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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 s 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 
(individual/organisation) 

Contact person 
(if applicable) 

Agent 
(if applicable) 

Email address for service 

Postal address for service 

Phone number/s 

Matamata-Piako District Council 

Mark Hamilton 

PO Box 266 

Home: 

Mobile: 

Post code: 3342 

Business: 07 884 0060 

Fax: 07 884 8865 

IN ACCORDANCE WITH SCHEDULE 1 OF THE RESOURCE MANAGEMENT ACT: 

I am: 

Q 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 

Q 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 

Q The local authority for the relevant area. 



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

PLEASE INDICATE WHETHER YOU WISH TO SPEAK AT A HEARING 

Q Yes, I wish to speak at the hearing in support of my further submission. 

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

JOINT SUBMISSION 

Q If others make a similar subm ission , 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, I have attached~ extra sheets. Q No , I have not attached extra sheets. 
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Signed _ _________________________ Date _______________ _ 

Type name if submitting electronically 

FURTHER SUBMISSIONS CAN BE SENT BY 

c) 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 . 



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

Please see below NAME OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTEn... _______________ _ ORIGINAL SUBMITTER ID: 

ADDRESS OF ORIGINAL SUBMITTE . Please refer to Matamata-Piako District Council Further Submission (attached) 

Clearly Indicate which parts of the original submission you suppalt or oppose, logelher with any relevant provisions of the proposal. Also indicate the submission Point ID. 

PROVISION (e.g Objective 4 or Rule 3 11.5 1): _____________ __ _ 
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SUBMISSION POINT ID (e.g . PCl-1234 orVIPC1-11J4} __________ ___ _ 

I SEEK THAT THE WHOU! (OR PART [DlSCRI BI! PARTD OF THE SUBMISSION BE 
ALLOWED (OR DISAL~OWED),: ll~Olt'Ckrbqion, 



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): 

• it is frivolous or vexatious 

• it discloses no reasonable or relevant case 

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

• it contains offensive language 

• it is 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 
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Matamata-Piako District Council Further Submission to Waikato 
Regional Plan Change 1 - Healthy Rivers 

Introduction 

Matamata-Piako District Council is the territorial authority responsible for the production, 
administration and enforcement of the objectives, policies and rules contained within the 
Matamata-Piako District Plan. 

The District Plan provides the means for the Council and residents of Matamata-Piako to 
achieve the integrated management of the effects of the use, development and protection of 
the natural and physical resources within the District. The Council is therefore a key 
stakeholder in Waikato Regional Council Plan Change 1, which may have a bearing on the 
future of these resources and the content of the District Plan itself. 

Background 

This document presents a Further Submission by the Matamata-Piako District Council that is 
in addition to the WARTA (Waikato Regional Territorial Authorities) joint Further Submission 
lodged to Regional Plan Change 1 - Healthy Rivers. 

Matamata-Piako District Council is a member of, and signatory to, the WARTA Group Further 
Submission. 

It was agreed by the participating local authorities to the WARTA Group that where resource 
management issues were of greater local concern or posed unique challenges to their local 
community then Councils could also choose to lodge an additional Further Submission in 
relation to those matters. 

Matamata-Piako District Council has chosen to also lodge a Further Submission. This Further 
Submission re-emphasizes the main themes stated in the Council's original submission {ID 
73419) by identifying and supporting/allowing as appropriate a selected number of original 
submissions important to the community that relate to or promote the following five principles. 

The five strategic outcomes that the Council supports are: 

1. Effects-based provisions that accommodate changes in land use activity, provide for 
multiple land use opportunities, innovation and diversification, and can be supported by 
sustainable land management practices. 

2. A sub-catchment approach to managing the four contaminants. 
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3. A sensible, practical , certain, fair and simple implementation regime with 
realistic timeframes for reporting and deadlines for compliance. 

4. Methods of implementation that are affordable to land owners and 
communities and minimises the impacts on the social, economic and cultural well­
being of communities. 

5. An evaluation that can satisfy section 32 RMA to inform decision-making that the Plan 
Change and/or alternative approaches are fit for purpose to promote sustainable 
management of natural and physical resources. 

