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Submi$lon

1 . I halr€ rovievysd W.iketo Regional Coundl'B Prcpossd H€althy RivEE/Wai Ora Plan Change 1 (PCl ) ard 4p99! lhe Plen Chang€ in

it8 clrnari iom.

2. I wi8h to bc hard in support ot thb submbsion.

I am not a trads compotlor tur ths purpos€s of the submbsion brlt th€ propo8€d plan haa a dir6c't impect on my aHlity to fam. lf dlangeg
sought in th€ plan are adoptsd thgy may lmpacl on o0l€fs btlt I em not in dirsct trade competilion with tham.

fla --- \\\ 
TMorch2orT

Slgnoture
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3. Thank you for ths opportunity to subrnit on th6 Waikato Regional Council's Propos€d Plan Chan$ I (PCl ). l, P€ter Buckley, have livsd
hers allmylfiE (65 yeaB), and lbough lmo lho partnoBhip with my fethGr and mothsr in 1974. ln 1976, Jtdi(my wifo) ard lboughtthe
fam from the partre|ship. My lalhar mowd to bland Block in I 929, th3 Buckley famlly have liwd and dairy famsd h6rc for 88 ysarr. I

liw in th6 Lake WaikerB and Whangamadno catchment and wihln th6 l8land Eock Draimge Distrid. ln 1966, part d the fatm that YYa3

in the \ivhamamarino Wetland wes drained.

Wh€n urs punfissd th3 tarm, it wes milking 264 cory8 end took 7 honB a day to milk. My fdl€r taught hb children to ask, what i8
happoning? And, B therc a b6tbr wsy of dolng things? Thorefor€, ths queslion we3, h lhb lhe best use of my iime milking 61 7 hour8 a
day? Thcinswsr was no. So, I sold all the coufs that had proucms, assoclat€d with health and age vrhldt Educed our milking h€rd to
't 80 cors. Pmduaion th6n was m€a3ur€d in bufrrr fat, and w€nt fiom 25,000 lb to 32,000 lb. We norv milk 200 co$B on 67 cfrocthrs
hectar$, dovn from 80 eff€ctive hocLr€3, and we cfiangcd lh€ br€€d to Kwi Cros3 ftom Frie3lan. Klwi Cross ar6 lightBr than Fri*hn3
and ther€foE impact l6eg on soil sfrJdulr and €ncour{e Eoil consgrvation. We have inctla3ad Fodudlon but reducad pagtjt€ and

soil damaga when urst. Tha outcorne ftom rcducing the Btocking raie, bd improving br€oding vahle, dscEasrd our animal exp€nditure
i.e. fr.d bills and v€t bllb. Thrcugh impl€m€nting good managGm.nt practica tlre Envlronmcnt b€n€fited, whlle my busin€$ viability
ws not coflipomised.

From havlng 80 Efieclivs h€dat€s in 2OOO, to not v havirE 67 €{i3dive hedares, our Eoducdon is not v 82,500 kg MS up from 72,000 l(g

MS. Wo ndv send lhe il€ifet3 ofr fam to graze, and the cdws ars graz€d d home until Chridm6 thon taken to our 10.5 efiBdivc
hec{ar€ runofi block. We also ssnd half ths cor,3 b ths runoff blod( for a p€dod in tha wintsr.

We haw 3 soiltyp€s: Loamy peat, Psat and Clay. We un&Gtand the properti6s of thcar soib, and usa each of thss€ 8oil8 wtl6n
approp.iat€ through lhe saasons.
To minaOe the farm mol€ €fbcfiwu, I incrBeed lhe BubdM3bn making the paddock an av6raoe sEe ot 1.3 hoclaros. All dreins and
vyaterbodies a|€ f.nc€d, nhich we8 donE to inprorre time manegemcnt, manag€m€nt of the ,am and for animal heatlh b8u93. But the
gr€ate3t imp.ov€menl from this managenrent toolwrs, again, to the environment.

