FURTHER SUBMISSION FORM anikavto
IN SUPPORT OF, OR IN OPPOSITION TO, SUBMISSION/S ON NOTIFIED: %.o@coum{

PROPOSED WAIKATO REGIONAL PLAN
CHANGE 1: WAIKATO AND WAIPA RIVER
CATCHMENTS AND VARIATION 1 TO PROPOSED
WAIKATO REGIONAL PLAN CHANGE 1:

WAIKATO AND WAIPA RIVER CATCHMENTS

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.

Council needs to receive your further submission by 5pm, Monday, 17 September
2018. Please read the notes on making a Further Submission at the end of this form
before completing your submission.

IMPORTANT NOTE

A copy of your further submission must be served on the original submitter/s within 5 working days of being lodged with council.
An address list of all submitters is included with the summary of decisions requested documents and is available at
waikatoregion.govt.nz/healthyrivers

YOUR NAME, ADDRESS FOR SERVICE AND CONTACT DETAILS (MANDATORY INFORMATION)

Name of submitter J SwapLimited
(individual/organisation)

Contact person DudleyClemens
(if applicable)

Agent Avriell King c/o AECOM New Zealand
(if applicable)

Email address for service ariell.king@aecom.com
Postal address for service POBox 13161
Tauranga
Post code: 3110
Phone number/s Home: Business: 079273732
Mobile: 0223262362 Fax:
I am:

O A person representing a relevant aspect of the public interest.

In this case, also specify the grounds for saying that you come within this category; or

O A person who has an interest in the proposal that is greater than the interest the general public has.

In this case, also explain the grounds for saying that you come within this category; or

O The local authority for the relevant area.




My reasons are (i.e. grounds for selection above):

J Swapis a submitteron ProposedPlanChangeOne

PLEASE INDICATE WHETHER YOU WISH TO SPEAK AT A HEARING

O Yes, | wish to speak at the hearing in support of my further submission.

Q No, | do not wish to speak at the hearing in support of my further submission.

JOINT SUBMISSION

O If others make a similar submission, please tick this box if you would 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

Q Yes, | have attached extra sheets. O No, | have not attached extra sheets.

SIGNATURE - NOTE A SIGNATURE IS NOT REQUIRED IF YOU MAKE YOUR SUBMISSION BY ELECTRONIC MEANS

Digitally signed by King, Ariell

K”’]g, Ane” DN: cn=King, Ariell, ou=NZTRG1 17 Sept2018
e

. Date: 2018.09.17 15:41:44 +12'00'
Signed Dat

Type name if submitting electronically

FURTHER SUBMISSIONS CAN BE SENT BY

ﬂ@ Chief Executive, 401 Grey Street, Private Bag 3038, Waikato Mail Centre, Hamilton 3240

% Waikato Regional Council, 401 Grey Street, Hamilton East, Hamilton

(07) 859 0998

healthyrivers@waikatoregion.govt.nz  Please note: Submissions received by email must contain full contact details.

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.

Personal information is used for the administration of the submissions 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.

Form 6 of Schedule 1, Resource Management Act 1991.




NOTES ON MAKING A FURTHER SUBMISSION

1. Serving a copy of your further submission

A copy of your further submission must be served on the original submitter within 5 working days after it is served on (i.e. received
by) Waikato Regional Council.

2. Further submission content review

Please note that your further submission (or part of your submission) may be struck out if the authority is satisfied that at least 1 of
the following applies to the submission (or part of the submission):

« itis frivolous or vexatious

« it discloses no reasonable or relevant case

e it would be an abuse of the hearing process to allow the submission (or the part) to be taken further

e it contains offensive language

« itis supported only by material that purports to be independent expert evidence, but has been prepared by a person who is not
independent or who does not have sufficient specialised knowledge or skill to give expert advice on the matter.

3. Privacy information

The Waikato Regional Council will make all submissions and further submissions including name and contact details publicly
available on Council’s website. Under the RMA, any further submission supporting or opposing an original submission is required to
be served on the original submitter after it is served on council therefore your contact details must be made available.

Personal information will also be used for administration relating to the subject matter of the submissions, including notifying
submitters of hearings and decisions. All information will be held by the Waikato Regional Council with submitters having the right
to access and correct personal information.

Contact us for more information
Phone: 0800 800 401
Email: healthyrivers@waikatoregion.govt.nz

HE TAIAO MAURIORA  HEALTHY ENVIRONMENT Waikato

HE OHANGA PAKARI STRONG ECONOMY ..

HE HAPORI HIHIRI VIBRANT COMMUNITIES REGIONAL COUNCIL

Te Kaunihera & Rohe o Waikato




FURTHER SUBMISSIONS ON PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE 1 AND VARIATION 1 TO PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE 1

Ravensdown Limited 74058
NAME OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER: ORIGINAL SUBMITTER ID:

ADDRESS OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER:

Clearly indicate which parts of the original submission you support or oppose, together with any relevant provisions of the proposal. Also indicate the Submission Point ID.

PROVISION (e.g. Objective 4 or Rule 3.11.5.7): POIICy 16 SUBMISSION POINT ID (e.g. PC1-1234 or VIPC1-1234) PC1-10122

Do you support or oppose the submission? @ Support O Oppose

THE REASONS FOR MY SUPPORT OR OPPOSITION ARE: | SEEK THAT THE WHOLE (OR PART [DESCRIBE PART]) OF THE SUBMISSION BE
Tell us why you support or oppose this submission. These reasons will help us to understand your further submission ALLOWED (OR DISALLOWED): Give precise details

J Swap support the inclusion of Good Management Practices Seek to allow:

rather than Best Management Practices
And AMEND Policy 16 to refer to 'Good Management Practices' rather
than 'Best Management Practices

Add another page



FURTHER SUBMISSIONS ON PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE 1 AND VARIATION 1 TO PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE 1

Maniapoto Maori Trust Board 73730
NAME OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER: ORIGINAL SUBMITTER ID:

ADDRESS OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER:

Clearly indicate which parts of the original submission you support or oppose, together with any relevant provisions of the proposal. Also indicate the Submission Point ID.

PROVISION (e.g. Objective 4 or Rule 3.11.5.7): POIICy 13 SUBMISSION POINT ID (e.g. PC1-1234 or VIPC1-1234) PC1-10739

Do you support or oppose the submission? O Support O Oppose

THE REASONS FOR MY SUPPORT OR OPPOSITION ARE: | SEEK THAT THE WHOLE (OR PART [DESCRIBE PART]) OF THE SUBMISSION BE
Tell us why you support or oppose this submission. These reasons will help us to understand your further submission ALLOWED (OR DISALLOWED): Give precise details

J Swap oppose this provision as it does not allow for business Seek to disallow;

certainty when making investment decisions. Although we
understand the principle behind leaving it open, a set maximum 35 AMEND Policy 13 to read: " When determining the... The applicant
year consent term would be more favourable for business. demonstrates the approaches..."

Add another page



FURTHER SUBMISSIONS ON PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE 1 AND VARIATION 1 TO PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE 1

Waikato Tainui
NAME OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER:

ADDRESS OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER:

ORIGINAL SUBMITTER ID: 74105

Clearly indicate which parts of the original submission you support or oppose, together with any relevant provisions of the proposal. Also indicate the Submission Point ID.

PROVISION (e.g. Objective 4 or Rule 3.11.5.7): POIICy 13

SUBMISSION POINT ID (e.g. PC1-1234 or VIPC1-1234) PC1-7883

@Support O Oppose

THE REASONS FOR MY SUPPORT OR OPPOSITION ARE:

Tell us why you support or oppose this submission. These reasons will help us to understand your further submission

Do you support or oppose the submission?