Specific Further Submissions by Submitter 

The specific submission points from the following submitters have been supported in whole or 
in part because they promote some or all these of five strategic outcomes. Please refer to the 
following tables, arranged by submitter and included as an attachment, to identify the 
submission points requested to be allowed, or allowed in part: 

1. Balle Bras Group; 
2. J Swap Ltd; 
3. Greenlea Premier Meats Ltd; 
4. A S Wilcox and Sons; 
5. Ngati Haua; and 
6. Open Country Dairy 

Regards 

Don McLeod 

Matamata-Piako District Council 
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Balle Bros Group [Submitter ID 67834] 
C/- Brendan Balle 
166 Heights Road 
RDl 
Pukekohe 2676 

PLAN PROVISION SUBMISSION I SUBMISSION POINT SUMMARY 
POINT ID 

ALLOW/ DISALLOW I REASONS 
IN FULL/ IN PART 

Water quality and I PCl -11375 I AND REMOVE Rule 3.11.5.7 from PPCl I Allow in part 
NPS for Freshwater AND AMEND PPCl to add a restricted 

Matamata-Piako District Council supports a sub­
catchment approach to managing the four 
contaminants. Management Discretionary Activity consent 

applicable to high priority sub­
catchments only. 

Full achievement of I PCl - 11380 I AMEND the full achievement of the 
Vision and Strategy 
will be 
intergenerational 

Vision and Strategy will be 
intergenerational to read 
Refer full submission and 
Addition of: 
'will require a considerable amount of 
land use moderation within high-risk 
sub-catchments. Whereas in other 
sub-catchments it will be more 
appropriate to focus on applying 
mitigation methods via conditions, 
rather than simply preventing land use 
change.' 
And 
During Stage 1, Waikato Regional 
Council will work CQLlaboratively with 

Allow in part 

Matamata-Piako District Council supports effects­
based provisions that accommodate changes in 
land use activity, provide for multiple land use 
opportunities and diversification, and can be 
supported by sustainable land management 
practices. 
Matamata-Piako District Council supports: 
• effects-based provisions that accommodate 

changes in land use activity, provide for 
multiple land use opportunities and 
diversification, and can be supported by 
sustainable land management practices. 

• A sub-catchment approach to managing the 
four contaminants. 

• a sensible, practical, certain, fair and simple 
implementation regime with realistic 
timeframes for reporting and deadlines for 
compliance. 

• methods of implementation that are affordable 
to land owners and communities and minimises 
the impacts on the social, economic and 
cultural well-being of communities. 



relevant stakeholders to develoQ a • an evaluation that can satisfy section 32 RMA 
sub-catchment management to inform decision-making that the Plan Change 
aQQroach to manage diffuse and or alternative approaches are fit for 
discharges of nitrogen, QhosQhorus, purpose to promote sustainable management 
sediment and microbial 12athogens. To of natural and physical resources. 
assists this 12rocess, information will 
be collected and research undertaken 
to SUQQOrt this, including collecting 
information about current discharges, 
ai;rnroQriate modell ing tools to 
estimate contaminant discharges, and 
SQatial variabilit~ of land use and 
contaminant losses and the effect of 
contaminant discharges in different 
12arts of the catchment that will assist 
in defining 'land suitabilit~• for 
a I location." 

Vision and Strategy PCl-11385 AMEND PPCl to ensure that Allow in part Matamata-Piako District Council supports: 
prosperous communities result from • methods of implementation that are affordable 
the proposed rule framework. to land owners and communities and minimises 

the impacts on the social, economic and 
cultural well-being of communities. 

Objective 2: Social, PCl-11387 AMEND Objective 2 to read: Allow in part Matamata-Piako District Council supports: 
economic and "Objective 2: Social, economic and • effects-based provisions that accommodate 
cultural wellbeing cultural well-being is recognised and changes in land use activity, provide for 
is maintained in maintained in the long term ... multiple land use opportunities and 
the long term ... Waikato and Waipa communities diversification, and can be supported by 

and their economy experience sustainable land management practices. 
measureable benefit from the • a sub-catchment approach to managing the 
restoration and protection of water four contaminants. 
quality as relevant in each sub- • a sensible, practical, certain, fair and simple 
catchment of the Waikato River implementation regime with realistic 
catchment, which enables the people 



Objective 3: Short­
term 
improvements in 
water quality 

Objective 4: 
People and 
community 
resilience 

Policy 1: Manage 
diffuse discharges 

and communities to continue to 
provide for their social, economic and 
cultural well-being." 
AMEND PPCl to ensure the rules give 
effect to Objective 2. 