Wc n.sd to manag€ wser lev€ls booause ot the deep peat soib on the fam. Thcy ar€ 30 meters de€p and n6ad to be menag€q 
.

difhren0y compar6d to othor soiE. Tho benafit of manaoing uraisr loEb b ths peat sh]ink{e has gom, ther€for8 u,s ar€ no{v able to
gow moie grass. Alao, yve n€r€r clean out thc whole langlh of th€ drains d onco b€caues ws wer to 3lo , donn the runofi. Thereiore,
the lorver areas dont flood, and in the ovsnt of a flood, it floods tho high€r lsvsls fi]3t lhen th3 lovyor arsas. By lsiting the hlgher aJeas

flood th3 s€dirnent 8e os h€lB. Ws did alllhi8 becauss it sav6d me mongy, bul th€ outcome again vrea the €nvironment.

We harren't rgnovat€d our pastur€ sinca 1 981 , and still have grasses lhd rvsr€ her3 when my fathor fam€d. The p*turo l€novation
was on th6 pgat ffatB, but sincc rB hav€ manaood the wator let,eb, tys have not hed any p€at shrinkagE b€causo uYs cen slill run lhe
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hay morver orrer lhem. lf ws hd shrinkage, thsn ihe stumpdtimber would com8 up as thelB b stumpsrlimber right through the peat.
From not r€novatlng lherB b no lo3s of oarbon and the top soil b groyring but thE gEetest boncfit again was to the environmer .

ln 1 992, ws under took to rBu/Eter the farm by puting in a 50rnm maln line and 25mm lat rals and pJt 2 to 3 trough8 ln ee.h paddock,
and re-raced th€ ferm. By doing thb, lho covvs rr3ed to take an hour and haf to got lho corrysh6d, but now lhey arE therc in half an hour
ftom th€ tuiih€st peddodc We put in ths 2 to 3 trough3 to take lhe wEter to the corv8, not the couB to tho waier. Hence if you erB break
feeding, th3 cou6 lhey can get wstar $,fthout rvelking back ov6r tho area that has already been grazed, so Bducing soil compac-don.
Again, the intanton ws cor health, but tho onvimnmont gr€atly benefibd.

ln lho eady 19801, we starbd danting lrso3 on the iam for sh6lt r belts and Bhado tro€6,or lhe co{Ys. We phnted on thc mrth sils of
th6 drdm so they shad€d the drairB to inhibit growth in th€m, thsrgtorg vr6 didn't herre to mechanically cle3n them. Additonally, the
lntrinsic value has incGasod and thb has incrsa8ad our GV.

ln lhs 1980!, I ioin.d F6d€rabd FarmeB ard wert up txough lhc ranks to b€come Plgeident of Waikdo Fcd.ratod Farm€rs. Through
thb olganlsetion, I could s.€ that wetcr qualily wss going to be an is8ue that thc larming s€dor was golng to havs to addrcsE. So, in
the 1 990's, vvo b6gan €nhandng a s€cdon of lh. Whangamarino W€dand, that water fiom our drainage di*nd discharged lnto. I did
thb becara8 I wanbd to B€e th. vrB{and snhanc€d, for what the bird lire look€d liko afrarwsrds, and I vr6 understanding that tr€tlandg
had a funcibn b fsat lyatar and p.ovl& hatitats tor wildfo d. ln I 990, yus won the Walkato Environmsnt Avusrd and fle Aucklald and
Waikaio Fi$ and Gamo Wldlitg Enhancernent Avred.

