already required by (d) requiring erosion and sediment control measures to be
clause (a) installed prior to, and during earthworks and ensuring those
controls remain in place and are maintained until the land is
stabilised against erosion
$248.027 8 Whaitua | Policy Support Considers standards set out in policy to be Retain as notified
Te WH.P30: reasonable.
Whangan | Discharge
ui-a-Tara standard
for
earthwork
S.
$248.028 8 Whaitua || Policy Oppose Considers a policy requiring all earthworks over Delete policy
Te WH.P31: 3,000m2 to be shut down over the winter months is
Whangan | Winter inappropriate, as it does not recognise there may be
ui-a-Tara shut down circumstances where earthworks need to occur over
of those months in order to provide for safe and

efficient operation, maintenance, upgrading, or

183



Proposed Change 1 to the Natural Resources Plan -
Submission Points Ordered by Submitter Alphabetically

Greater
Wellington

Te Pane Matua Taiao

G

Submission | Plan Provision | Stance Reasons Decision Requested
Point Section
earthwork development of prison infrastructure.
s.
Considers there are instances where earthworks are
unavoidable at this time, and with careful
management can be undertaken in a manner that
avoids, remedies, or mitigates adverse effects on
land stability and runoff. Notes GWRC Erosion and
Sediment Control Guideline for the Wellington
Region (2021), which is referred to in the policy,
provides a pathway for earthworks to be undertaken
during the winter months subject to careful
management and considers pathway should
continue to be available to applicants through
consent process.
$248.029 8 Whaitua | Rule Amend Considers permitted activity conditions to be Amend as follows:
Te WH.R2: reasonable, with exception of the point (€) which
Whangan | Stormwate implies the bore is shallow and is abstracting water Rule WH.R2: Stormwater to land - permitted activity
ui-a-Tara r to land - from an unconfined aquifer. Notes if this is the case,
permitted it should be clarified in the standard. The discharge of stormwater onto or into land, including
activity. where contaminants may enter groundwater:

Considers note at the end of the rule should be
amended to improve clarity. Also considers
reference to "redeveloped premises" be removed,
as it is addressed through separate rule cascade
related to new or redeveloped impervious surfaces
(rules R5 to R7).

(a) that is not from a high risk industrial or trade premise, or
(b) that does not discharge from, or to, a local authority
stormwater network,

is a permitted activity provided the following conditions are
met:

(c) the discharge is not from, onto or into SLUR Category |l
land, unless the stormwater does not come into contact with
SLUR Category lll land, and

(d) the discharge shall not cause or exacerbate the flooding
of any other property, and

(e) the discharge is not located within 20m of a shallow bore
(<20m depth), extracting from an unconfined aquifer,
used for water abstraction for potable supply or stock water.
Note

In respect of a discharge of stormwater from an existing
high risk industrial or trade premise refer to Rule WH.R4,
and for discharges of stormwater from new erredeveloped
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premises-high risk industrial or trade premises refer to
Rule WH.R11. For existing discharges from or into a local
authority stormwater network refer to Rule WH.R9.
$248.030 8 Whaitua | Rule Amend Considers permitted activity conditions reasonable Amend as follows:
Te WH.R3: but seeks the note at the bottom of the rule be
Whangan | Stormwate amended to improve its clarity. Rule WH.R3: Stormwater from an existing individual property
ui-a-Tara r from an to surface water or coastal water - permitted activity
existing
individual The discharge of stormwater from an existing individual
property to property into water, or onto or into land where it may enter a
surface surface water body or coastal water,
water or
coastal (a) that is not from a high risk industrial or trade premise, or
water - (b) that is not from a port, airport or state highway, or
permitted (c) that does not discharge from, or to, a local authority
activity. stormwater network,

is a permitted activity, provided the following conditions are
met:

(d) the discharge is not from, onto or into SLUR Category lll
land, unless the stormwater does not come into contact with
SLUR Category lll land, and

(e) the discharge does not contain wastewater, and

(f) the concentration of total suspended solids in the
discharge shall not exceed:

(i) 50g/m3 where the discharge enters a site or habitat
identified in Schedule A (outstanding water bodies),
Schedule C (mana whenua), Schedule F1 (rivers/lakes),
Schedule F3 (identified natural wetlands), Schedule F4
(coastal sites), or Schedule H1 (contact recreation), or