PCl - 11392 I AMEND Objective 3 to read: 
"Objective 3: Short-term 
improvements in water quality in the 
first stage of maintenance restoration 
and protection of water quality for 
each sub-catchment and Freshwater 
Management Unit ... 

Allow in part 

PCl - 11393 I AMEND PPCl to ensure the rule I Allow 
framework gives effect to Objective 4. 

PCl - 11399 I AMEND Policy 1 to read: 'Manage and I Allow in part 
require "maintenance or" reductions 
"where relevant" in sub-catchment-
wide discharges of nitrogen, 

timeframes for reporting and deadlines for 
compliance. 

• methods of implementation that are affordable 
to land owners and communities and minimises 
the impacts on the social, economic and 
cultural well-being of communities. 

Matamata-Piako District Council supports: 
• effects-based provisions that accommodate 

changes in land use activity, provide for 
multiple land use opportunities and 
diversification, and can be supported by 
sustainable land management practices. 

• a sub-catchment approach to managing the 
four contaminants. 

• a sensible, practical, certain, fair and simple 
implementation regime with realistic 
t imeframes for reporting and deadlines for 
compliance. 

Matamata-Piako District Council supports: 
• methods of implementation that are affordable 

to land owners and communities and minimises 
the impacts on the social, economic and 
cultural well-being of communities. 

• an evaluation that can satisfy section 32 RMA 
to inform decision-making that the Plan Change 
and or alternative approaches are fit for 
purpose to promote sustainable management 
of natural and physical resources. 

Matamata-Piako District Council supports: 
• effects-based provisions that accommodate 

changes in land use activity, provide for 
multiple land use opportunities and 



phosphorus, sediment and microbial 
pathogens, by: 

Policy 3: Tailored I PCl - 11407 AMEND Policy 3 to read: "Policy 3: I Allow in part 
approach to 
reducing diffuse 
discharges from 
commercial 
vegetable 
production systems 

Tailored approach to managing and 
where relevant reducing diffuse 
discharges from commercial vegetable 
production systems. 

AND ADD a NEW Restricted 
Discretionary Activity consent 
applicable to high priority sub­
catchments only. 

Policy 6: Restricting I PCl - 11410 I DELETE Policy 6 in its entirety. 
land use change 

Allow in part 

diversification, and can be supported by 
sustainable land management practices. 

• a sub-catchment approach to managing the 
four contaminants. 

Matamata-Piako District Council supports: 
• effects-based provisions that accommodate 

changes in land use activity, provide for 
multiple land use opportunities and 
diversification, and can be supported by 
sustainable land management practices. 

• a sub-catchment approach to managing the 
four contaminants. 

Matamata-Piako District Council supports: 
• effects-based provisions that accommodate 

changes in land use activity, provide for 
multiple land use opportunities and 
diversification, and can be supported by 
sustainable land management practices. 

• a sensible, practical, certain, fair and simple 
implementation regime with realistic 
timeframes for reporting and deadlines for 
compliance. 

• methods of implementation that are affordable 
to land owners and communities and minimises 
the impacts on the social, economic and 
cultural well-being of communities. 

• supports an evaluation that can satisfy section 
32 RMA to inform decision-making that the 
Plan Change and or alternative approaches are 



Policy 7: Preparing 
for allocation 

3.11.4.3 Farm 

PCl - 11411 I AMEND Policy 7 to read: "Policy 7 I Allow in part 
preparing for allocation iA tl:1e il:ltl:!Fe ... 

PCl -11413 I AND AMEND to broaden the definition I Allow in part 
Environment Plans I I of a Certified Farm Planner to 

encompass experience as a 
qualification and to ensure that 
enough planners area available to 
meet Farm Environment Plan demand. 