ln lhe early 2q)0 s, I wB looking at vyays to tr.el lhe wEter that was comine off the catchment into the drainago d6ttict I u,gnl to the
Uniwnrity of Waikato ard ask6d them what sizs ot n €{ard wB n€sd6d to f6at orrer I ,000 hsctaEs of catchm6nt. They infomod ms
that I nord€d a minimum rwddld she o14.5 hectaras, so I lookcd at oplions to d$lgn/tund/tuild thb wElhnd. ln 2008, lhe Querry
oppoGite th3 farm (now Wmione's Ouany) came and ask6d ir lhey could d3wlop a wstland a3 a beck stop i, they had a brsak down in
their fsdrncrt syslem. So, an extra.iiw industry and dairy indu3fy came tog€ther to build a wethnd to t€at all the wetBr off both
cat $mentu rve started thb prollct in 2009. Over th3 next 5 yeers, rus built the xre{and by uslng the ov€rburdsn to build ombenkmentg
using 4.5 hcc{arc of my fam for th€ vueUand. We retiEd this arBa from the prcduc rre area of lhe farm to build thb wB0end. Thc depth
of urder is 300 mm and nou,3 owr a kilometre in leng h. The cre€k ihat not Ys through the Quary erd the wetsr that b pumped out from
lsland Block Drainage Dstrid, both go€s through th€ construcEd rvs{end. Whcn it exits lhs coGtrucl€d wetland to lhe W}angamarino
Wetland alllhe nutrients harrs b€€n tak€n orn, but E odi is still prqsant in thg fom of Avian E oori. I havE had tho wstsr monitorcd and
will pressnt thb as gvldence. We have ako planbd th6 yystland ar€a witr| over 32,000 nstiw dants. Tho co6t ol building thb uve{and
has cost over 0850,000. ln 2015, u,e yvon th3 Wdkato Fam EnvironrrErt Awatd, Waikato River Aulhority "Catchm8nt lmpro\romeni
Ayyard' and the FGG Wrightson "Land and Life Awad'.
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Thc Quarry vron thc MINCO Award from thc cr radirrc srdor for looking afrer the cnvimnm8nt by working in partn€Ehip with a dairy
famer to bulld a constrllcl€d lvdand to treat ryater.

lfis us€ all lh6 tools available to limit lhe nut]isntr that are applied to the fam. For example, by spreading our cfiluc]lt from lhg
co$Ehed o\r€r the whole fem, and ftom doing all the improv.m.nb as state abow, our nifate badling, as calculat€d by OVERSEER,
b 15 l(g N/ha/yaer and our Oben P ls 32.

Ewrything vv6 hav6 done on our fam w€ haw lookod at based on an economic r6tum, end as a rcsult lhs social Gffsct and lho
environmsnl haw bo0l
imp.ov€d. Thg wort dons, plandng tre€B and bulldlng th8 yveUard has added infimic valll3 to lhe fam. We g€t a lot ot pleasur€ from

walking through ihe tt euand, looking at tird life ard thB B all a palt of the what mak6s th6 environmert

We have done all this without having a plan and there is no recognition in PCi for any good work famers have done
previously.
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4. The table below are the details for the specific provisions of the proposal that this submission relates to and the decisions it seeks from
Council. The outcomes sought and the wording used is as a suggestion only, where a suggestion is proposed it is with the intention of
'orwords to that effect'. The outcomes sought may require consequential changes to the plan, including Objectives, Policies, or other
rules, or restruc{uring ofthe Plan, or parts thereol to give effect to the relief sought.

3.11.2
Objective 1

Long{erm restoration
and protection of
water quality for each
sub-catchment and
Freshwater
Management Unit

Support with
amendments

Support the intention of Objective 1.

Oppose the attribute targets set in Table 3.1 1-
1. The attribute targets are too prescriptive and
should align with the National Policy Statement
for Freshwater Management (NPS-FM) and
Waikato River Authority's (WRA) Vision and
Strategy.
Objective 1:
. Does not cbnsider all contaminant

sources holistically
o lncludes floodihigh flow conditions in

water quality target data which are
considered outliers

o Does not take into consideration the
variability associated with sub-catchments
i.e. climate and soil

Retain the long{erm restoration and protection of
water quality for the Waikato and Waipa rivers.

Amend PC1 to be holistic and include all sources
influencing the health and wellbeing of the
Waikato River and its catchments, for example
Koi Carp, point source discharges, and hydro-
dams.

Remove flood/high flow conditions from water
quality target data.

Address contaminants on a sub-catchment basis,
to enable targeting of the highest omitting sub-
catchments.

Objective 2
Social, economic and
culturalwellbeing is
maintained in the long
term

Support with
amendments

Support maintaining the long term social,
economic and culturalwellbeing; this must be
a foundation objective in PC1.