J Swap oppose this provision as it does not allow for business
certainty when making investment decisions. Although we
understand in principle the direction of this amendment we do not
support it.

| SEEK THAT THE WHOLE (OR PART [DESCRIBE PART]) OF THE SUBMISSION BE
ALLOWED (OR DISALLOWED): Give precise details

Seek to disallow;

AMEND Policy 13 to include a common catchment expiry date for
consent terms rather than a blanket 25 year consent term.

Add another page



FURTHER SUBMISSIONS ON PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE 1 AND VARIATION 1 TO PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE 1

Rotorua Lakes Council 73373
NAME OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER: ORIGINAL SUBMITTER ID:

ADDRESS OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER:

Clearly indicate which parts of the original submission you support or oppose, together with any relevant provisions of the proposal. Also indicate the Submission Point ID.

PROVISION (e 0bjctive 4 or Rule 31157 OPIECHVE 4 SUBMISSION POINT ID (cg. pC1-1254 or vipci-1234) T O 2" 2408

Do you support or oppose the submission? @ Support O Oppose

THE REASONS FOR MY SUPPORT OR OPPOSITION ARE: | SEEK THAT THE WHOLE (OR PART [DESCRIBE PART]) OF THE SUBMISSION BE
Tell us why you support or oppose this submission. These reasons will help us to understand your further submission ALLOWED (OR DISALLOWED): Give precise details

J Swap support Rotorua Lakes Councils proposed amendment as  Seek to allow the following;

it extends the J Swap submission.
A staged approach to changing the management of discharges of
contaminants that enables people and communities to provide for their
social, cultural and economic well-being for the period to 2016, while:
* Restoring the values and uses for the Waikato and Waipa Rivers
» Taking actions to achieve the attribute targets for the Waikato and
Waipa Rivers in Table 3.11-1; and
» Recognising that further reductions will be required by subsequent
regional plans."”

Add another page



FURTHER SUBMISSIONS ON PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE 1 AND VARIATION 1 TO PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE 1

Rotorua Lakes Council 73373
NAME OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER: ORIGINAL SUBMITTER ID:

ADDRESS OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER:

Clearly indicate which parts of the original submission you support or oppose, together with any relevant provisions of the proposal. Also indicate the Submission Point ID.

PROVISION (e.g. Objective 4 or Rule 3.11.5.7): POIICy 11 SUBMISSION POINT ID (e.g. PC1-1234 or VIPC1-1234) PC1-2508

Do you support or oppose the submission? @ Support O Oppose

THE REASONS FOR MY SUPPORT OR OPPOSITION ARE: | SEEK THAT THE WHOLE (OR PART [DESCRIBE PART]) OF THE SUBMISSION BE
Tell us why you support or oppose this submission. These reasons will help us to understand your further submission ALLOWED (OR DISALLOWED): Give precise details

J Swap support the removal of having to be the same contaminant Seek to allow the Removal of - sub clause:
and inclusion of provision to allow for net improvement in water
quality in the specified catchment. "h. Offset measure is for the same contaminant."

and addition of "The purpose of any offset measure shall be able to
ensure a net improvement in water quality in the specified
subcatchment of Freshwater Management Unit that exceeds the
residual adverse effects of allowing the primary discharge.”

Add another page



South Waikato District Council
NAME OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER:

ADDRESS OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER:

FURTHER SUBMISSIONS ON PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE 1 AND VARIATION 1 TO PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE 1

ORIGINAL SUBMITTER ID: 72892

Clearly indicate which parts of the original submission you support or oppose, together with any relevant provisions of the proposal. Also indicate the Submission Point ID.

PROVISION (e.g. Objective 4 or Rule 3.11.5.7): POIICy 10

SUBMISSION POINT ID (e.g. PC1-1234 or VIPC1-1234) PC1-4056

@Support O Oppose

THE REASONS FOR MY SUPPORT OR OPPOSITION ARE:

Tell us why you support or oppose this submission. These reasons will help us to understand your further submission

Do you support or oppose the submission?

J Swap support the addition of definitions for regionally significant
infrastructure and regionally significant industry.

| SEEK THAT THE WHOLE (OR PART [DESCRIBE PART]) OF THE SUBMISSION BE
ALLOWED (OR DISALLOWED): Give precise details

Seek to allow a definition of regionally significant infrastructure that
includes mineral and aggregate extraction .

Add another page



FURTHER SUBMISSIONS ON PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE 1 AND VARIATION 1 TO PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE 1

South Waikato District Council 72892
NAME OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER: ORIGINAL SUBMITTER ID:

ADDRESS OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER:

Clearly indicate which parts of the original submission you support or oppose, together with any relevant provisions of the proposal. Also indicate the Submission Point ID.

PROVISION (e objective 4 or Rule 311,57~ ONCY 11 SUBMISSION POINT ID (20, PC1-1234 0r vircT 1234 O 4099

Do you support or oppose the submission? @ Support O Oppose

THE REASONS FOR MY SUPPORT OR OPPOSITION ARE: | SEEK THAT THE WHOLE (OR PART [DESCRIBE PART]) OF THE SUBMISSION BE

Tell us why you support or oppose this submission. These reasons will help us to understand your further submission ALLOWED (OR DISALLOWED): Give precise details

J Swap support a clarification of policy 11 that the point source Seek to allow the inclusion of clarification of Policy 11 along the lines of;
discharger has flexibility under the plan to rectify/offset the point

source discharge. to clarify that the principle of the point source discharger being able to

implement offset measures is: as part of measures to avoid, remedy or
mitigate adverse effects, to be in alternative locations and or sub
catchments that are available for more than one type of contaminant
and can be staged over the period of the consent.

Add another page



FURTHER SUBMISSIONS ON PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE 1 AND VARIATION 1 TO PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE 1

Taupo District Council 74207

NAME OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER: ORIGINAL SUBMITTER ID:

ADDRESS OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER:

Clearly indicate which parts of the original submission you support or oppose, together with any relevant provisions of the proposal. Also indicate the Submission Point ID.

PROVISION (e.g. Objective 4 or Rule 3.11.5.7): ObJeCtlve 4 SUBMISSION POINT ID (e.g. PC1-1234 or VIPC1-1234) PC1-8102

Do you support or oppose the submission? @ Support O Oppose

THE REASONS FOR MY SUPPORT OR OPPOSITION ARE: | SEEK THAT THE WHOLE (OR PART [DESCRIBE PART]) OF THE SUBMISSION BE
Tell us why you support or oppose this submission. These reasons will help us to understand your further submission ALLOWED (OR DISALLOWED): Give precise details

J Swap supports the clarification of terms 'staged approach' and Seek to allow all;

'short term' in line with the original submission around clarifying the

meanings within the objective. AMEND to clarify what the staged approach means, AND AMEND to
clarify what is intended by the term 'short-term'.

Add another page



FURTHER SUBMISSIONS ON PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE 1 AND VARIATION 1 TO PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE 1

Taupo District Council 74207

NAME OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER: ORIGINAL SUBMITTER ID:

ADDRESS OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER:

Clearly indicate which parts of the original submission you support or oppose, together with any relevant provisions of the proposal. Also indicate the Submission Point ID.

PROVISION (e.g. Objective 4 or Rule 3.11.5.7): POIICy 13 SUBMISSION POINT ID (e.g. PC1-1234 or VIPC1-1234) PC1-8117

Do you support or oppose the submission? @ Support O Oppose

THE REASONS FOR MY SUPPORT OR OPPOSITION ARE: | SEEK THAT THE WHOLE (OR PART [DESCRIBE PART]) OF THE SUBMISSION BE
Tell us why you support or oppose this submission. These reasons will help us to understand your further submission ALLOWED (OR DISALLOWED): Give precise details

J Swap support amending policy 13 to ensure that the consent Seek to allow inclusion of;

term is 35 years to provide investment certainty.
Policy 13 - amending policy to ensure that the consent term is 35 years

Add another page



FURTHER SUBMISSIONS ON PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE 1 AND VARIATION 1 TO PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE 1

Taupo District Council 74207

NAME OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER: ORIGINAL SUBMITTER ID:

ADDRESS OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER:

Clearly indicate which parts of the original submission you support or oppose, together with any relevant provisions of the proposal. Also indicate the Submission Point ID.