3.11.5.7: Non- I PCl -11432 I DELETE Rule 3.11.5.7 in its entirety I Allow in part 
Complying Activity 
Rule - Land Use 
Change 

fit for purpose to promote sustainable 
management of natural and physical resources. 

Matamata-Piako District Council supports: 
• a sensible, practical, certain, fair and simple 

implementation regime with realistic 
timeframes for reporting and deadlines for 
compliance. 

• methods of implementation that are affordable 
to land owners and communities and minimises 
the impacts on the social, economic and 
cultural well-being of communities. 

• an evaluation that can satisfy section 32 RMA 
to inform decision-making that the Plan Change 
and or alternative approaches are fit for 
purpose to promote sustainable management 
of natural and physical resources. 

Matamata-Piako District Council supports a 
sensible, practical, certain, fair and simple 
implementation regime with realistic timeframes 
for reporting and deadlines for compliance. 

Matamata-Piako District Council supports: 
• a sensible, practical, certain, fair and simple 

implementation regime with realistic 
timeframes for reporting and deadlines for 
compliance. 

• methods of implementation that are affordable 
to land owners and communities and minimises 
the impacts on the social, economic and 
cultural well-being of communities. 

• an evaluation that can satisfy section 32 RMA 
to inform decision-making that the Plan Change 



Schedule B - NRP I PCl -11433 I DELETE Schedule B in its entirety. If 
not deleted then AMEND to remove 
the Nitrogen Reference Point from 
PPCl and focus on all four 
contaminants on a sub-catchment 
basis. 

Schedule 1 - Farm PCl-11435 AMEND Schedule 1 
Environment Plans Refer full submission 

I Allow in part 

I Allow in part 

and or alternative approaches are fit for 
purpose to promote sustainable management 
of natural and physical resources. 

Matamata-Piako District Council supports an 
evaluation that can satisfy section 32 RMA to 
inform decision-making that the Plan Change and 
or alternative approaches are fit for purpose to 
promote sustainable management of natural and 
physical resources. 
Matamata-Piako District Council supports: 
• effects-based provisions that accommodate 

changes in land use activity, provide for 
multiple land use opportunities and 
diversification, and can be supported by 
sustainable land management practices. 

• a sensible, practical, certain, fair and simple 
implementation regime with realistic 
timeframes for reporting and deadlines for 
compliance. 



J SWAP LTD [Submitter ID 71618) 
Address for Service: 
C/- Ariel! King 
AECOM 
PO BOX434 
Waikato Mail Centre 
HAMILTON 3240 

PLAN 

PROVISION 
SUBMISSION '5UMMARY OF RELEVANT PART OF ALLOW/ DISALLOW IN I REASONS 

FULL/ IN PART POINT ID ~UBMISSION 

Objective 2: I PCl-6405 
Social, 
economic and 
cultural 
wellbeing is 
maintained in 
the long term 

Objective 3: I PCl-6406 
Short-term 
improvements 
in water quality 
in the first 
stage of 
restoration and 
protection of 
water quality 
for each sub-
catchment and 
Freshwater 

MEND Objective 2 as follows: "Waikato I Allow in part 
nd Waipa communities and their 
conomy benefit from the restoration 
nd protection of water quality in the 
aikato River catchment, WR+ER-and the 

estoration and protection is undertaken 
n a way and at a rate that enables the 

t
eople and communities to continue to 
rovide for their social, economic and 
ultural well-being." 

MEND Objective 3 as follows - "Actions I Allow in part 
ut in place and implemented by 2026 
o reduce discharges of nitrogen, 
hosphorus, sediment and microbial 
athogens, are sufficieRt to achieve ten 
ercent of the required change between 
urrent water quality and the 80-year 

desired water quality states attrieute 
~ in Table 3.11-1. A ten percent 
hange towards the long term desired 

~ater quality states impro•.,ements is 
ndicated by Objective 3 tt:ie st:iort term 

Matamata-Piako District Council supports: 
• methods of implementation that are affordable to 

land owners and communities and minimises the 
impacts on the social, economic and cultural well­
being of communities. 