However, PC1 is not achieving Objective 2
because:
. The section 32 analysis is incomplete due

to the withdrawal of the Hauraki iwi area.
social modellinq conducted

Retain the maintenance of longterm social,
economic and cultural wellbeing in the Waikato
and Waipa catchment communities.

Withdraw PC1 untilthe Hauraki lwi area and the
WRA's Vision and Strategy has been amended.
Then conduct a section 32 analysis to investigate
the revised impact PC1 could have on society and
economy.
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Outcomes from PCI will highly alter my
Lake Waikere and \A/hangamarino
Catchment business and community
because they will be undermined through
unsustainable and unjustified compliance
and mitigation costs, farm devaluation and
Nitrogen Reference Point (NRP).
Waikato Regional Council (WRC) have
stated they currently have no known
means of robustly measuring social,
economic or cultural wellbeing.

Amend rules in PC1 to remove NRP to align with
intention of Objective 2.

Enable appropriate mitigation strategies to be
adopted in the context of water quality gains to be
made, through a tailored Farm Environment Plan
(FEP) to align with intention of Objective 2.

Address contaminants on a sub-catchment basis,
to enable targeting of the highest omitting sub-
catchments to align with intention of Objective 2.

Develop robust indicators to measure social,
economic and cultural wellbeino.

4.3 Objective 3
Short-term
improvements in
water quality in the
first stage of
restoration and
proteclion of water
quality for each sub-
catchment and
Freshwater
Management Unit

Support with
amendments

Support reducing the diffuse discharges in the
short-term by 10o/o, of the overall long-term 8&
year water quality targets.

However, there is a lack of scientific data to
support PCl to achieve Objective 3. For
example, PC1 incentives high emitters - to
maintain flexibility on my farm, and therefore
my land value, lwill need to keep my NRP as
close to my highest nitrate leaching average.
To me, this is the opposite effect of what PC1
should achieve to improve the health and
wellbeino of the Waikato and Waioa rivers.

Retain a 10o/o achievement of the long-term water
quality targets set out in PC1 by 2026.

Amend rules in PC1 to remove NRP.

Adopt a sub-catchment management approach to
ensure collaborative and fair management of
resources within each sub-catchment.

Enable appropriate mitigation strategies to be
adopted in the context of water quality gains to be
made, through a tailored FEP.

4.4 Obiective 4
People and
community resilience

Support with
amendments

Support people and community resilience - it
must be a cornerstone objective in PC1.

However, currently PC1 does not meet the
requirements of Objective 4. The proposed
rules undermine community resilience in the
ruralcommunities of the Waikato and Waipa

Retain the staged approach.

Amend rules in PCl to remove NRP and land use
change restriction.
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catchments and will adversely impact on social
and economic wellbeing in both the short term
and long term. The NRP, associated farm
devaluation and loss of flexibility, coupled with
substantial compliance and mitigation costs on
many farms is unsustainable, as evidenced by
case studies.
Water quality already meets attribute targets in
the majority of these sub-catchments. Despite
this, no benefit is awarded to low emitters who
may be forced off their land through
unsustainable financial impacts imposed by
PCl. This will in turn, undermlne the rural
communities of the Waikato and Waipa
catchments, as detailed in Obiective 2.

Adopt a sub-catchment management approach to
ensure collaborative and fair management of
resources within each suFcatchment.

Enable appropriate mitigation strategies to be
adopted in the context of water quality gains to be
made, through a tailored FEP.

4.5 Obiective 5
Mana Tangata -
protecting and
restoring tangata
whenua values

Support with
amendments

Support protecting and restoring Tangata
Whenua values. Mana Tangata is important to
New Zealand's culture, but it also needs the
support of industries, markets, and
communities (primary production). The
Waikato region is an integrated community
therefore co-management is the key, not run
all primary sectors into the oround.

Revise PCI to acknowledge primary production
as a core value to reflect Mana Tangata.

4.6 Obfective 6
\A/hangamarino
Wetland

Support The Wrangamarino Wetland should be
restored.