PROVISION (e.g. Objective 4 or Rule 3.11.5.7): Glossary SUBMISSION POINT ID (e.g. PC1-1234 or VIPC1-1234) PC1-8172

Do you support or oppose the submission? @ Support O Oppose

THE REASONS FOR MY SUPPORT OR OPPOSITION ARE: | SEEK THAT THE WHOLE (OR PART [DESCRIBE PART]) OF THE SUBMISSION BE
Tell us why you support or oppose this submission. These reasons will help us to understand your further submission ALLOWED (OR DISALLOWED): Give precise details

J Swap support the inclusion of a definition for regionally Seek to allow a definition for regionally significant infrastructure

significant infrastructure

Add another page



FURTHER SUBMISSIONS ON PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE 1 AND VARIATION 1 TO PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE 1

Waikato Regional Council 72890

NAME OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER: ORIGINAL SUBMITTER ID:

ADDRESS OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER:

Clearly indicate which parts of the original submission you support or oppose, together with any relevant provisions of the proposal. Also indicate the Submission Point ID.

PROVISION (e.g. Objective 4 or Rule 3.11.5.7): POIICy 13 SUBMISSION POINT ID (e.g. PC1-1234 or VIPC1-1234) PC1-10755

Do you support or oppose the submission? O Support @ Oppose

THE REASONS FOR MY SUPPORT OR OPPOSITION ARE: | SEEK THAT THE WHOLE (OR PART [DESCRIBE PART]) OF THE SUBMISSION BE
Tell us why you support or oppose this submission. These reasons will help us to understand your further submission ALLOWED (OR DISALLOWED): Give precise details

J Swap oppose holding the consent term at 25 years as it restricts Seek to disallow the submission:

business certainty in line with Swap previous submission.
"A consent term exceeding 25 years when the approaches set out in
Policy 11 will be met"

Add another page



FURTHER SUBMISSIONS ON PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE 1 AND VARIATION 1 TO PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE 1

Waikato Regional Council 72890

NAME OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER: ORIGINAL SUBMITTER ID:

ADDRESS OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER:

Clearly indicate which parts of the original submission you support or oppose, together with any relevant provisions of the proposal. Also indicate the Submission Point ID.

PROVISION (e.g. Objective 4 or Rule 3.11.5.7): POIICy 11 SUBMISSION POINT ID (e.g. PC1-1234 or VIPC1-1234) PC1-3062

Do you support or oppose the submission? @ Support O Oppose

THE REASONS FOR MY SUPPORT OR OPPOSITION ARE: | SEEK THAT THE WHOLE (OR PART [DESCRIBE PART]) OF THE SUBMISSION BE

Tell us why you support or oppose this submission. These reasons will help us to understand your further submission ALLOWED (OR DISALLOWED): Give precise details

J Swap support the amendment of policy 11 so that drainage Seek to allow;

infrastructure is not required to mitigate contaminants with its

catchment. Amend: so that flood management and drainage infrastructure are not

required to mitigate contaminants that are sourced from land use
activities within catchment.

Add another page



FURTHER SUBMISSIONS ON PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE 1 AND VARIATION 1 TO PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE 1

Waikato Regional Council 72890

NAME OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER: ORIGINAL SUBMITTER ID:

ADDRESS OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER:

Clearly indicate which parts of the original submission you support or oppose, together with any relevant provisions of the proposal. Also indicate the Submission Point ID.

PROVISION (e.g. Objective 4 or Rule 3.11.5.7): POIICy 12 SUBMISSION POINT ID (e.g. PC1-1234 or VIPC1-1234) PC1-3066

Do you support or oppose the submission? @ Support O Oppose

THE REASONS FOR MY SUPPORT OR OPPOSITION ARE: | SEEK THAT THE WHOLE (OR PART [DESCRIBE PART]) OF THE SUBMISSION BE
Tell us why you support or oppose this submission. These reasons will help us to understand your further submission ALLOWED (OR DISALLOWED): Give precise details

J Swap support consideration of the contribution ... on the likely Seek to allow;

achievement of Objective 3 short term targets in Table 3.11-1

rather than the short term targets in Objective 3. This is in line with "Consider the contribution... on the likely achievement of Objective 3
J Swaps original submission. and the short term targets” in Table 3.11-1,"

Add another page



FURTHER SUBMISSIONS ON PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE 1 AND VARIATION 1 TO PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE 1

Waikato Regional Council 72890

NAME OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER: ORIGINAL SUBMITTER ID:

ADDRESS OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER:

Clearly indicate which parts of the original submission you support or oppose, together with any relevant provisions of the proposal. Also indicate the Submission Point ID.

PROVISION (e.g. Objective 4 or Rule 3.11.5.7): Definitions SUBMISSION POINT ID (e.g. PC1-1234 or VIPC1-1234) PC1-3680

Do you support or oppose the submission? @ Support O Oppose

THE REASONS FOR MY SUPPORT OR OPPOSITION ARE: | SEEK THAT THE WHOLE (OR PART [DESCRIBE PART]) OF THE SUBMISSION BE

Tell us why you support or oppose this submission. These reasons will help us to understand your further submission ALLOWED (OR DISALLOWED): Give precise details

J Swap support the inclusion of definitions for point source Seek to allow;

discharge to exclude infrastructure that provides a conduit for

water flow. Definitions - Point source discharge AMEND the Glossary definition of

Point Source Discharge/s to exclude infrastructure that provides a
conduit for water flow (e.g. flood protection and land drainage
infrastructure).

Add another page



FURTHER SUBMISSIONS ON PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE 1 AND VARIATION 1 TO PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE 1

Waitomo District Council 73688
NAME OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER: ORIGINAL SUBMITTER ID:

ADDRESS OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER:

Clearly indicate which parts of the original submission you support or oppose, together with any relevant provisions of the proposal. Also indicate the Submission Point ID.

PROVISION (e.g. Objective 4 or Rule 3.11.5.7): POIICy 10 SUBMISSION POINT ID (e.g. PC1-1234 or VIPC1-1234) PC1-10318

Do you support or oppose the submission? @ Support O Oppose

THE REASONS FOR MY SUPPORT OR OPPOSITION ARE: | SEEK THAT THE WHOLE (OR PART [DESCRIBE PART]) OF THE SUBMISSION BE
Tell us why you support or oppose this submission. These reasons will help us to understand your further submission ALLOWED (OR DISALLOWED): Give precise details

J Swap support the consistency across policies. Seek that the whole submission point be allowed.

Support and RETAIN Policy 10. AND AMEND the Policies to address
the policy disconnect between Policies 10 to 12 and Policy 6 [Policies
10 to 12 assume that certain discharges can have an adverse effect to
a point and may increase, but Policy 6 does not make the same
allowance].

Add another page



FURTHER SUBMISSIONS ON PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE 1 AND VARIATION 1 TO PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE 1

Federated Farmers of New Zealand 74191
NAME OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER: ORIGINAL SUBMITTER ID:

ADDRESS OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER:

Clearly indicate which parts of the original submission you support or oppose, together with any relevant provisions of the proposal. Also indicate the Submission Point ID.