• supports an evaluation that can satisfy section 32 
RMA to inform decision-making that the Plan 
Change and or alternative approaches are fit for 
purpose to promote sustainable management of 
natural and physical resources. 

Matamata-Piako District Council supports: 
• effects-based prov1s1ons that accommodate 

changes in land use activity, provide for multiple 
land use opportunities and diversification, and can 
be supported by sustainable land management 
practices. 

• a sub catchment approach to managing the four 
contaminants. 

• a sensible, practical, certain, fair and simple 
implementation regime with realistic timeframes 
for reporting and deadlines for compliance. 



PLAN 
PROVISION 
Management 
Unit 

Objective 4: 
People and 
community 
resilience 

Policy 10: 
Provide for 
point source 
discharges of 

SUBMISSION ~UMMARY OF RELEVANT PART OF 
POINT ID 5UBMISSION 

·r aualit•, attribute targets in Table . ........ _ , "1--···1 .... ..... - -~-·· 

PCl-6408 MEND Objective 4 as follows - "A 
taged approach to change enables 
eople and communities to undertake 
daptive management to continue to 
rovide for their social, economic and 
ultural well-being in the short term 
hile: a) considering the values and uses 

dentified in section 3.11.1 when taking 
ction to achieve Objectives 1 and 3 tRe 

•taiiaa RiYers in Table U 1; and 
ecognising that further contaminant 
eductions will be required by 
ubsequent regional plans and signalling 
nticipated future management 
pproaches that will be needed to meet 
bjective 1." 

ALLOW/ DISALLOW IN I REASONS 
FULL/ IN PART 

I Allow in part 

• methods of implementation that are affordable to 
land owners and communities and minimises the 
impacts on the social, economic and cultural well­
being of communities. 

• an evaluation that can satisfy section 32 RMA to 
inform decision-making that the Plan Change and 
or alternative approaches are fit for purpose to 
promote sustainable management of natural and 
physical resources. 

Matamata-Piako District Council supports: 
• methods of implementation that are affordable to 

land owners and communities and minimises the 
impacts on the social, economic and cultural well­
being of communities. 

• an evaluation that can satisfy section 32 RMA to 
inform decision-making that the Plan Change and 
or alternative approaches are fit for purpose to 
promote sustainable management of natural and 
physical resources. 

PCl-6414 MEND Policy 10 as follows - "Policy 10: I Allow in part Matamata-Piako District Council supports: 
rovide for point source discharges from 
ctivities of regional significance When 
eciding resource consent applications 
or point source discharges of nitrogen, 

• methods of implementation that are affordable to 
land owners and communities and minimises the 
impacts on the social, economic and cultural well­
being of communities. 



PLAN 
PROVISION 
regional 
significance 

Policy 11: 
Application of 
Best Practicable 
Option and 
mitigation or 
offset of effects 
to point source 
discharges 

SUBMISSION ~UMMARY OF RELEVANT PART OF 
POINT ID ~UBMISSION 

PCl-6417 

hosphorus, sediment and microbial 
athogens to water or onto or into land, 
ub·ect to Polle 11 and Polic 12 
rovide for the: 
) Continued operation and 
evelo ment of regionally significant 

nfrastructure; and 
b) Continued operation and 

~evelopment of regionally significant 
ndustry." 

~MEND Policy 11 as follows - "Policy 11: 
~pplication of Best Practicable Option 
~nd miti0 v , offset of effects to 

oint source discharges Require any 
erson undertaking a point source 
ischarge of nitrogen, phosphorus, 
ediment or microbial pathogens to 
ater or onto or into land in the 
aikato and Waipa River catchments to 

dopt the Best Practicable Option* to 
void or mitigate the adverse effects of 
he discharge, at the time a resource 

· onsent application is decided. 
olicy 11A: Offsetting the effects of 
oint source discharges 
here it is not practicable to avoid or 
itigate aU any significant adverse 

ffects, an offset measure may be 
reposed in an alternative location or 

ocations to the point source discharge, 
or the 13blr13ose of ens~ositiYe 

ALLOW/ DISALLOW IN I REASONS 
FULL/ IN PART 

Allow in part 

• an evaluation that can satisfy section 32 RMA to 
inform decision-making that the Plan Change and 
or alternative approaches are fit for purpose to 
promote sustainable management of natural and 
physical resources. 