(i) 100g/m3 where the discharge enters any other water,
and

(9) the discharge shall not cause any erosion of the channel
or banks of the receiving water body or the coastal marine
area, and

(h) the discharge shall not give rise to the following effects
beyond the zone of reasonable mixing:

(i) the production of any conspicuous oil or grease films,
scums or foams, or floatable or suspended materials, or (ii)
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any conspicuous change in the colour, or
(iii) a decrease in water clarity of more than
1. 20% in a River class 1 and in any river identified as having
high macroinvertebrate community health in Schedule F1
(rivers/lakes), or
2. 30% in any other river, or
(iv) any emission of objectionable odour, or
(v) the freshwater is unsuitable for consumption by farm
animals, or
(vi) any significant adverse effects on aquatic life.
Note
In respect of the discharge of stormwater from an existing
high risk industrial or trade premise refer to Rule WH.R4.
Discharges from a port or airport refer to Rule WH.R8. For
discharges from an existing individual property into the
stormwater network refer to Rule WH.R9.
$248.031 8 Whaitua | Rule Amend Considers limiting the application of this rule to Amend as follows:
Te WH.R4: existing high risk industrial or trade premises may
Whangan | Stormwate result in new activities involving the likes of chemical | Rule WH.R4: Stormwater from an-existing-high risk industrial
ui-a-Tara r from an storage or engineering-related activities being a or trade premise - permitted activity
existing discretionary activity under rule WH.R11. Subject to
high risk amendment to condition (d), considers conditions The discharge of stormwater from an-existing-high risk
industrial are appropriate to manage potential adverse effects | industrial or trade premise, that is not a port or airport, into
or trade associated with stormwater discharges from existing | water, or onto or into land where it may enter water,
premise - or new high risk industrial or trade premises, as both | including via an existing local authority stormwater network,
permitted should be provided for under the same rule. is a permitted activity, provided the following conditions are
activity. met:

Considers condition (d) of rule should be amended
to remove reference to contaminants and retain a
focus on hazardous substances. Considers the term
"contaminants"” is too broad and given purpose of
managing high risk industrial or trade premises is to
manage potential adverse effects associated with
discharge hazardous substances, it is appropriate
condition (d) manages only hazardous substances,
rather than contaminants more broadly (which are
managed under the remainder of the conditions).

(a) the discharge is not from, onto or into SLUR Category llI
land, unless the stormwater does not come into contact with
SLUR Category lll land, and

(b) the discharge does not contain wastewater, and

(c) if the discharge is to land where it may enter
groundwater,

(i) the discharge cannot cause or exacerbate the flooding of
any other property, and

(i) the discharge is not located within 20m of a bore used for
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Considers note at the end of rule be deleted as part
of giving effect to relief sought in this submission, as
well as relief sought by submitter in relation to rules
for new or redeveloped impervious surfaces.

water abstraction for potable supply or stock water, and

(d) any ite;-or-hazardous
substances stored or used on site, cannot be entrained in
stormwater and enter a surface water body or coastal water,
including via the stormwater network, or

(i) there is a containment system in place to intercept and
contain any spillage of hazardous substances for storage
and removal, or

(i) the stormwater contains no hazardous substances except
petroleum hydrocarbons, and in that situation, the
stormwater is treated by an interceptor and the treated
discharge does not contain more than 15 milligrams per litre
of total petroleum hydrocarbons, and

(e) if the discharge is into a surface water body, coastal
water or via an existing local authority stormwater network,
the concentration of total suspended solids in the discharge
shall not exceed:

(i) 50g/m3 where the discharge enters a site or habitat
identified in Schedule A (outstanding water bodies),
Schedule C (mana whenua), Schedule F1 (rivers/lakes),
Schedule F3 (identified natural wetlands), Schedule F4
(coastal sites), or Schedule H1 (contact recreation), or (ii)
100g/m3 where the discharge enters any other water,

and where the discharge is not via an existing local authority
stormwater network the discharge shall also not:

(f) cause any erosion of the channel or banks of the
receiving water body or the coastal marine area, and