PROVISION (e.g. Objective 4 or Rule 3.11.5.7): POIICy 10-13 SUBMISSION POINT ID (e.g. PC1-1234 or VIPC1-1234) PC1-10827-PC1-10830

Do you support or oppose the submission? @ Support O Oppose

THE REASONS FOR MY SUPPORT OR OPPOSITION ARE: | SEEK THAT THE WHOLE (OR PART [DESCRIBE PART]) OF THE SUBMISSION BE

Tell us why you support or oppose this submission. These reasons will help us to understand your further submission ALLOWED (OR DISALLOWED): Give precise details

J Swap support leaving Policies 10 to 12 open to further Seek that the whole submission be allowed to provide for amendments

amendments through the submissions process. This is in line with  to policies through the submission and hearings process.
J Swap's original submission.

Add another page



FURTHER SUBMISSIONS ON PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE 1 AND VARIATION 1 TO PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE 1

Fonterra Co-operative Group 74057

NAME OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER: ORIGINAL SUBMITTER ID:

ADDRESS OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER:

Clearly indicate which parts of the original submission you support or oppose, together with any relevant provisions of the proposal. Also indicate the Submission Point ID.

PROVISION (e.g. Objective 4 or Rule 3.11.5.7): POIICy 10 SUBMISSION POINT ID (e.g. PC1-1234 or VIPC1-1234) PC1-10598

Do you support or oppose the submission? @ Support O Oppose

THE REASONS FOR MY SUPPORT OR OPPOSITION ARE: | SEEK THAT THE WHOLE (OR PART [DESCRIBE PART]) OF THE SUBMISSION BE

Tell us why you support or oppose this submission. These reasons will help us to understand your further submission ALLOWED (OR DISALLOWED): Give precise details

J Swap support the provision of providing for Point Source Seek to allow;

Discharge from activities of regional significance. These will be

subject to Policies 11 and 12 (BPO mitigation and offset, water Provide for Point Source Discharge from activities of regional

quality targets) significance/.... When deciding resource consent applications for Point

Source Discharge of nitrogen, phosphorus, sediment and microbial
pathogens to water or onto or into land, subject to Policy 11 and Policy
12, provide for the:..."

Add another page



Fonterra Co-operative Group
NAME OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER:

ADDRESS OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER:

FURTHER SUBMISSIONS ON PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE 1 AND VARIATION 1 TO PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE 1

ORIGINAL SUBMITTER ID: 74057

Clearly indicate which parts of the original submission you support or oppose, together with any relevant provisions of the proposal. Also indicate the Submission Point ID.

PROVISION (e.g. Objective 4 or Rule 3.11.5.1): POIICy 11

PC1-10601

SUBMISSION POINT ID (e.g. PC7-7234 or V1PC1-1234)

@Support O Oppose

THE REASONS FOR MY SUPPORT OR OPPOSITION ARE:

Tell us why you support or oppose this submission. These reasons will help us to understand your further submission

Do you support or oppose the submission?

J Swap support the use of Best Practicable Option when adopting
a mitigation of offset approach to a point source discharge -
additionally, splitting the policy into offsetting and best practicable
option aligns with J Swap original submission

| SEEK THAT THE WHOLE (OR PART [DESCRIBE PART]) OF THE SUBMISSION BE
ALLOWED (OR DISALLOWED): Give precise details

Seek to allow the submission point:

"Policy 11: Application of Best Practicable Option to Point Source
Discharge. Require any person undertaking a point source discharge of
nitrogen, phosphorus, sediment or microbial pathogens to water or onto
or into land in the Waikato and Waipa River catchments to adopt the
Best Practicable Option* to avoid or mitigate the adverse effects of the
discharge, at the time a resource consent application is decided"” AND
ADD a NEW Policy 11A to read: "Policy 11A: Offsetting the effects of
Point Source Discharge Where it is not practicable to avoid or mitigate
all any adverse effects, an offset measure may be proposed in an
alternative location or locations to the point source discharge, provided
that a. The Primary discharge does not result in any significant toxic
adverse effect at the point source discharge location; and b. The Offset
measure is for the same contaminant; and c. The Offset measure
occurs within the same sub-catchment in which the primary discharge
occurs and if this is not practicable, then within the same Freshwater
Management Unit® or a Freshwater Management Unit® located
upstream; d. The offset measure is monitored and results in a net
reduction in adverse environmental effects caused by the
contaminant(s) being offset in the Point Source Discharge on the
Waikato or Waipa River catchment; and e. The Offset measure remains

oal . £ oan _ S B

Add another page



FURTHER SUBMISSIONS ON PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE 1 AND VARIATION 1 TO PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE 1

Fonterra Co-operative Group 74057

NAME OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER: ORIGINAL SUBMITTER ID:

ADDRESS OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER:

Clearly indicate which parts of the original submission you support or oppose, together with any relevant provisions of the proposal. Also indicate the Submission Point ID.

PROVISION (e.g. Objective 4 or Rule 3.11.5.7): POIICy 12 SUBMISSION POINT ID (e.g. PC1-1234 or VIPC1-1234) PC1-10609

Do you support or oppose the submission? O Support @ Oppose

THE REASONS FOR MY SUPPORT OR OPPOSITION ARE: | SEEK THAT THE WHOLE (OR PART [DESCRIBE PART]) OF THE SUBMISSION BE
Tell us why you support or oppose this submission. These reasons will help us to understand your further submission ALLOWED (OR DISALLOWED): Give precise details

J Swap oppose a 25 year consent term as it restricts business seek to disallow;

certainty. This aligns with J Swap original submission.
a) A consent term exceeding 25 years, where the application
demonstrates that Policies 11, 11A and 12 will be complied with; and..."

Add another page



FURTHER SUBMISSIONS ON PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE 1 AND VARIATION 1 TO PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE 1

Fonterra Co-operative Group 74057

NAME OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER: ORIGINAL SUBMITTER ID:

ADDRESS OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER:

Clearly indicate which parts of the original submission you support or oppose, together with any relevant provisions of the proposal. Also indicate the Submission Point ID.

PROVISION (.. Objective 4 or Rule 3.17.5,1), >10SSary SUBMISSION POINT ID (eq. pc1-1234orvipct-1234) O 110616

Do you support or oppose the submission? @ Support O Oppose

THE REASONS FOR MY SUPPORT OR OPPOSITION ARE: | SEEK THAT THE WHOLE (OR PART [DESCRIBE PART]) OF THE SUBMISSION BE
Tell us why you support or oppose this submission. These reasons will help us to understand your further submission ALLOWED (OR DISALLOWED): Give precise details

J Swap support the inclusion of defining 'regionally significant Seek to allow;

infrastructure' and the inclusion of mineral extraction activities in

line with the original submission. "Regionally Significant Infrastructure — means an economic activity

based on the use of natural and physical resources in the region which
have benefits that are significant at a regional or national scale. These
may include social, economic or cultural benefits. Regionally significant
industry includes: a. Dairy manufacturing sites; b. Meat processing
plants; c. Pulp and paper processing plants; and d. Mineral extraction
activities."

Add another page



FURTHER SUBMISSIONS ON PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE 1 AND VARIATION 1 TO PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE 1

Genesis Energy Limited 74052

NAME OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER: ORIGINAL SUBMITTER ID:

ADDRESS OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER:

Clearly indicate which parts of the original submission you support or oppose, together with any relevant provisions of the proposal. Also indicate the Submission Point ID.

PROVISION (e.g. Objective 4 or Rule 3.11.5.7): POIICy 10 SUBMISSION POINT ID (e.g. PC1-1234 or VIPC1-1234) PC1-8799

Do you support or oppose the submission? @ Support O Oppose

THE REASONS FOR MY SUPPORT OR OPPOSITION ARE: | SEEK THAT THE WHOLE (OR PART [DESCRIBE PART]) OF THE SUBMISSION BE
Tell us why you support or oppose this submission. These reasons will help us to understand your further submission ALLOWED (OR DISALLOWED): Give precise details

J Swap support the inclusion of definitions of regionally significant Seek to allow;

infrastructure and industry. In line with the original submission
RETAIN Policy 10 and the Regional Policy Statement definitions of
‘regionally significant infrastructure' and 'regionally significant industry'.

