
PROPOSED WAIKATO 
REGIONAL PLAN CHANGE 1 
WAIKATO AND WAIPA RIVER CATCHMENTS 

Subform I PC12016 

Waikato 
~ ..... ~ 
REGIONAL COUNCIL 
T• ~unllM,a j Raisa o W.iblO 

COVER SHEET Submission form on publicly notified - Proposed 
Waikato Regional Plan Change 1 - Waikato and 
Waipa River Catchments. 

FOR OFFICE USE ONLY 

Submission Number 

Important: Save this PDF to your computer before answering. 
If you edit the original form from this webpage, your changes 
will not save. Please check or update your software to allow 
for editing. We recommend Acrobat Reader. 

FORM 5 Clause 6 of First Schedule, Resource Management Act 1991 

SUBMISSIONS CAN BE 

Entered 

File Ref 

I Initials 

I Sheet 1 of 

Malled to Chief Executive, 401 Grey Street, Private Bag 3038, Waikato Mail Centre, Hamilton 3240 

Delivered to Waikato Regional council, 401 Grey Street, Hamilton East, Hamilton 

Faxed to 
(07) 859 0998 

I 
I 

Please Note: if you fax your submission, please post or deliver a copy to one of the above addresses 

Emailed to 
healthyrivers@waikatoregion.govt.nz 

Please Note: Submissions received by email must contain fu/f contact details. 

Online at www.waikatoregion.govt.nz/healthyrivers 

We need to receive your submission by 5pm, 8 March 2017. 

YOUR NAME AND CONTACT DETAILS 

Fax:-------------------

ADDRESS FOR SERVICE OF SUBMITTER 

Fullname: ___ --~-~~~~·M~-M~-Jow~~Q ______________ _ 
Address for service of person making submission:--------------------------

Email: ________________________________________ _ 

Phone: ___________________ Fax: __________________ _ 

tage in trade competition through this submission. 

ected by an effect of the subject matter of the submission that: 

elate to the trade competition or the effects of trade competition. 

tire paragraph if you could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission. 

1!91500// ~229-10/i6 



I 

PLEASE INDICATE BY TICKING THE RELEVANT BOX WHETHER YOU WISH TO BE HEARD IN SUPPORT OF YOUR 
SUBMISSION 

(9'i' wish to speak at the hearing in support of my submissions. 

0 I do not wish to speak at the hearing in support of my submissions. 

JOINT SUBMISSIONS 

g{t' others make a similar submission, please tick this box if you will consider presenting a joint case with them at the hearing. 

IF YOU HAVE USED EXTRA SHEETS FOR THIS SUBMISSION PLEASE ATTACH THEM TO THIS FORM AND 
INDICATE BELOW 

0ves, I have attached extra sheets. 0 No, I have not attached extra sheets. 

SIGNATURE OF SUBMITTER 

Signature: Y-- Date: 07·() g ~0/ ::f 

Personal information is used for the administration of the submission process and will be made public. All information collected 
will be held by Waikato Regional Council, with submitters having the right to access and correct personal information. 

~k '1,l 0/\ ¥"~J-:i {dl0v.>vj: 

]]- nJi J{J..nd c/t.o"' q h'W '4w "lw'I/<( /1,()~ c,..,{ "'-'-«< ~ 
I • 

PLEASE CHECK that you have provided all of the information requested and if you are having trouble filling out this 
form, phone Waikato Regional Council on 0800 800 401 for help. 

",'.)]50077 :,229-10/1& 

) 



SUBMISSION TO THE PROPOSED WAIKATO DISTRICT PLAN CHANGE 1 

INTRODUCTION: 

We are pleased to have the opportunity to submit on this proposed plan change as its implications 

on farming could be significant. The goals of the plan ar~ laudable and the staged approach with 

clear information given to assist farmers and others is helpful. 

THE PROPERTY: 

The property is a little over 20 hctrs in Whangarata and is used as dairy support. The stocking rate is 

low as about 15 hctrs of the property is harvested for supplements for the dairy unit. The nitrogen 

use is low so therefore if the stocking rate is lifted as part of a land use change the "grand parenting" 

limitations on low emitters will affect the property and growing the business will be difficult. 

Funding the requirements under the plan is a problem. Stock exclusion has been undertaken 

although the low areas are summer dry. 

INCLUSION OF ALL PARTIES: 

We believe that the improvement of water bodies is of interest to all people and therefore the rural 

communities should not be specifically targeted. It is accepted that rivers degrade after they pass 

through built up areas and many Councils lack the ability to satisfactorily contain contaminants from 

their populations. 

To solve this, Councils should be tasked to upgrade their facilities and they should also form part of 

this plan. All those contributors should be required to take action. 

Page 16 should read 'land based actions' not 'on farm'. Guidelines should be developed telling 

landowners what is expected of them. 

365 DAY SWIMABLE RIVERS: 

This goal seems to forget that rivers flood in winter, swimmers don't want to use the river then and 

water fowl, introduced fish etc also have an effect on the quality. 

The goal needs to become more realistic backed up by the science. Carp and birds eg Canadian 

geese, ducks, pukekos, etc, should have their numbers controlled. 

OVERSEER: 

Overseer has not been designed for this intended purpose and in its current form is unsuitable. 

Modification and changes need to be made to Overseer to make it fit for purpose. Other forms of 

mitigation outside of Overseer should be allowed. 

N has been prioritised over the other contaminants. 



FARMERS SHOULD BE REWARDED FOR THEIR EFFORTS: 

A carrot is better than a stick. 

Wetlands should be removed from the rateable area of their land and infrastructure such as 

feed pads/standoff pads, pasture species changes etc should be recognised for their protection of 
soil and water runoff quality. Provide farmers with information of what further they can do and how 

their efforts have brought about improvements calculated from the science undertaken. 

SPECIALIST PEOPLE TO PRODUCE FARM PLANS, CHECKING AND ENVIRONMENTAL WORK: 

There are not enough qualified people available to undertake the quantity of plans required. 

Landowners who generally know their land extremely well should be able to produce at least part of 

this work. 

Clarify who will be acceptable and the definition of certified personnel. 

MONITORING SITES: 

The existing monitoring sites are not necessarily representative of all areas. Sub catchments could 

help to narrow areas of more concern. 

STOCK EXCLUSION AND SETBACKS 

No clear detail on where setback measurements start for cultivation or from wet areas. 

Method 10 and 11 needs to reflect what happens on the land and what can be found in the water. 

No guidelines as to the range of 'edge of field' mitigations available to use. 

Land not grazed can easily become a fire hazard, summer grazing of some setback areas could be an 

advantage and a safety aspect. 

LAND USE CHANGES 

Farmers wanting to change to dairy farming from other land uses should not be stopped as long as 

suitable mitigations can be put in place. 

WITHDRAWN AREA 

The land in question is within the withdrawn area. 

Anna Noakes Jean Hamilton 

For Fruhling Trust for Milkabit Ltd 