Matamata-Piako District Council supports: 
• methods of implementation that are affordable 

to land owners and communities and minimises 
the impacts on the social, economic and cultural 
well-being of communities. 

• a sensible, practical, certain, fair and simple 
implementation regime with realistic timeframes 
for reporting and deadlines for compliance. 

• an evaluation that can satisfy section 32 RMA to 
inform decision-making that the Plan Change and 
or alternative approaches are fit for purpose to 
promote sustainable management of natural and 
physical resources. 



PLAN 

PROVISION 
SUBMISSION r;uMMARY OF RELEVANT PART OF 
POINT ID SUBMISSION 

pllowing the actiYity provided that the: 
) The ~primary discharge does not 
esult in any significant toxic adverse 
ffect at the point source-discharge 

ocation; and b) The Goffset measure is 
or the same contaminant; and 
) The Goffset measure occurs 

~FefeFael•t within the saFReor upstream 
f the sub- catchment in which the 

n adverse environmental effects on the 
aikato or Wai pa River catchment 

he Goffset measure remains in place 
or the duration of the consent and is 
ecured by consent condition or another 
egallv binding mechanism." 

ALLOW/ DISALLOW IN I REASONS 
FULL/ IN PART 

Policy 12: I PCl-6429 MEND Policy 12 as follows - "ConsiejeF I Allow in part, 
ssess the contribution made by a point 

Matamata-Piako District Council supports: 
Additional 
considerations 
for point source 

ource discharge to the nitrogen, 
hosphorus, sediment and microbial 

• methods of implementation that are affordable 
to land owners and communities and minimises 



PLAN 
PROVISION 

SUBMISSION ~UMMARY OF RELEVANT PART OF ALLOW/ DISALLOW IN I REASONS 
FULL/ IN PART POINT ID ~UBMISSION 

discharges in 
relation to 
water quality 
targets 

Policy 13: Point I PCl-6433 
sources 
consent 
duration 

3.11.4.11 I PCl-6435 
Monitoring and 
evaluation of 
the 
implementation 
of Chapter 3.11 

pathogen catchment loads and the 
mpact of that contribution on the likely 

~chievement of the short teFR'I or targets 
~ Objective 3 or the progression 
owards the desired 80 year water 
ualit statestargets in Objective 1, 
aking into account: ... c. The ability to 
tage future mitigation actions to allow 
nvestment costs to be spread over time 
nd contribute to meeting Objectives 1 
nd 3 the water aualitv tareets soecified 

; and" 

MEND Policy 13 as follows - "When I Allow in part 
etermining an appropriate duration for 
ny consent granted consider the 
ollowing matters: A consent term 

~see'9lf~§Of 35 years, where the 
pplicant demonstrates the approaches 

fiet:-et::t-fi.fffthat Policies 11, llA and 12, 
ill be metc:omplied with; and ... " 

~MEND PPCl so that any method or rule I Allow in part 
round consent renewal is assessed on a 
ase-by-case basis for regionally 
ignificant industry and takes into 
ccount existing industry infrastructure 
nvestment to date. 
ND ADD into Method 3.11.4.11 -

'Waikato Regional Council will: a. 
Review and report. .. 
. Recognise current infrastructure 
nvestment by Regionally significant 

the impacts on the social, economic and cultural 
well-being of communities. 

• a sensible, practical, certain, fair and simple 
implementation regime with realistic timeframes 
for reporting and deadlines for compliance. 

• an evaluation that can satisfy section 32 RMA to 
inform decision-making that the Plan Change and 
or alternative approaches are fit for purpose to 
promote sustainable management of natural and 
physical resources. 

Matamata-Piako District Council supports methods 
of implementation that are affordable to land 
owners and communities and minimises the impacts 
on the social, economic and cultural well-being of 
communities. 

Matamata-Piako District Council supports methods 
of implementation that are affordable to land 
owners and communities and minimises the impacts 
on the social, economic and cultural well-being of 
communities. 