Retain as proposed

3.11.3 Policv
4.7 Policy I

Manage diffuse
discharges of
nitrogen, phosphorus,
sediment and
microbial pathogens

Support with
amendments

Support managing water quality on a sub-
catchment basis because it considers soil
suitability and climate conditions.

Support stock exclusion, however only where it
is pradicalto do so, and is relative to water
quality benefit gains.

Retain managing diffuse discharges and water
quality on a sub-catchment basis.

Enable appropriate mitigation strategies to be
adopted in the context of water quality gains to be
made, through a tailored FEP.
Amend rules in PC1 to reflect Policy 1 and 9.
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Support enabling low intensity land uses.

Support moderate to high levels of
contaminant discharges to reduce their
discharges by appropriate mitigation strategies
through a tailored FEP.

However, the rules in PC1 do not reflect Policy
1 and 9.

Oppose mandatory fencing in areas where
slopes are over 15'. This requirement is
unjustified, does not align with proposed
amendments to the NPS-FM, and is financially
unsustainable forthe majority. lt is considered
that the increased erosion risk and sediment
loading in waterbodies from constructing
fences over 15o.

Amend Policy 1 in PC1 to state (changes are
red):
c. Progressively excluding cattle, horses, deer
and pigs from rivers, streams, drains, wetlands
and lakes for areas with a slope less than 15
degrees and on those slopes exceeding 15
degrees where break feeding occurs.
d. Requiring farming activities on slopes
exceeding 15 degrees (where break feeding does
not occur) to manage contaminant discharges to
water bodies through mitigation actions that
specifically target critical source areas.

Require clarification on how slope is measured
given the ranges of topography experienced
within each paddock and adjoining watercourses.

4.8 Policy 2
Tailored approach to
reducing diffuse
discharges from
farming activities

Support with
amendments

Support a tailored, risk based FEP, allowing
appropriate and tailored mitigations to reduce
diffuse discharges.

Support the reduction of diffuse discharges
throughout all sub-catchments, however only
where applicable i.e. if the sub-catchment is
well below all attribute targets then
maintenance would be appropriate.

Oppose a NRP because there should not an
uncertain, estimated numberthat governs land
management based upon nitrogen only. My
FEP wi!! provide transparency and confidence
to Waikato Regional Council, and the wider
communitv. that mv prooertv is reducino. or

Retain appropriate mitigation strategies to be
adopted in the context of water quality gains to be
made, through a tailored FEP.

Amend PC1 to reflect Policy 1 in adopting a sub-
catchment management approach to ensure
collaborative and fair management of resources
within each subcatchment.

Amend rules in PC1 to remove NRP.
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maantaaning where applicable, its diffuse
discharoes relative to allfour contaminants.

4.9 Policy 4
Enabling activities
with lower discharges
to continue or to be
established while
signalling further
change may be
required in future

Support Support enabling low intensity land uses.

However, ! consider the uncertainty
surrounding future mitigation actions'to be
unacceptable. The level of capital expenditure
required to meet the 1O-year plan without
assurance of future compliance for hill country
farmers is prohibitive and counterproductive. !f
best practice is being adopted, then future
certaintv should be provided.

Retain provisions allowing for low intensity land
uses to continue and establish.

Remove any signalling of future mitigation action
requirements from Policy 4 in PCI

4.10 Policy 5
Stage approach

Support with
amendments

Support the realisation that water quality
cannot be achieved overnight.

However, I believe adopting a sub-catchment
management approach and enabling
appropriate on-farm mitigations based on risk,
could lead to restoring and protecting the
health and wellbeing of the Waikato and Waipa
rivers.

There is little scientific evidence that PC1 wi!!
reduce diffuse discharges to achieve the long-
term water oualitv taroets.

Retain the staged approach.

Adopt a sub-catchment management approach to
ensure collaborative and fair management of
resources within each sub-catchment.

Enable appropriate mitigation strategies to be
adopted in the context of water quality gains to be
made, through a tailored FEP.