Add another page



FURTHER SUBMISSIONS ON PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE 1 AND VARIATION 1 TO PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE 1

Genesis Energy Limited 74052

NAME OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER: ORIGINAL SUBMITTER ID:

ADDRESS OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER:

Clearly indicate which parts of the original submission you support or oppose, together with any relevant provisions of the proposal. Also indicate the Submission Point ID.

PROVISION (e objecive 4 or kule 317.5.7: L ONCY 11 SUBMISSION POINT ID (¢ pC1-1234 or vipci-1234) T O 1 0801

Do you support or oppose the submission? @Support O Oppose

THE REASONS FOR MY SUPPORT OR OPPOSITION ARE: | SEEK THAT THE WHOLE (OR PART [DESCRIBE PART]) OF THE SUBMISSION BE
Tell us why you support or oppose this submission. These reasons will help us to understand your further submission ALLOWED (OR DISALLOWED): Give precise details

J Swap support the amendments proposed by Genesis Energy to  Seek to allow;

allow more flexibility in mitigation and offsetting. This aligns with J

Swap original submission. "...Where it is not practicable to revent or minimise all adverse effects,
an offset measure may be proposed by that person in an alternative
location or locations to the point source discharge, for the purpose of
ensuring positive effects on the environment to lessen the residual
adverse effects of the discharge(s) that will or may result from allowing
the activity provided that the: Offset measure is for the sane
contaminant; and c. b. Offset measure occurs preferably within the
same sub-catchment in which the primary point source discharge
occurs and if this is not practicable, then within the same Freshwater
Management Unit or a Freshwater Management Unit located upstream,
and c. Offset measure remains in place for the donation of the consent
and is secured by consent condition,"
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FURTHER SUBMISSIONS ON PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE 1 AND VARIATION 1 TO PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE 1

Horticulture New Zealand 73801
NAME OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER: ORIGINAL SUBMITTER ID:

ADDRESS OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER:

Clearly indicate which parts of the original submission you support or oppose, together with any relevant provisions of the proposal. Also indicate the Submission Point ID.

PROVISION (e Objective 4 or Rule 311,57 - ONCY 10 SUBMISSION POINT ID (cg. pc1-1234 orvirci 123 - o+~ -0087

Do you support or oppose the submission? @ Support O Oppose

THE REASONS FOR MY SUPPORT OR OPPOSITION ARE: | SEEK THAT THE WHOLE (OR PART [DESCRIBE PART]) OF THE SUBMISSION BE
Tell us why you support or oppose this submission. These reasons will help us to understand your further submission ALLOWED (OR DISALLOWED): Give precise details

J Swap support that there must be equal weight given to Seek for the submission to be allowed:

agriculture and other regionally significant industries
Policy 10: AMEND Policy 10 to ensure that the recognition in the
Regional Policy Statement for agriculture as a regionally significant
industry is given equal weight when ensuring that point source
discharges are to give effect to the targets of the Vision and Strategy as
outlined in Table 3.11-1

AND MAKE any consequential amendments to the proposed changes
to existing, objectives, policies and rules relating to point source
discharge that are contained within Part D of PPCL1 to give effect to the
above relief.
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FURTHER SUBMISSIONS ON PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE 1 AND VARIATION 1 TO PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE 1

AFFCO New Zealand 74140
NAME OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER: ORIGINAL SUBMITTER ID:

ADDRESS OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER:

Clearly indicate which parts of the original submission you support or oppose, together with any relevant provisions of the proposal. Also indicate the Submission Point ID.

PROVISION (e objective 4 o Rule 317.5.1:_F CICY 10 SUBMISSION POINT ID (cg. pc1-1254 orvipci-1234) T O (214

Do you support or oppose the submission? @ Support O Oppose

THE REASONS FOR MY SUPPORT OR OPPOSITION ARE: | SEEK THAT THE WHOLE (OR PART [DESCRIBE PART]) OF THE SUBMISSION BE
Tell us why you support or oppose this submission. These reasons will help us to understand your further submission ALLOWED (OR DISALLOWED): Give precise details

J Swap support the addition of definition for Regionally Significant Seek to allow a definition for regionally significant industry to read as

Industry in line with their original submission. follows: "Regionally significant industry - means industry based on the
use of natural and physical resources in the region which have benefits
that are significant at a regional or national scale. These may include
social, economic or cultural benefits. Regionally significant industry
includes: a) dairy manufacturing sites; b) meat processing plants and
rendering plants; ¢) wood processing plants; and c¢) mineral extraction
activities."
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FURTHER SUBMISSIONS ON PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE 1 AND VARIATION 1 TO PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE 1

AFFCO New Zealand 74140
NAME OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER: ORIGINAL SUBMITTER ID:

ADDRESS OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER:

Clearly indicate which parts of the original submission you support or oppose, together with any relevant provisions of the proposal. Also indicate the Submission Point ID.

PROVISION (e.g. Objective 4 or Rule 3.11.5.7): POIICy 11 SUBMISSION POINT ID (e.g. PC1-1234 or VIPC1-1234) PC1-7636

Do you support or oppose the submission? @ Support O Oppose

THE REASONS FOR MY SUPPORT OR OPPOSITION ARE: | SEEK THAT THE WHOLE (OR PART [DESCRIBE PART]) OF THE SUBMISSION BE
Tell us why you support or oppose this submission. These reasons will help us to understand your further submission ALLOWED (OR DISALLOWED): Give precise details

J Swap support the provision of flexibility in applying the best Seek to allow;

practicable option in offsetting any point source discharges
OR AMEND the second sentence of Policy 11 to read as follows: "BPO
in the context of point source discharges will be interpreted to include
the ability to propose an offset measure in an alternative location or
locations, provided that the..."

Add another page



FURTHER SUBMISSIONS ON PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE 1 AND VARIATION 1 TO PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE 1

AFFCO New Zealand
NAME OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER:

ORIGINAL SUBMITTER ID:

ADDRESS OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER:

74140

PROVISION (e.g. Objective 4 or Rule 3.11.5.7): POIICy 16

Clearly indicate which parts of the original submission you support or oppose, together with any relevant provisions of the proposal. Also indicate the Submission Point ID.

SUBMISSION POINT ID (e.g. PC1-1234 or VIPC1-1234) PC1-7664

Do you support or oppose the submission? @ Support O Oppose
THE REASONS FOR MY SUPPORT OR OPPOSITION ARE:

Tell us why you support or oppose this submission. These reasons will help us to understand your further submission

J Swap support replacing '‘BMP' and 'GMP* with BPO in line with
the original submission

| SEEK THAT THE WHOLE (OR PART [DESCRIBE PART]) OF THE SUBMISSION BE
ALLOWED (OR DISALLOWED): Give precise details

Seek to allow all;

Policy 16: REPLACE references to 'BMP' and 'GMP' with 'BPO'. AND
AMEND Policy 16 to read as follows: "Best practicable options actions
for nitrogen, phosphorus, sediment and microbial pathogens for..."

Add another page



FURTHER SUBMISSIONS ON PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE 1 AND VARIATION 1 TO PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE 1

AFFCO New Zealand 74140
NAME OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER: ORIGINAL SUBMITTER ID:

ADDRESS OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER:

Clearly indicate which parts of the original submission you support or oppose, together with any relevant provisions of the proposal. Also indicate the Submission Point ID.