(9) give rise to the following effects beyond the zone of
reasonable mixing:

(i) the production of any conspicuous oil or grease films,
scums or foams, or floatable or suspended materials, or

(i) any conspicuous change in the colour, or

(iii) a decrease in water clarity of more than

1. 20% in a River class 1 and in any river identified as having
high macroinvertebrate community health in Schedule F1
(rivers/lakes), or

2. 30% in any other river, or

(iv) any emission of objectionable odour, or

(v) the freshwater is unsuitable for consumption by farm
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animals, or
(vi) any significant adverse effects on aquatic life.
Nete
o WHRHM-
$248.032 8 Whaitua | Rule Amend Notes some activities at prison and community Amend as follows:
Te WH.R5: corrections sites in the region are likely to be
Whangan | Stormwate considered as "high risk industrial or trade Rule WH.R5: Stormwater from new and redeveloped
ui-a-Tara r from new premises" under the proposed definition (e.g. impervious surfaces - permitted activity
and chemical / fuel storage and/or engineering-related
redevelop activities). Notes proposed rules make new or The use of land for the creation of new, or redevelopment of
ed redeveloped impervious surfaces at high risk existing impervious surfaces (including greenfield
impervious industrial or trade premises a discretionary activity development and redevelopment activities of existing
surfaces - under rule WH.R11. Concerns this could lead to urbanised property) and the associated discharge of
permitted perverse environmental outcomes, where stormwater into water, or onto or into land where it may enter
activity. impervious surfaces are left to degrade because a surface water body or coastal water, including through an

redevelopment of the surface would require a
discretionary activity consent and notes degraded
impervious surfaces will be less effective at
containing contaminants (including the accidental
spillage of hazardous substances) than redeveloped
impervious surfaces.

Considers it necessary to provide for new and
redeveloped impervious surfaces as permitted or
controlled activity under rules WH.R5, WH.R6 and
WH.R7, subject to appropriate conditions.
Considers additional conditions under (d) of rule
WH.R4 are appropriate to manage potential
adverse effects associated with hazardous
substances and considers these be incorporated
into rule WH.R5.

Considers Condition (c)(ii) should be amended so
hydrological control is only required for new
impervious surfaces, as redevelopment of existing

existing or new local authority stormwater network, that is
not a-high-risk-industrial-or-trade-premise-er-unplanned
greenfield development, is a permitted activity, provided the
following conditions are met:

(a) the proposal involves the creation of new, or
redevelopment of existing impervious areas of less than
1,000m2 (baseline property existing impervious area as at
30 October 2023) and

(b) all new building materials associated with the
development shall not include exposed zinc (including
galvanised steel) or copper roof, cladding and spouting
materials, and

(c) the proposal provides hydrological control measures (for
example rain tanks) onsite or offsite, where discharges will
enter a surface water body (including via an existing local
authority stormwater network): (i) for all impervieus-areas
impervious surfaces associated with a greenfield
development, or

(ii) for all redeveloped-and-new impervious-areas
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impervious surfaces will not change quantity of
runoff from impervious surfaces.

Seeks references to "impervious areas" (undefined)
in conditions (c)(i) and (ii) be replaced with
"impervious surfaces" (defined) and minor
amendments made to condition (c)(ii) to improve the
clarity of condition.

impervious surfaces invelving-greater than 30m2 of
impervious-area-of-a-associated with redevelopment (of an
existing urbanised property), and

(d) the discharge is not from, onto or into SLUR Category |l
land, unless the stormwater does not come into contact with
SLUR Category lll land, and

(e) the discharge does not contain wastewater, and

(f) the concentration of total suspended solids in the
discharge shall not exceed:

(i) 50g/m3 where the discharge enters a site or habitat
identified in Schedule A (outstanding water bodies),
Schedule C (mana whenua), Schedule F1 (rivers/lakes),
Schedule F3 (identified natural wetlands), Schedule F4
(coastal sites), or Schedule H1 (contact recreation), or

(i) 100g/m3 where the discharge enters any other water,
and where the discharge is not via an existing or new local
authority stormwater network:

(9) the discharge shall not cause any erosion of the channel
or banks of the receiving water body or the coastal marine
area, and

(h) the discharge shall not give rise to the following effects
beyond the zone of reasonable mixing:

(i) the production of any conspicuous oil or grease films,
scums or foams, or floatable or suspended materials, or

(i) any conspicuous change in the colour, or

(iii) a decrease in water clarity of more than

1. 20% in a River class 1 and in any river identified as having
high macroinvertebrate community health in Schedule F1
(rivers/lakes), or

2. 30% in any other river, or

(iv) any emission of objectionable odour, or

(v) the freshwater is unsuitable for consumption by farm
animals, or

(vi) any significant adverse effects on aquatic life.,and
where the new or redeveloped impervious surface is for
a high risk industrial or trade premise:

(i) any hazardous substances stored or used on site
cannot be entrained in stormwater and enter a surface
water body or coastal water, including via the
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$248.033

8 Whaitua
Te
Whangan
ui-a-Tara

Rule
WH.R6:
Stormwate
r from new
greenfield
impervious
surfaces -
controlled
activity.

Amend

Notes some activities at prison and community
corrections sites in the region are likely to be
considered as "high risk industrial or trade
premises" under the proposed definition (e.g.
chemical / fuel storage and/or engineering-related
activities). Notes proposed rules make new or
redeveloped impervious surfaces at high risk
industrial or trade premises a discretionary activity
under rule WH.R11. Concerns this could lead to
perverse environmental outcomes, where
impervious surfaces are left to degrade because
redevelopment of the surface would require a
discretionary activity consent and notes degraded
impervious surfaces will be less effective at
containing contaminants (including the accidental

spillage of hazardous substances) than redeveloped

impervious surfaces.

In order to provide for a reasonable level of
maintenance, upgrading and development of

stormwater network, or

(i) there is a containment system in place to intercept
and contain any spillage of hazardous substances for
storage and removal, or

(ii) the stormwater contains no hazardous substances
except petroleum hydrocarbons, and in that situation,
the stormwater is treated by an interceptor and the
treated discharge does not contain more than 15
milligrams per litre of total petroleum hydrocarbons.

Note
Where a property connects to a local authority stormwater
network, additional connection requirements and
authorisations may be required by the network utility
operator.Forthe creation-of new-orredevelopmentof

) A for hiah risk industrial andtrad
toWH.R11.
Amend rule as follows:

Rule WH.R6: Stormwater from new greenfield impervious
surfaces - controlled activity

The use of land for the creation of new impervious surfaces
for greenfield development and the associated discharge of
stormwater into water, or onto or into land where it may enter
a surface water body or coastal water, including through an
existing local authority stormwater network, that is not a-high
risk-industrial-or-trade-premise-er-unplanned greenfield
development, is a controlled activity, provided the following
conditions are met:

(a) the proposal involves the creation of new impervious
surfaces of between 1,000m2 and 3,000m2 (baseline
property existing impervious area as at 30 October 2023)

or,

(b) the proposal involves the creation new impervious
surfaces of less than 1,000m2, but is not permitted under the
conditions of Rule WH.R5,
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impervious surfaces, submitter considers it
necessary to provide for new and redeveloped
impervious surfaces as permitted or controlled
activity under rules WH.R5, WH.R6 and WH.R?7,
subject to appropriate conditions. Considers
additional conditions under (d) of rule WH.R4 are
appropriate to manage potential adverse effects
associated with hazardous substances and
considers these be incorporated into rule WH.RG6.

As per submission on policy WH.P15, submitter
considers it not consistent with the NPS-FM to
require mandatory financial contributions for
purposes of aquatic offsetting, as the effects
management hierarchy in NPS-FM only requires
offsetting in circumstances where residual adverse
effects are more than minor. Where residual
adverse effects are more than minor, applicants
should have opportunity to propose aquatic
offsetting or compensation in accordance with
Appendix 6 or 7 of NPS-FM. Considers it is
inappropriate to require financial contributions as a
condition, and instead, matter of control 6 should be
amended to refer to policy WH.P15. This ensures
appropriate aquatic offsetting or compensation
(which may include financial contributions under
Schedule 30) can be considered on a case by case
basis, where required.

and,

and

(d) where stormwater directly or indirectly (through an
existing local authority stormwater network) discharges to a
river, hydrological control is provided either:

(i) on-site, or

(ii) off-site through an existing local authority stormwater
network or privately owned stormwater network that has
been sized to accommodate the proposed stormwater
discharges, and

(e) stormwater contaminant treatment is provided that
captures 85% of the mean annual runoff and directs it to a
stormwater treatment system that treats in accordance with
Schedule 28 (contaminant treatment) and is provided either:
(i) on-site, or

(ii) off-site through an existing local authority stormwater
network or privately owned stormwater treatment system
that has capacity to treat contaminant loads from the
site.,and where the new impervious surface is for a high
risk industrial or trade premise:

(f) any hazardous substances stored or used on site
cannot be entrained in stormwater and enter a surface
water body or coastal water, including via the
stormwater network, or

(i) there is a containment system in place to intercept
and contain any spillage of hazardous substances for
storage and removal, or

(ii) the stormwater contains no hazardous substances
except petroleum hydrocarbons, and in that situation,
the stormwater is treated by an interceptor and the
treated discharge does not contain more than 15
milligrams per litre of total petroleum hydrocarbons.
Matters of control

1. The design and layout of the on-site stormwater treatment
system, including the ongoing operational and management
measures necessary to ensure that stormwater quality will
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$248.034

8 Whaitua
Te
Whangan
ui-a-Tara

Rule
WH.R7:
Stormwate
r from new
and
redevelop
ed
impervious
surfaces

Amend

Notes some activities at prison and community
corrections sites in the region are likely to be
considered as "high risk industrial or trade
premises" under the proposed definition (e.g.
chemical / fuel storage and/or engineering-related
activities). Notes proposed rules make new or
redeveloped impervious surfaces at high risk
industrial or trade premises a discretionary activity
under rule WH.R11. Concerns this could lead to

meet the requirements of condition (e) of this rule

2. The adequacy of hydrological control measures either on-
site or off- site, where stormwater will enter a river

3. Where an off-site (or a combination of on-site and off-site)
stormwater treatment system is utilised, whether this has
capacity, availability (timing) and appropriate authorisations
to connect into

4. The long-term operational, maintenance and ownership
requirements of the stormwater treatment system

5. Whether sufficient use of water sensitive urban design
measures have been applied to the site design and layouté-

contributions) Any aquatic offsetting or compensation
proposed in accordance with policy WH.P15

7. For high risk industrial or trade premises, the
adequacy of any proposed containment system,
interceptor system, or other proposed methods for the
management of hazardous substances

8. Condition of consent to demonstrate and/or monitor
compliance with conditions (d),and-(e), and (f) of this rule
Notification

In respect of Rule WH.R®6, applications are precluded from
limited and public notification (unless special circumstances
exist).

Nete

o WHRH-
Amend rule as follows:

Rule WH.R7: Stormwater from new and redeveloped
impervious surfaces of existing urbanised areas - controlled
activity

The use of land for the creation of new and/or
redevelopment of impervious surfaces of an existing
urbanised property and the associated discharge of
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of existing perverse environmental outcomes, where stormwater into water, or onto or into land where it may enter
urbanised impervious surfaces are left to degrade because a surface water body or coastal water, including through an
areas - redevelopment of the surface would require a existing local authority stormwater network, thatisnota-high
controlled discretionary activity consent and notes degraded ik i ises-is a controlled activity,
activity. impervious surfaces will be less effective at provided the following conditions are met:

containing contaminants (including the accidental
spillage of hazardous substances) than redeveloped
impervious surfaces.

In order to provide for a reasonable level of
maintenance, upgrading and development of
impervious surfaces, submitter considers it
necessary to provide for new and redeveloped
impervious surfaces as permitted or controlled
activity under rules WH.R5, WH.R6 and WH.R7,
subject to appropriate conditions. Considers
additional conditions under (d) of rule WH.R4 are
appropriate to manage potential adverse effects
associated with hazardous substances and
considers these be incorporated into rule WH.R7.

