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1. BeckSround

We are dairyfarmers in the Waipa Freshwater Management Unit. Ou r su b-catchment is Puniu at Barton's Corner Bridge.
Ourfarming philosophy is to run a simple, low cost system with attention to detail, almed at optlmising use of resources and minimisin8 impact on the
environment.

Oursisalow-input(system2)lS0cowfarmwithamixofflat,rollin8andsteepercontour.60haofthe83hafarmlsusedfordairying,around8.5haisused
to run drystockand the remainder has stockexcluded. Allwaterways includingthe Puniu River, creeks, springs and wet areas are fenced forstock
exclusion. To reduce the risk oferosion we have excluded stock from some st€epersidlings and we do notcultivate any land.
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we have been proadive in reducing our impact onthe envionment by lnstalllngan effluent system with 90 days storage and the abilityto spread effluent
to halfofthe effective dairy platform. We usesoiltestsand nutrient budgeting along with adviaefrom our fertiliser representative to optimise soilnutrient
status for pasturegrowth while aimingto avoid wastage, run-offand leaching. We are relatively low users ofNitrcgen and any applications are made when
plants are actively growing to optimise uptake and reduce rlskof leaahing,
We have voluntarily completed a sustainable milk plan which look at minimising or miti8atin8 the effecls of farming by planning and taking actions around
water use, water managementand infrastructure, land management and waterways management.

The Puniu River, which forms one of our farm boundaries, provides us, our family and ourfriends with a playground for swimmin& kayeking and fishing,
We recognise the need to protect and enhance this naturalasset and otherfreshwater resources ln the walkato and Waipa River cfchmentE while
ensuringthat plans do not riskthe social, cuhuraland econom ic via bility of local communities.

Plan Chan8€ 1-Waipe and Waikato River Cat.hments

2. submission summary

We suppon the overallintent of Plan Change 1as an important first step in achievin8the Vision and StrateSy.

3. DairyNZ submission
we have seen and support the DalryNz submlssion and seek the adoptlon ofthat submlsslon subjeat to the additional submissions we have made below.

4. Peraonal Subml$lon ar followa:

Note: Where deletions are suggested the originaltext has been crossed out e,g. €r€5ae&ct. Where new text is inserted this has been underllned.

Section of Plan Change Provision and Page

Number
Support or Oppose Decision Sought Reason For Submission

Background and
Explanation

Page 15 Paragraph
1and2

Support Retain the plan for a staged
approach where Plan Change

aims at achieving 10% of the
Vision and Strategy within the
next 10 years.

The extended time frame and staged approach
to achieving the Vision and Strategy gives time
for:

o lnformation to be collected on how
current and planned mitigations effect
water quality. This information can



inform subsequent stages of the
Healthy Rivers Plan

o ldentifying options to achieve the Vision
and Strategy that may not yet be known

o Planning and budgeting for required
actions thereby helping to protect the
long-term viability of our business and
maintaining thriving commu nities

Policies 3.11.3
Policy l Page 30

Support Retain It is important to recognise that Nitrogen,
Phosphorus, sediment and microbial pathogens
all effect water quality. Plans for improvement
or maintenance of water quality should
encompass all four of these contaminants to
achieve watenarays that are swimmable and safe
for food collection.

Policies 3.11.3
Policy 2 a

Page 30

Support subject to
amendments

Retain with the added
requirement to establish the
cu rrent situation (management,
infrastructure, actions) in the
Farm Environment Plan.

A tailored approach to managing diffuse
discharges from farming activities will enable
recognition of the opportunities and challenges
unique to each farm and ensure optimum
outcomes for reduction in contaminants.

Farm Environment Plans should also state the
current situation to recognise previous
achievements in reducing contaminant
discharges to show the direction of travel and
inform further planning.

Policies 3.11.3
Policy 2 b
Page 30

Support Retain Farm Environment Plans, whether developed
through consents or Certified lndustry Schemes
must be equally rigorous to avoid a lowering of
standards and a resultant lowering of
achievements in reducins contaminants.



Policies 3.11.3
Policy2candd
Page 30

Support subject to
making
amendments

Retain c. Establishing a Nitrogen
Reference Point for the
property or enterprise; and

Add:
Provide euidelines within the
Farm Environment Plan to
ensure that

l. Farms with Nitrogen
losses lower than the
75th percentile plan and
implement good
practice

ll. Farms above the 75th
percentile for Nitrogen
losses plan and
implement methods to
reduce to below that
value

lll.
Delete d and change to the
suggestion made by DairyNZ for
d.
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Establishment of a Nitrogen Reference point is
important in identifying the highest Nitrogen
loss farms.
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Policies 3.11.3
Policy 2 e

Paee 30

Support Retain Stock exclusion is one of the most beneficial
ways of reducing contaminants to water.