PROVISION (e Objective 4 or Rule 311.5.1: DENNIUONS SUBMISSION POINT ID (¢g. pC1-1254 or vipci-1234) T C 10199

Do you support or oppose the submission? @ Support O Oppose

THE REASONS FOR MY SUPPORT OR OPPOSITION ARE: | SEEK THAT THE WHOLE (OR PART [DESCRIBE PART]) OF THE SUBMISSION BE
Tell us why you support or oppose this submission. These reasons will help us to understand your further submission ALLOWED (OR DISALLOWED): Give precise details

J Swap support clarification of 'regionally significant industry' and  Seek to allow all;

'best practicable option' as terms in the plan. In line with the

original submission. "Regionally significant industry- means industry based on the use of
natural and physical resources in the region which have benefits that
are significant at a regional or national scale. These may include social,
economic or cultural benefits. Regionally significant industry includes:
a) dairy manufacturing sites; b) meat processing plants and rendering
plants; ¢) wood processing plants; and d) mineral extraction activities."

AND ADD a definition of best practicable option, by adding a schedule
to the Plan, which contains Waikato Regional Council's guidance
material as representing the best practicable option in respect of diffuse
source
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FURTHER SUBMISSIONS ON PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE 1 AND VARIATION 1 TO PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE 1

Beef + Lamb New Zealand 73369
NAME OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER: ORIGINAL SUBMITTER ID:

ADDRESS OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER:

Clearly indicate which parts of the original submission you support or oppose, together with any relevant provisions of the proposal. Also indicate the Submission Point ID.

PROVISION (e.g. Objective 4 or Rule 3.11.5.7): ObJeCtlve 2 SUBMISSION POINT ID (e.g. PC1-1234 or VIPC1-1234) PC1-11233

Do you support or oppose the submission? @ Support O Oppose

THE REASONS FOR MY SUPPORT OR OPPOSITION ARE: | SEEK THAT THE WHOLE (OR PART [DESCRIBE PART]) OF THE SUBMISSION BE
Tell us why you support or oppose this submission. These reasons will help us to understand your further submission ALLOWED (OR DISALLOWED): Give precise details

J Swap support clarification around the purpose of objective 2 in Seek to allow all;

line with the original submission.
AMEND Obijective 2 so that it is made explicit that the Objective is to
enable people and communities to continue to provide for their social,
economic, and cultural well-being, to be resilient and vibrant, and to
provide for future generations.
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FURTHER SUBMISSIONS ON PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE 1 AND VARIATION 1 TO PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE 1

Beef + Lamb New Zealand 73369
NAME OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER: ORIGINAL SUBMITTER ID:

ADDRESS OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER:

Clearly indicate which parts of the original submission you support or oppose, together with any relevant provisions of the proposal. Also indicate the Submission Point ID.

PROVISION (e Objective 4 or Rule 311,51 O 0JECHIVE 3 SUBMISSION POINT ID (cg. pC1-1234 0rvirc1 123 - o - 1482

Do you support or oppose the submission? O Support @ Oppose

THE REASONS FOR MY SUPPORT OR OPPOSITION ARE: | SEEK THAT THE WHOLE (OR PART [DESCRIBE PART]) OF THE SUBMISSION BE

Tell us why you support or oppose this submission. These reasons will help us to understand your further submission ALLOWED (OR DISALLOWED): Give precise details

J Swap oppose a more tailor made approach to catchment Seek to disallow all:

management in favor of a more specific discharge measurement

overall with the inclusion of a 10% target. AMEND Objective 3 so that it provides for and enables management

approaches tailored to the sub-catchment unit or waterbody and which
specifically focus on the issues identified for that waterbody (i.e. in
some catchments it may be Nitrogen but in others it may be sediment).
AND DELETE reference to 10 percent of the required change.
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FURTHER SUBMISSIONS ON PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE 1 AND VARIATION 1 TO PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE 1

Beef + Lamb New Zealand 73369
NAME OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER: ORIGINAL SUBMITTER ID:

ADDRESS OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER:

Clearly indicate which parts of the original submission you support or oppose, together with any relevant provisions of the proposal. Also indicate the Submission Point ID.

PROVISION (e Objective 4 or Rule 311,57 - ONCY 10 SUBMISSION POINT ID (cg. pC1-1234 0rvipci-1234 o7 2079D

Do you support or oppose the submission? @ Support O Oppose

THE REASONS FOR MY SUPPORT OR OPPOSITION ARE: | SEEK THAT THE WHOLE (OR PART [DESCRIBE PART]) OF THE SUBMISSION BE
Tell us why you support or oppose this submission. These reasons will help us to understand your further submission ALLOWED (OR DISALLOWED): Give precise details

J Swap support the provision of a definition for 'best practicable Seek to allow all;

option' in line with the original submission
NEW definition for ‘Best Practicable Option - Best Practicable option in
relation to a discharge of a contaminant which may enter water, means
the best Methods for preventing or minimising the adverse effects on
the environment having regard, among other things, to - (a) the nature
of the discharge or emission and the sensitivity of the receiving
environment to adverse effects; and (b) the financial implications, and
the effects on the environment, of that option when compared with
other options; and (c) the current state of technical knowledge and the
likelihood that the option can be successfully applied.
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FURTHER SUBMISSIONS ON PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE 1 AND VARIATION 1 TO PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE 1

Oji Fibre Solutions (NZ) Limited 73725

NAME OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER: ORIGINAL SUBMITTER ID:

ADDRESS OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER:

Clearly indicate which parts of the original submission you support or oppose, together with any relevant provisions of the proposal. Also indicate the Submission Point ID.

PROVISION (e objective 4 o Rule 317.5.1:_F CICY 10 SUBMISSION POINT ID (¢, pc1-1254 orvipci-1234) T o+~ 0420

Do you support or oppose the submission? @Support O Oppose

THE REASONS FOR MY SUPPORT OR OPPOSITION ARE: | SEEK THAT THE WHOLE (OR PART [DESCRIBE PART]) OF THE SUBMISSION BE
Tell us why you support or oppose this submission. These reasons will help us to understand your further submission ALLOWED (OR DISALLOWED): Give precise details

J Swap support the provision of suitable definitions of regionally Seek to allow the submission as follows:
significant industry including for the expansion of such industry.
AMEND Policy 10 to read: "...When deciding resource consent
applications for point source discharges of nitrogen, phosphorus,
sediment and/ or microbial pathogens to water or onto or into land a.
Provide for the operation of regionally significant infrastructure; and b.
Provide for the operation or expansion of regionally significant industry"
AND AMEND the Glossary of terms by defining regionally significant
industry to read: "Regionally significant industry- means industry based
on the region's use of natural and physical resources which have
benefits that are significant at a regional or national scale. These may
include social, economic or cultural benefits. Regionally significant
industry includes: a) Wood processing plants; b) Dairy manufacturing
sites; c) Meat processing plants; d) Mineral extraction activities; and e)
Renewable energy generation."”
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FURTHER SUBMISSIONS ON PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE 1 AND VARIATION 1 TO PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE 1

Oji Fibre Solutions (NZ) Limited 73725

NAME OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER: ORIGINAL SUBMITTER ID:

ADDRESS OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER:

Clearly indicate which parts of the original submission you support or oppose, together with any relevant provisions of the proposal. Also indicate the Submission Point ID.