4.11 Policy 6
Restricting land use
change

Oppose Oppose restricting land use change based on
the type of land use, as it is a blunt too!.
This Policy, and related rule (3.11.5.7), will
inhibit growth and innovation within the
Waikato region, and nationally because lam
unable to adapt to market demands/changes.
Land use flexibility is key to running
sustainable business operations. Therefore,
Policy 6 conflicts with Objective2,4,5 and
Policv 5.

Reduce activity status from non-complying to
permitted for land use change.

Amend PCI to adopt a sub-catchment
management approach to ensure collaborative
and fair management of resources within each
sub-catchment. Then enable appropriate
mitigation strategies to be adopted in the context
of water quality gains to be made, through a
tailored FEP.
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Land use change should be a permitted
activitv.

4.12 Policy 8
Prioritised
imolementation

Support Support prioritising sub-catchments and
implementing at different stages.

Retain as proposed.

4.13 Policy 9
Sub-catchment
(including edge of
field) mitigation
planning, co-
ordination and funding

Support with
amendments

Support managing water quality at a sub-
catchment level.

However, the rules in PC1 should give effect to
this Policy and enable appropriate mitigation
strategies through a tailored FEP.

Retain managing water quality on a sub-
catchment level.

Amend the rules in PCl to reflect Policy 1 and g.

Enable appropriate mitigation strategies to be
adopted in the context of water quality gains to be
made. throuoh a tailored FEP.

4.11 Policy 14
Lakes Freshwater
Manaoement Units

Support Support restoring and protecting lakes in 80
years through tailored plans.

Retain as proposed.

4.15 Policy 15
Whangamarino
Wetland

Support with
amendments

Support restoring the Whangamarino Wetland.

However, I believe that allsources influencing
the water quality of the wetland should be
considered and remediated in collaboration,
notjust one source.

Retain restoring the Whangamarino Wetland.

Amend Policy 15 to be holistic and include all
sources influencing the health and wellbeing of
the Whangamarino wetland and its catchments
especially pest species, in relation to sub-
catchment manaoement.

4.16 Policy 17
Considering the wider
context of the Vision
and Strategy

Support with
amendments

Support applying policies and methods based
on the Vision and Strategy.

However, the WRA's Vision and Strategy is
currently under review, therefore PCI may end
up inadequately reflecting the Vision and
Strateov.

Retain applying policies and methods based on
the Vision and Strategy.

\Mrthdraw PC1 untilthe Hauraki lwiarea and the
WM's Vision and Strategy has been amended.

3.1 1.4 lmolementation tethods
4.17 3.{1.4.1

Workinq with others
Support Support working with stakeholders to ensure

PCI is implemented effectively.
Retain as proposed.

4.{8 3.11.4.2 Support Support that I can opt into a Certified lndustry
Scheme to help me manaqe my operation to

Retain as proposed.
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Certified lndustry
Scheme

the highest environmental standard, while
considering my social, cultural, and economic
imoacts.

4.19 3.,l1.4.3
Farm Environment
Plans

Support with
amendments

Support a tailored, risk based FEP for my
business to improve, or maintain where
applicable, my environmentalstandard in a
desired time-frame negotiated between my
Farm Environmenta! Planner and myself.

However, ! understand there could be a
shortage of Certified Farm Environment
Planners. As an altemative, I suggest that land
users who have adequate experience and
capabilities should be able to work with an
approved industry or scheme, run by WRC, to
be accredited to develop their own FEP based
upon a common template.

Retain a tailored, risk based FEP.

Enable land users who have adequate experience
and capabilities should be able to work with an
approved industry or scheme, run by WRC, to be
accredited to develop their own FEP based upon
a common template.

1.20 3.11.4.4
Lakes and
\A/hangamarino
Wetland

Support with
amendments

Support WRC working with others to gain
knowledge and information around lakes and
the Whangamarino wetland.

Support 3.11.4.4 (d)'work towards managing
the presence of pest weeds and fish in the
shallow lakes and connected lowland rivers
area, including Whangamarino Wetland'.