(a) the proposal involves the creation of new, or
redevelopment of impervious surfaces of between 1,000m2
and 3,000m2 (baseline property existing impervious area as
at 30 October 2023)

or,

(b) the proposal involves the creation of new, or
redevelopment of impervious areas of less than 1,000m2 but
is not permitted under the conditions of Rule WH.R5, and,
(c) where stormwater directly or indirectly (through an
existing local authority stormwater network) discharges to a
river, hydrological control is provided either:

(i) on-site, or

(ii) off-site through an existing local authority stormwater
network or privately owned stormwater network that has
been sized to accommodate the proposed stormwater
discharges, and

(d) contaminant treatment of stormwater is provided either:
(i) on-site through a stormwater treatment system, or

(ii) off-site through an existing local authority stormwater
network or privately owned stormwater treatment system
that has capacity to treat contaminant loads from the siteand
where the new or redeveloped impervious surface is for
a high risk industrial or trade premise:

(e) any hazardous substances stored or used on site
cannot be entrained in stormwater and enter a surface
water body or coastal water, including via the
stormwater network, or

(i) there is a containment system in place to intercept
and contain any spillage of hazardous substances for
storage and removal, or

(ii) the stormwater contains no hazardous substances
except petroleum hydrocarbons, and in that situation,
the stormwater is treated by an interceptor and the
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treated discharge does not contain more than 15
milligrams per litre of total petroleum hydrocarbons.
Matters of control

1. Whether the design and layout of the on-site stormwater
treatment system incorporates best practicable option
measures to achieve (to the extent practicable) the capture
of 85% of the mean annual stormwater runoff and treatment
in accordance with Schedule 28 (contaminant treatment)

2. Whether the design and layout undertakes a best
practicable option approach to the provision of hydrological
control measures either onsite or offsite, where stormwater
will enter a river

3. Where an off-site (or a combination of on-site and off-site)
stormwater treatment system is utilised, whether this has
capacity, availability (timing) and appropriate authorisations
to connect into

4. The long-term operational, maintenance and ownership
requirements of the stormwater treatment system

5. Whether there are topographical limitations influencing the
provision of stormwater hydrological control and contaminant
treatment

6. Whether sufficient use of water sensitive urban design
methods have been applied to the site design and layout7.
For high risk industrial or trade premises, the adequacy
of any proposed containment system, interceptor
system, or other proposed methods for the management
of hazardous substances

8. Conditions to monitor compliance associated with any
stormwater treatment system, or hydrological control
measures,or measures required under condition (e).
Notification

In respect of Rule WH.R7, applications are precluded from
limited and public notification (unless special circumstances
exist).
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$248.035 8 Whaitua | Rule Amend Opposes default discretionary activity status for new | Amend as follows:
Te WH.R11: or redeveloped impervious surfaces at high risk
Whangan | Stormwate industrial or trade premises for reasons set out inits | Rule WH.R11: Stormwater from new and redeveloped
ui-a-Tara r from new submission of rules WH.R5, WH.R6 and WH.R7. impervious surfaces - discretionary activity
and Considers a reasonable level of new or redeveloped
redevelop impervious surfaces should be provided for as a The use of land for the creation of new, or redevelopment of
ed permitted or controlled activity under rules WH.R5, existing impervious surfaces (including greenfield
impervious WH.R6 and WH.R7, subject to appropriate development and redevelopment of existing urbanised
surfaces - conditions to manage the potential adverse effects property) and the associated discharge of stormwater into
discretiona associated with hazardous substances. water, or onto or into land where it may enter a surface water
ry activity. body or coastal water, including through an existing local
As per submission on policy WH.P15, considers itis | authority stormwater network, that is not permitted by Rule
not consistent with NPS-FM to require mandatory WH.RS, or a controlled activity under Rule WH.R6 or Rule
financial contributions for purposes of aquatic WH.R7, or prohibited under WH.R13 is a discretionary
offsetting, as the effects management hierarchy in activity provided the following conditions are is met:
NPS-FM only requires offsetting in circumstances
where residual adverse effects are more than minor. | (a) the resource consent application includes a Stormwater
Where residual adverse effects are more than Impact Assessment prepared in accordance with Schedule
minor, applicants should have opportunity to 29 (impact assessment), anrd-
propose aquatic offsetting or compensation in {b)-ithe-proposal-isfor-greenfield-developmentafinancial
accordance with Appendix 6 or 7 of the NPS-FM. contributionis-paidfor-the-purpose-of-offsetting-the-adverse
Considers it inappropriate to require financial effects-of residual stormwater contaminants-The level of
contributions as a condition. Where aquatic contribution-and-when-itis required-is-setout-in-Schedule-30
offsetting or compensation (which may include {financial-contributions):
financial contributions under Schedule 30) is
considered to be necessary, this can be provided
for as a condition of consent with reference to
requirements of policy WH.P15.
$248.036 8 Whaitua | Rule Amend Considers the move to non-complying activity status | Amend rule as follows:
Te WH.R12: for all other stormwater discharges is not clearly
Whangan | All other explained or justified in section 32 report. Rule WH.R12: All other stormwater discharges - ren-
ui-a-Tara stormwate Concerned with the jump between permitted activity | eomplying-discretionary activity
r status for stormwater discharges under rules
discharges WH.R2, WH.R3, and WH.R4, and non-complying The:
- non- activity status under this rule. Minor non-
complying compliances with conditions under these rules will (a) discharge of stormwater onto or into land, including
activity. trigger the non-complying activity rule. where contaminants may enter groundwater, that is not