PROVISION (e.g. Objective 4 or Rule 3.11.5.7): POIICy 11 SUBMISSION POINT ID (e.g. PC1-1234 or VIPC1-1234) PC1-6547

Do you support or oppose the submission? @ Support O Oppose

THE REASONS FOR MY SUPPORT OR OPPOSITION ARE: | SEEK THAT THE WHOLE (OR PART [DESCRIBE PART]) OF THE SUBMISSION BE
Tell us why you support or oppose this submission. These reasons will help us to understand your further submission ALLOWED (OR DISALLOWED): Give precise details

J Swap support best practicable option as the best mechanism for Seek to allow;

identifying the most effective mitigation or offsetting option. This is

in line with the original submission AMEND Policy 11 to make it clear that the adoption of the Best
Practicable Options is the principal mechanism for achieving Objective
3. AND AMEND Policy 11 to make it clear that an offset is not
additional to, but may form part of the Best Practicable Options.
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FURTHER SUBMISSIONS ON PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE 1 AND VARIATION 1 TO PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE 1

Oji Fibre Solutions (NZ) Limited 73725

NAME OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER: ORIGINAL SUBMITTER ID:

ADDRESS OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER:

Clearly indicate which parts of the original submission you support or oppose, together with any relevant provisions of the proposal. Also indicate the Submission Point ID.

PROVISION (e Objective 4 or Rule 311.5.1: DENNIUONS SUBMISSION POINT ID (¢ pc1-1254 orvipcr-1234) T C 1 2911

Do you support or oppose the submission? @ Support O Oppose

THE REASONS FOR MY SUPPORT OR OPPOSITION ARE: | SEEK THAT THE WHOLE (OR PART [DESCRIBE PART]) OF THE SUBMISSION BE
Tell us why you support or oppose this submission. These reasons will help us to understand your further submission ALLOWED (OR DISALLOWED): Give precise details

J Swap support the provision of definitions that clarify regionally Seek to allow;

significant industry in line with the original submission.
"Regionally significant industry- means industry based on the region's
use of natural and physical resources which have benefits that are
significant at a regional or national scale. These may include social,
economic or cultural benefits. Regionally significant industry includes:
a) Wood processing plants; b) Dairy manufacturing sites; ¢) Meat
processing plants; d) Mineral extraction activities; and e€) Renewable
energy generation."

Add another page



FURTHER SUBMISSIONS ON PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE 1 AND VARIATION 1 TO PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE 1

Mercury NZ Limited 73182

NAME OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER: ORIGINAL SUBMITTER ID:

ADDRESS OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER:

Clearly indicate which parts of the original submission you support or oppose, together with any relevant provisions of the proposal. Also indicate the Submission Point ID.

PROVISION (e.g. Objective 4 or Rule 3.11.5.7): POIICy 10 SUBMISSION POINT ID (e.g. PC1-1234 or VIPC1-1234) PC1-9572

Do you support or oppose the submission? @ Support O Oppose

THE REASONS FOR MY SUPPORT OR OPPOSITION ARE: | SEEK THAT THE WHOLE (OR PART [DESCRIBE PART]) OF THE SUBMISSION BE
Tell us why you support or oppose this submission. These reasons will help us to understand your further submission ALLOWED (OR DISALLOWED): Give precise details

J Swap support the provision of definition of regionally significant  Seek to allow:

industry into the glossary in line with the original submission.
AND ADD to the Glossary of terms a definition for ‘regionally significant
industry.
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NAME OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER: Department of Conservation

ADDRESS OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTER:

FURTHER SUBMISSIONS ON PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE 1 AND VARIATION 1 TO PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE 1

ORIGINAL SUBMITTER ID: /1729

Clearly indicate which parts of the original submission you support or oppose, together with any relevant provisions of the proposal. Also indicate the Submission Point ID.

PROVISION (e.g. Objective 4 or Rule 3.11.5.1): POIICy 13

SUBMISSION POINT ID (e.g. PC1-1234 or VIPC1-1234) PC1-10739

OSupport @ Oppose

THE REASONS FOR MY SUPPORT OR OPPOSITION ARE:

Tell us why you support or oppose this submission. These reasons will help us to understand your further submission

Do you support or oppose the submission?

J Swap oppose this provision as it does not allow for business
certainty when making investment decisions. Although we
understand in principle the direction of this amendment we do not
support it.

| SEEK THAT THE WHOLE (OR PART [DESCRIBE PART]) OF THE SUBMISSION BE
ALLOWED (OR DISALLOWED): Give precise details

Seek to disallow;

AMEND Policy 13 to include a common catchment expiry date for
consent terms rather than a blanket 25 year consent term.
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• Taking actions to achieve the attribute targets for the Waikato and Waipā Rivers in Table 3.11-1; and 
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	support or oppose: oppose
	Text8: J Swap oppose holding the consent term at 25 years as it restricts business certainty in line with Swap previous submission.


	Text9: Seek to disallow the submission:

"A consent term exceeding 25 years when the approaches set out in Policy 11 will be met"
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	Text8: J Swap support the amendment of policy 11 so that drainage infrastructure is not required to mitigate contaminants with its catchment. 
	Text9: Seek to allow;

Amend: so that flood management and drainage infrastructure are not required to mitigate contaminants that are sourced from land use activities within catchment.
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	support or oppose: support
	Text8: J Swap support consideration of the contribution ... on the likely achievement of Objective 3 short term targets in Table 3.11-1 rather than the short term targets in Objective 3. This is in line with J Swaps original submission.
	Text9: Seek to allow;

"Consider the contribution… on the likely achievement of Objective 3 and the short term targetsˆ in Table 3.11-1,"
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	Text8: J Swap support the inclusion of definitions for point source discharge to exclude infrastructure that provides a conduit for water flow. 
	Text9: Seek to allow;

Definitions - Point source discharge AMEND the Glossary definition of Point Source Discharge/s to exclude infrastructure that provides a conduit for water flow (e.g. flood protection and land drainage infrastructure).
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	Text8: J Swap support the consistency across policies. 
	Text9: Seek that the whole submission point be allowed. 

Support and RETAIN Policy 10. AND AMEND the Policies to address the policy disconnect between Policies 10 to 12 and Policy 6 [Policies 10 to 12 assume that certain discharges can have an adverse effect to a point and may increase, but Policy 6 does not make the same allowance].
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	support or oppose: support
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	Text9: Seek that the whole submission be allowed to provide for amendments to policies through the submission and hearings process. 
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	provision: Policy 10
	submission point id: PC1-10598
	support or oppose: support
	Text8: J Swap support the provision of providing for Point Source Discharge from activities of regional significance. These will be subject to Policies 11 and 12 (BPO mitigation and offset, water quality targets)
	Text9: Seek to allow;

Provide for Point Source Discharge from activities of regional significance/.... When deciding resource consent applications for Point Source Discharge of nitrogen, phosphorus, sediment and microbial pathogens to water or onto or into land, subject to Policy 11 and Policy 12, provide for the:..."
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	support or oppose: support
	Text8: J Swap support the use of Best Practicable Option when adopting a mitigation of offset approach to a point source discharge - additionally, splitting the policy into offsetting and best practicable option aligns with J Swap original submission
	Text9: Seek to allow the submission point: 
"Policy 11: Application of Best Practicable Option to Point Source Discharge. Require any person undertaking a point source discharge of nitrogen, phosphorus, sediment or microbial pathogens to water or onto or into land in the Waikato and Waipā River catchments to adopt the Best Practicable Option* to avoid or mitigate the adverse effects of the discharge, at the time a resource consent application is decided" AND ADD a NEW Policy 11A to read: "Policy 11A: Offsetting the effects of Point Source Discharge Where it is not practicable to avoid or mitigate all any adverse effects, an offset measure may be proposed in an alternative location or locations to the point source discharge, provided that a. The Primary discharge does not result in any significant toxic adverse effect at the point source discharge location; and b. The Offset measure is for the same contaminant; and c. The Offset measure occurs within the same sub-catchment in which the primary discharge occurs and if this is not practicable, then within the same Freshwater Management Unit^ or a Freshwater Management Unit^ located upstream; d. The offset measure is monitored and results in a net reduction in adverse environmental effects caused by the contaminant(s) being offset in the Point Source Discharge on the Waikato or Waipā River catchment; and e. The Offset measure remains in place for the duration of the consent and is secured by consent condition or another legally binding mechanism." 
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	Text8: J Swap oppose a 25 year consent term as it restricts business certainty. This aligns with J Swap original submission.  
	Text9: seek to disallow;

a) A consent term exceeding 25 years, where the application demonstrates that Policies 11, 11A and 12 will be complied with; and..."
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	submission point id: PC1-10616
	support or oppose: support
	Text8: J Swap support the inclusion of defining 'regionally significant infrastructure' and the inclusion of mineral extraction activities in line with the original submission.
	Text9: Seek to allow;