However, there are no policies, objectives or
rules in PC1 that recognise this point. lt should
also be extended to the Waikato and Waipa
rivers and their catchments, not just shallow
lakes and connected lowland rivers area.

Retain working with others in relation to lakes and
Whangamarino Wetland.

Retain managing pest weeds and fish.

Amend PC1 to include the management of pest
weeds and fish in the policies, objectives and
rules in the Waikato and Waipa Catchments.

4.21 3.r1.4.5
Sub-catchment scale
planning

Support with
amendments

Fu!!y support managing diffuse discharges and
water quality on a subcatchment level.

Retain managing diffuse discharges and water
quality on a sub-catchment level.

Amend PC1 to reflect this method in the rules.
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However, this method is not reflected in the
rules of PCl.

4.22 3.11.4.6
Funding and
implementation

Support Support WRC providing resources and
leadership to implement PCl.

Support securing funding for implementation of
PC1.

Retain as proposed.

4.23 3.1{.4.9
Managing the effects
of urban development

Support Support managing the effects of urban
development.

Retain as proposed.

4.24 t.11.4.12
Support research and
dissemination of best
practice guidelines to
reduce diffuse
discharoes

Support Support implementing best practice guideline
to reduce diffuse discharges.

Retain as proposed.

3.11.5 Rules
4.25 3.fi.5.3

Permitted Activity
Rule - Farming
activities with a Farm
Environment Plan
under a Certlfied
lndustry Scheme

Support with
amendments

Support a tailored, risk based Farm
Environment Plan to reduce diffuse
discharges.

Support a Certified Industry Scheme

Support sto.ck exclusion, however only where it
is practicalto do so, and is relative to water
quality benefit gains.

Oppose a NRP because there should not a
number that controls my ability to manage my
land in the way I see fit. My FEP will provide a
risk based mitigation plan to reduce all my
diffuse discharges. Additionally, the 201 4 I 201 5
and 201512016 financial years occur when the
oavout was low. therefore mv on-farm inouts

Retain FEP, Certified lndustry Scheme, and stock
exclusion where practical.

Amend rule in PC1 to remove NRP.

Amend rule in PC1 to:
Cattle, horses, deer and pigs are excluded from
water bodies in conformance with Schedule C for
areas with a slope less than 15 degrees and on
those slopes exceeding 15 degrees where break
feeding occurs.

Address contaminants on a sub-catchment basis,
to enable targeting of the highest omitting sub-
catchments.
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were lower. This is not a true representation of
the past use of land.
Also, Overseer is the only available toolfor me
to generate my NRP, but it was never
designed as a regulatory tool; only as a great
management too!.

Require clarification around stock exclusion.
3.11.5.3 refers to Schedule C and Schedule 1,

both have stock exclusion requirements.
Schedule C states the buffer is one-meter, and
Schedule 1 the buffer is based on slope.

Provide clarification around stock exclusion
requirements i.e. setback buffers and where to
measure setback from on undulating land.

Provide clarification around how long a FEP will
be viable for.

Provide clarification around stock exclusion
requirements i.e. setback buffers and where to
measure setback from on undulating land.

4.26 3.11.5.7
Non-Complying
Activity Rule - Land
Use Change

Oppose Oppose non-complying activity status because:
o Unaffordable to land owners wanting to

increase their land area, rather than
intensify

o Eventually end up costing the consumer
due to limited food availability

o Limits flexibility, therefore growth and
innovation, and reduces land value

o Jeopardises my business, family and
sharemilkers success and growth

o Transfers wealth based on high emissions
and/or high NRP i.e. a dairy farm with a
high NRP is likely to have a higher land
value compared to a dairy farm with a low
NRP - my farm will have a low NRP

r Removes, to a degree, property rights
o Adds stress to my life, my family's life, and

my communitt's life
o Overall, will largely affect the loca!, regiona!

and nationaleconomy.
Overallthis rule undermines Objective 2,4,5
and Policv 1.2.5 and 9.

Reduce activity status to Permitted.

Enable appropriate mitigation strategies to be
adopted in the context of water quality gains to be
made, through a tailored FEP.
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