Notes non-complying activity status for minor

permitted by Rule WH.R2, or
(b) discharge of stormwater into water or onto or into land
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breaches rule conditions can be a particular issue where it may enter a surface water body or coastal water,
for development or upgrading existing assets, which | that is not permitted by Rule WH.R3, or a restricted
can involve complex, bundled consents for a broad discretionary activity under Rules WH.R8 or WH.R9, or
range of activities, some of which may have adverse | (c) discharge of stormwater from a high risk industrial or
effects that are more than minor. Notes this leads to | trade premise that is not permitted by Rule WH.R4, erthe
a high degree of uncertainty as to whether consents | use-ofland-forthe-creation-of new-orredevelopmentof
for development or upgrading of Ara Poutama's existing-impervious-surfaces-and-the-associated-discharge of
assets will be granted under section 104D of RMA, stormwater from-a-high-risk-industrial-or trade-premise-that
even where minor non-compliances with stormwater | does-not-meetthe-conditions-of Rule WH-R11,or
conditions under rules WH.R2, WH.R3, or WH.R4 {d)yuse-of-land-for-the-creation-of new-orredevelopment-of
can be appropriately addressed through consent existing-impervious-surfaces-and-the-associated-discharge-of
conditions. stormwater-into-water-or-onto-or-intoland-where-itmay-enter
Considers non-complying activity rule is not activity under Rule- WH-R6 or WH.R7 —or a-discretionary
sufficiently justified in section 32 report and does activity under Rule WH.R10-or WH.R11, or a-prohibited
not appropriately provide for activities that do not activity under WH.R13;
meet permitted activity conditions, but which can
otherwise be managed through consent conditions is anen-complying-discretionary activity.
as a discretionary activity. Submitter does consider
that non-complying activity status should be As a consequential amendment, provide a new non-
retained for proposals that do not provide a complying activity rule for stormwater discharges that are not
Stormwater Impact Assessment under rule a discretionary activity under rule WH.R11.
WH.R11, as this would clearly be contrary to
objectives and policies of the Plan.
$248.037 8 Whaitua | Rule Oppose Considers the definition of unplanned greenfield Delete rule.
Te WH.R13: development is too broad and uncertain. Notes it is
Whangan | Stormwate unclear if all development is prohibited or just
ui-a-Tara r from new specific kinds of urban development. Concerns the
unplanned approach could prohibit works associated with the
greenfield maintenance, upgrading and development of Ara
developm Poutama's existing assets in areas identified as
ent - "unplanned greenfield development areas" where
prohibited such works are considered "greenfield
activity. development".

Questions the efficiency and practicability of the
proposed approach which creates jurisdictional
overlap between territorial authorities, the regional
council, and the Minister of Conservation on the
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$248.038

$248.039

8 Whaitua
Te
Whangan
ui-a-Tara

8 Whaitua
Te

Rule
WH.R20:
Plantation
forestry -
controlled
activity.
Rule
WH.R21:

Neutral

Neutral

management of development in "unplanned
greenfield development areas". Notes that except
for combined planning documents under section 80
of RMA, there are no provisions in the RMA that

provide for combined hearing, decision making, and

appeals on proposed changes to separate regional
and district plans.