"Regionally Significant Infrastructure – means an economic activity based on the use of natural and physical resources in the region which have benefits that are significant at a regional or national scale. These may include social, economic or cultural benefits. Regionally significant industry includes: a. Dairy manufacturing sites; b. Meat processing plants; c. Pulp and paper processing plants; and d. Mineral extraction activities."
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	provision: Policy 10
	submission point id: PC1-8799
	support or oppose: support
	Text8: J Swap support the inclusion of definitions of regionally significant infrastructure and industry. In line with the original submission
	Text9: Seek to allow;

RETAIN Policy 10 and the Regional Policy Statement definitions of 'regionally significant infrastructure' and 'regionally significant industry'. 
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	Text8: J Swap support the amendments proposed by Genesis Energy to allow more flexibility in mitigation and offsetting. This aligns with J Swap original submission.
	Text9: Seek to allow;

"...Where it is not practicable to revent or minimise all adverse effects, an offset measure may be proposed by that person in an alternative location or locations to the point source discharge, for the purpose of ensuring positive effects on the environment to lessen the residual adverse effects of the discharge(s) that will or may result from allowing the activity provided that the: Offset measure is for the sane contaminant; and c. b. Offset measure occurs preferably within the same sub-catchment in which the primary point source discharge occurs and if this is not practicable, then within the same Freshwater Management Unit or a Freshwater Management Unit located upstream, and c. Offset measure remains in place for the donation of the consent and is secured by consent condition,"  
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	Text8: J Swap support that there must be equal weight given to agriculture and other regionally significant industries 




	Text9: Seek for the submission to be allowed:

Policy 10: AMEND Policy 10 to ensure that the recognition in the Regional Policy Statement for agriculture as a regionally significant industry is given equal weight when ensuring that point source discharges are to give effect to the targets of the Vision and Strategy as outlined in Table 3.11-1 

AND MAKE any consequential amendments to the proposed changes to existing, objectives, policies and rules relating to point source discharge that are contained within Part D of PPC1 to give effect to the above relief.
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	provision: Policy 10
	submission point id: PC1-7514
	support or oppose: support
	Text8: J Swap support the addition of definition for Regionally Significant Industry in line with their original submission. 
	Text9: Seek to allow a definition for regionally significant industry to read as follows: "Regionally significant industry - means industry based on the use of natural and physical resources in the region which have benefits that are significant at a regional or national scale. These may include social, economic or cultural benefits. Regionally significant industry includes: a) dairy manufacturing sites; b) meat processing plants and rendering plants; c) wood processing plants; and c) mineral extraction activities."
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	support or oppose: support
	Text8: J Swap support the provision of flexibility in applying the best practicable option in offsetting any point source discharges

	Text9: Seek to allow;

OR AMEND the second sentence of Policy 11 to read as follows: "BPO in the context of point source discharges will be interpreted to include the ability to propose an offset measure in an alternative location or locations, provided that the..."
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	provision: Policy 16
	submission point id: PC1-7664
	support or oppose: support
	Text8: J Swap support replacing 'BMP' and 'GMP' with BPO in line with the original submission
	Text9: Seek to allow all;

Policy 16: REPLACE references to 'BMP' and 'GMP' with 'BPO'. AND AMEND Policy 16 to read as follows: "Best practicable options actions for nitrogen, phosphorus, sediment and microbial pathogens for..."
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	provision: Definitions
	submission point id: PC1-10755
	support or oppose: support
	Text8: J Swap support clarification of 'regionally significant industry' and 'best practicable option' as terms in the plan. In line with the original submission.
	Text9: Seek to allow all;

"Regionally significant industry- means industry based on the use of natural and physical resources in the region which have benefits that are significant at a regional or national scale. These may include social, economic or cultural benefits. Regionally significant industry includes: a) dairy manufacturing sites; b) meat processing plants and rendering plants; c) wood processing plants; and d) mineral extraction activities." 

AND ADD a definition of best practicable option, by adding a schedule to the Plan, which contains Waikato Regional Council's guidance material as representing the best practicable option in respect of diffuse source
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	address  of original submitter: 
	provision: Objective 2
	submission point id: PC1-11233
	support or oppose: support
	Text8: J Swap support clarification around the purpose of objective 2 in line with the original submission. 
	Text9: Seek to allow all;

AMEND Objective 2 so that it is made explicit that the Objective is to enable people and communities to continue to provide for their social, economic, and cultural well-being, to be resilient and vibrant, and to provide for future generations.
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	original submitter ID: 73369
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	provision: Objective 3
	submission point id: PC1-11482
	support or oppose: oppose
	Text8: J Swap oppose a more tailor made approach to catchment management in favor of a more specific discharge measurement overall with the inclusion of a 10% target.
	Text9: Seek to disallow all;

AMEND Objective 3 so that it provides for and enables management approaches tailored to the sub-catchment unit or waterbody and which specifically focus on the issues identified for that waterbody (i.e. in some catchments it may be Nitrogen but in others it may be sediment). AND DELETE reference to 10 percent of the required change.
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	Text8: J Swap support the provision of a definition for 'best practicable option' in line with the original submission
	Text9: Seek to allow all;

NEW definition for ‘Best Practicable Option - Best Practicable option in relation to a discharge of a contaminant which may enter water, means the best Methods for preventing or minimising the adverse effects on the environment having regard, among other things, to - (a) the nature of the discharge or emission and the sensitivity of the receiving environment to adverse effects; and (b) the financial implications, and the effects on the environment, of that option when compared with other options; and (c) the current state of technical knowledge and the likelihood that the option can be successfully applied.
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	Text8: J Swap support the provision of suitable definitions of regionally significant industry including for the expansion of such industry.


	Text9: Seek to allow the submission as follows:

AMEND Policy 10 to read: "...When deciding resource consent applications for point source discharges of nitrogen, phosphorus, sediment and/ or microbial pathogens to water or onto or into land a. Provide for the operation of regionally significant infrastructure; and b. Provide for the operation or expansion of regionally significant industry" 

AND AMEND the Glossary of terms by defining regionally significant industry to read: "Regionally significant industry- means industry based on the region's use of natural and physical resources which have benefits that are significant at a regional or national scale. These may include social, economic or cultural benefits. Regionally significant industry includes: a) Wood processing plants; b) Dairy manufacturing sites; c) Meat processing plants; d) Mineral extraction activities; and e) Renewable energy generation."
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	Text8: J Swap support best practicable option as the best mechanism for identifying the most effective mitigation or offsetting option. This is in line with the original submission
	Text9: Seek to allow;

AMEND Policy 11 to make it clear that the adoption of the Best Practicable Options is the principal mechanism for achieving Objective 3. AND AMEND Policy 11 to make it clear that an offset is not additional to, but may form part of the Best Practicable Options.
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"Regionally significant industry- means industry based on the region's use of natural and physical resources which have benefits that are significant at a regional or national scale. These may include social, economic or cultural benefits. Regionally significant industry includes: a) Wood processing plants; b) Dairy manufacturing sites; c) Meat processing plants; d) Mineral extraction activities; and e) Renewable energy generation."
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	Text9: Seek to allow:
 
AND ADD to the Glossary of terms a definition for ‘regionally significant industry.
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