
Waikato Regional Council Proposed Plan Change I ForThe Waikato and Waipa
River Catchments

I am submitting on behalf of Fiona and John Scott of Hauturu.We have farmed
together in the catchments of the Kawhia Harbour for nearly 50 years. John is a
third generation farmer.
Very recently we succeeded our holdings between our two sons and so are no
longer land owners. However we still live and work on this land for our
families.
Good stewardship of our land has been of paramount importance to us. This
has enabled us to hand onto our sons viable opportunities and we would wish
that they are able to do the same for their families.
Some key points in the proposed plan changes would be difficult for us to
achieve if they were applied to our hill country in particular.
We are concerned that a precedent may be set by this process and that these
requirements of concern could be transposed to our zone as they exist now.
Therefore we would like to take this opportunity to make the following
comments.

Yours faithfully,
Fiona and John Scott
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WAIKATO REGIO]{AI COUl{cIt PROPOSED WAIKATO REGIONAL PI.AI{ CHAilGE 1
WAIKATO AllD WAIPA RMR CATCT{lrlEilTS

Submission Form

Submlssion on a publically notifted proposed Regional Plan prepared underthe
Resource Management Act 1991.

On: The Waikato Reglonal Councils proposed Waikato Regional Plan Change 1 -
Waikato and Waipa River Catchments

To: WaakatoRegionalCouncil
401GreyStreet
Hamilton East
Private bag 3038
Walkato Mai! Center
HAMTLTON 3240

Compleb the following

Full llame: tohn & Flona Scott

Phonc (llm): 07 87107t0

Phone (Wk):

PostalAddrcss: 1333 Hauturu Road RO2TOPARAU

Phone (Cel!):

Postcode: 3886

Emall: flona.scottOfarmslde.Go.nz

I am n9t a trade competitorforthe purposes of the submission butthe proposed plan has a direct impact on
myability to farm. If changes sought in the plan areadopted they may impacton others butl am notin direct
trade competition wath them.
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The cpcclflc provlslons my submlsclon
rclatcs to arc:

Statc opcclflcally what Obtectlve,
Pollcy, Rulc, map, gloosary, or lscucyou
arcrcferrlngto.

Itly submlsslon ls that:

Statc:

o whctheryousupportroropposccachptovlslon
lbted ln oolumnl;

o brhfreaoonsforyourylcwg.

Thcdeclelon lwould llkethc Walkato Reglonal
Goundltomakcls:

Glve:

prcclsc detalls of the outcomes you
would llkstoseeforcach povlslon. The
morc speclflc you can be thc cacler lt
wlll be forthe Gouncll to undenrtand the
outcome youseck

Provisions

ObJective 1 - Long Term restoration
and protection of water quality for
each sub-catchment and Freshwater
Management Unit.

WesupportUtsofidir

The reasons for this are:

We support this objective in principle but feel that the
word restore is setting the bar too high.

Over 4 million people live in New Zealand now and their
needs all need to be met sustainably.

As an alternative we propose to replace
restore with improve.
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ObJective 2 - Social, economlc and
cultural wellbeing is maintalned in the
long term.

We support this.
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Objective 3 - Short-term I We support this. I seekthatthe provision is Retained as proposed
improvements in water quality in the
flrst stage of restoratlon and
protection of water quality for each
sub-catchment and Freshwater
Management Unit.
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ObJective 4 - People and community
resilience

We support this. I seekthatthe provision is: Retained as
proposed



1 . WATKATO AND WAIPA RIVER CA

Policy 1: Manage diffuse discharges
of nitrogen, phosphorus, sediment
and microbial pathogens

Section C

Progressively excluding cattle,
horses, deer, pigs from rivers,
streams, drains, wetlands and lakes.

We oppose Section C of this policy.

The reasons for this are:

We oppose Section C in areas of low stocking rates. Costs
would be prohibitive and we are unaware of any data
supporting this requirement. We feel that we run
appropriate stocking rates on a steeper country, do not
crop and make no supplementary feed.

I seekthattheprovisionis: amended as set out
below

As an alternative I propose

That section C excludes areas of low intensity
farming.



Policy 9: Sub-catchment (including
edge of field) mitigation planning, co-
ordlnation and funding.

I seekthattheprovision is: Retained as
proposed



I t llFlEll

Policy 16: Flexibility for development
of land returned under Te Tlriti o
Waitangi settlements and multiple
owned Maori land.

We oppose this.

The reasons for this are:

We oppose thls policy. It is unfair. Rules for stewardship
should be the same for everyone.

Many European have long and abiding attachments to
their land that they have farmed for generations.

I

I I seekthatthe provision is: Deleted in itsenfi rety.



Implementation Methods
3.11.4.1 Working with Others

We support these methods.

The reasons for this are:

In particular we suppoft the introduction of FEp,s
especially if they are used to provide discretion and data
for improved management.

In particular we also suppoft 3.11.45 sub catchment scale
plannlng.

I seekthattheprovision is: Retalned as
proposed



Implementation Methods
3. 1 1.4.5 Sub-catchment scale
planning

We support this. I seekthattheprovision is Retained as
proposed



WAIPA

Implementation Methods
3.11.4.3 Farm Environment Plans

We support this. I seekthattheprovisionis: Retained as
proposed
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Rules
3.11.5.1 Permitted Activity Rule -
Small and Low Intensity farming
activities

We support the permitted activity rule, but oppose the
requirement for stock exclusion.

The reasons for this are:

We oppose the total stock exclusion in point 2.

The financial implications of stock to be excluded by this
provision would make farming much of our country
unviable.

I seekthattheprovisionis amended as set out
below

As an alternative I propose

That exclusion of stock be removed and
replaced with a fencing policy on low intensity
farms that-allows discretion on a farm by farm
basis.
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Rules
3.11.5.2 Permitted Activity Rule -
Other farming activities

Point 2

Point 3. e.

We support the permitted activity rule.

BUT:

We oppose the total stock exclusion rule.

We oppose the total 3 metre setback. In most cases it will
be impractical and definitely not viable.

We oppose 4c.

Large tracts of our land will exceed this slope. Our slopes
are well grassed and show no signs of slippage. We do
not cultivate hill country.

I seekthattheprovisionamended as set out
below

As an alternative I propose

That this point be removed and replaced with
best practical option.

Point 4 c
That clause 4c is removed.



I Rules

I 3.11.5.6 Restricted Discretionary
i Activity Rule - The use of land for
I farming activities.

We support the terms of notification for this rule. I seekthatthe provislon is: Retalned as
proposed.
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Rules
Schedule C - Stock Excluslon

We oppose this schedule

The reasons for this are:

We have many kilometers of wateruvays that would
require fencing under a blanket rule.

As stated previously we could not afford to fence al!
watenrays and remain viable. The effects of this alone
would be socially, economically and culturally crippling. tt
is hard to see how the environmental gains perceived can
be justified.

I seekthatthe provision is: Deleted in ltsentirety



WAIKATO REGIONAT COUNCIT WAIKATO

Indicated costs to the plan changes
to be met by WRC are CONCERNING.

I support/ oppose/ and for each whether or not you wish
to amend

The reasons for this are:

Will rates have to rise to cover additional monitoring,
planning etc, required by the new plan?

Will there be enough resource to continue with the
excellent plant and pest control that our Regional
Council is well known for?
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Yours sincerely
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