Notes decisions must be made separately by the
territorial authority and regional council, and in this
case, any change to the unplanned greenfield
development area maps must also be approved by
the Minister of Conservation. Notes this is likely to
be highly inefficient for those seeking changes to
regional and district plans, as well as those
submitting on them, and the risk of inconsistent
decision making is high.

Considers if it is Council's position this issue
requires a combined approach with territorial
authorities, then appropriate means of providing for
this is through a combined planning document (and
the Council is obliged to consider this under section
80(7) of the RMA).

Notes that its principal concern with this rule is that
it is unclear whether it would prohibit the upgrading
or development of its existing assets. If the relief
sought on the definition of "unplanned greenfield
development" is granted in full, submitter would
consider adopting a neutral position on this rule.
Submitter has neutral position on rule, subject to
relief sought on Schedule 34.

Submitter has neutral position on rule, subject to
relief sought on Schedule 34.

Retain as notified (noting the submission points on Schedule
34).

Retain as notified (noting the submission points on Schedule
34).
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Whangan | Plantation
ui-a-Tara forestry -
discretiona
ry activity.
$248.040 8 Whaitua | Rule Amend Seeks clarification as to whether prohibition on Clarify whether the rule applies to "afforestation" only as
Te WH.R22: "earthworks" and "mechanical land preparation” in defined by the NES-CF, or whether the rule applies to all
Whangan | Plantation rule only applies to "afforestation" as defined by plantation forestry, including re-establishment.
ui-a-Tara forestry on NES-CF (i.e. this rule only applies to land where no
highest commercial forestry or harvesting has occurred If the rule applies to all plantation forestry including re-
erosion within the past 5 years), or whether prohibition on establishment, amend the rule to enable a consent pathway
risk land - "earthworks" and "mechanical land preparation” for re-establishing plantation forests after harvesting.
prohibited applies to all new plantation forestry, including re-
activity. establishment of recently harvested forests.
Considers if rule only applies to new forests as per
the definition of "afforestation" in the NES-CF,
submitter considers this rule is reasonable.
Notes if rule applies to re-establishment of recently
harvested forests, submitter considers the
Prohibited activity status for this rule is
unnecessarily onerous, and evidence in the Section
32 report does not support a Prohibited activity
status. Considers there should be a consent
pathway for re-establishing plantation forests after
harvesting for reasons set out in its requested relief
for Policy WH.P28.
$248.041 8 Whaitua | Rule Amend Notes effect of use of "and" at the end of condition Amend rule as follows:
Te WH.R23: (b) is to exclude all earthworks not related to
Whangan | Earthwork implementing farm erosion risk treatment plans or Rule WH.R23: Earthworks - permitted activity
ui-a-Tara S - farm environmental plans from the permitted activity
permitted rule. As a result, all other earthworks, regardless of Earthworks is a permitted activity, provided the following
activity. size or whether they meet conditions (c) to (h) will conditions are met:

be a restricted discretionary activity under rule
WH.R24. Considers this is an error and
acknowledges Council have corrected this under
clause 16 of Schedule 1 to the RMA by way of a
memo published on 6 December 2023.

(a) the earthworks are to implement an action in the erosion
risk treatment plan for the farm, or

(b) the earthworks are to implement an action in the farm
environment plan for the farm, and or

(c) the area of earthworks does not exceed 3,000m2 per
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Notes it cannot be efficient or effective to require property in any consecutive 12-month period, and
resource consent for all earthworks, regardless of (d) the earthworks shall not occur within 5m of a surface
scale. Considers this does this appear to be water body or the coastal marine area, except for earthworks
consistent with policies WH.P30 and WH.P31, undertaken in association with Rules R122, R124, R130,
which place emphasis on controlling earthworks R131, R134, R135, and R137, and
over 3,000m2. Considers that it is appropriate that (e) soil or debris from earthworks is not placed where it can
smaller scale earthworks are generally provided for enter a surface water body or the coastal marine area,
as a permitted activity under rule (subject to the including via a stormwater network, and
conditions set out under the rule). To achieve this, (f) the area of earthworks must be stabilised within six
"and" should be replaced with "or" at the end of