Policies 3.11.3
Policy 5 Page 32

Support Retain Land use change that increases the contaminant'
loading to waterways without mitigation would '

jeopardise plans to maintain and improve
waterway health. Even good management
practice could not overcome the extra loading.
The restrictions around land use change enable 

,

the effects of other environment management
improvements to be determined. '

Consent applications should not be given if there
would be an unmitigated increase in

contaminants to waterbodies.

Methods 3.L7.4.2 Page 36 Support Retain All industry schemes must all adhere to the
same standards so it is important that they are
certified and consistent.

Schedules

And replicated in

Matters of Control

Schedule 1 Page 53

Requirements of
Farm Environment
Plans 5 a, b

And the replicated
requirements from
page 43 "Matters
of Control" iii and
iv.

Support subject to
making
amendments

5. A description of the
following:
(a) Actions, timeframes and
other measures to €ns+t+e+he+

manase the diffuse discharge of
nitrogen from the property or
enterprise, as measured by the
five-year rc$ing average annual
nitrogen loss as determined by
the use ofthe current version of
OVERSEER @, C€es.+l€Fin€{€€€'e

bevend the BreBertv er

Change from a 5-year rolling average to a S-year
average would avoid the possibility of a sinking
lid effect.

We agree that the highest Nitrogen losers
should be required to reduce below the 75th

percentile and then continue with good practice.

ln its current form this plan offers
grandparenting of N leaching and does not
encourage improvement from anyone who is
below the 75th percentile. lt onlv addresses



@
@
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constitute good management
practice.

Retain
(b)Where the Nitrogen
Reference Point exceeds the
75th percentile nitrogen leaching
value, actions, timeframes and
other measures to ensure the
diffuse discharge of nitrogen is

reduced so that it does not
exceed the 75 th percentile
nitrogen leaching value by l July
2025, except in the case of Rule

3.11.5.5.

(c) Where the Nitrosen
Reference point falls between
the 50th and 74th percentile;

identifv and implement actions

behaviour of enterprises with the highest diffuse
discharges. Also, in its current form, the
requirement penalises those farmers who have

made the effort to reduce their discharges
already, without legislation, leaving them with
limited ability to alter their systems. Changing
from a requirement to "not increase" discharges
beyond an enterprise's current Nitrogen
Reference Point to a requirement to carry out
good practice to manage discharges will achieve
behavioural change with an overall reduction in

Nitrogen discharges.
We suggest a stepped approach as indicated by
the inserted points (c), (d) and (e) to encourage
more effort to reduce Nitrogen losses by those
farmers in the 50th to 74th percentile and to
avoid unfairly penalising the lower Nitrogen
losers.

required to work towards
industry good management
practice in order to reduce their
Nitrogen leaching to at least
10% below their reference point
bv 1- Julv 2026.

(d) Where the Nitroeen
Reference point falls between
the 25th and 49th oercentile:



continue with use of sood
manasement practice to hold at
or below the Nitrogen
Reference Point over a 5-vear
average.

(e) Where the Nitroeen
Reference point falls under the
25th oercentile continue with
use of good management
practice with the flexibilitv of
10% variation from the
reference point over a 5-vear
averaee.

Schedules Schedule B f page

47
Support subject to
suggested
amendment

f. The reference period is the
t+*e three financial years

covering 2OL3/2O74,

20L4 I 20t5, 2OLS I 20L6, exce pt
for commercial vegetable
production in which case the
reference period is l July 2006
to 30 June 2015.

Due to constraints of low milk payments during
the 2014/15 and2Ot5lL6 seasons farming
businesses were not run as per normal. Farmer
actions to manage the low incomes included
destocking and reducing feed inputs. Such

actions may not have been economically viable
in the long-term for farmers and may not reflect
the usual farming practices. We suggest that the
reference period be extended back one more
yearto include 20L3lt4 to include a reference
point from a more usual year.

Schedules Schedule C Page 50 Support with
amendments for
clarification

2. Newfences installed after22
October 2016 must be located
to ensure cattle, horses, deer
and pigs cannot be within one
metre of the bed of the water
b o dy (excludi n g co nst ru cted
wetlands).

To the lay-person it may not be clear where one
meter from the bed of the water body is.

We approve that if there are existing fences for
stock exclusion then these are not required to
be moved until they need to be replaced. Most
(97%l of dairy farmers have already fenced their
waterbodies. lt would be unreasonable to



require the fences to be moved to comply with
the Plan Change distance requirements.

! wish to speak at the hearing in support of my submissions

signed: 

ff/n;
2March2077