PLAN SUBMISSION ISUMMARY OF RELEVANT PART OF ALLOW/ DISALLOW IN REASONS 
PROVISION POINT ID !SUBMISSION FULL/ IN PART 

ndustrv when assessine resource 
tonsent renewals for existine: activities· 
and 
I.!". Recoe:nise the level of treatment 
orovided bv Ree:ionallv sie:nificant 
ndustrv infrastructure under anv 

~xistine resource consents and aoolv a 
Best Practicable Ootion aooroach when 
~ssessing resource consent renewals for 
hose existing activities." AND 

~MEND to include the above change 
nto Rule 3.11.5.5 for renewals of 

resource consents associated with 
regionally significant industries; or relief 
to that effect. 

3.11.5 Rules PCl-6565 ~MEND PPCl to provide a NEW Allow in part Matamata-Piako District Council supports methods 
~ontrolled Activity Rule for renewals of of implementation that are affordable to land 
esource consents associated with owners and communities and minimises the impacts 

regionally significant industries (or relief on the social, economic and cultural well-being of 
to that effect) to recognise current communities. 
nfrastructure investment and the level 
of treatment provided by Regionally 
Significant industry under any existing 
esource consents, and applying a Best 

Practicable Option approach. 

Additions to PCl-6436 ADD a NEW definition of 'reeionallv Allow in part Matamata-Piako District Council supports methods 
Glossary of Significant infrastructure' as follows - of implementation that are affordable to land 
Terms 'Regionallv significant industrv - means owners and communities and minimises the impacts 

an economic activitv based on the use of on the social, economic and cultural well-being of 
natural and ohvsical resources in the communities. 
egion which have benefits that are 



PLAN SUBMISSION SUMMARY OF RELEVANT PART OF ALLOW/ DISALLOW IN REASONS 
PROVISION POINT ID SUBMISSION FULL/ IN PART 

si~nificant at a regional or national scale. 
fhese mav include social economic or 
:::ultural benefits. Regionallv significant 
ndustrv includes: 
el Dairv manufacturing sites: 
bl Meat orocessing olant s· 
cl Pu lo and oaoer orocessine: olant s· and 
di Mineral extraction activities." 





GREENLEA PREMIER MEATS [Submitter ID 72144] 
Address for Service: 
Tony Egan 
PO Box 87 
Waikato Mail Centre 
Hamilton 3204 

PLAN 
PROVISION 

General 

3.11.5.2 
Permitted 
Activity Rule 
- Other 
farming 
activities 

SUBMISSION ~UMMARY OF RELEVANT PART OF 
POINT ID 5UBMISSION 

PCl-7520 

PCl-7541 

MEND PPCl by using an objective 
ssessment criteria based on 
ustainability for the region as a whole, 
ND AMEND to provide a more balanced 
nd equitable approach. 

[

ELETE requirements for land use 
ctivities to not exceed their historic 
itrogen discharge levels when below 
0kgN/ha/yr. 

ALLOW/ DISALLOW I REASONS 
IN FULL/ IN PART 

Allow in part 

Allow in part 

Matamata-Piako District Council supports: 
• effects-based provisions that accommodate changes 

in land use activity, provide for multiple land use 
opportunities and diversification, and can be 
supported by sustainable land management 
practices. 

• a sensible, practical, certain, fair and simple 
implementation regime with realistic timeframes for 
reporting and deadlines for compliance. 

• methods of implementation that are affordable to 
land owners and communities and minimises the 
impacts on the social, economic and cultural well­
being of communities. 

• an evaluation that can satisfy section 32 RMA to 
inform decision-making that the Plan Change and or 
alternative approaches are fit for purpose to promote 
sustainable management of natural and physical 
resources. 

Matamata-Piako District Council supports: 

• effects-based provisions that accommodate changes 
in land use activity, provide for multiple land use 
opportunities and diversification, and can be 
supported by sustainable land management 
practices. 



PLAN 
PROVISION 

SUBMISSION l5UMMARY OF RELEVANT PART OF 
POINT ID ~UBMISSION 

MEND to enable low leaching and land 
ses (below 20kgN/ha/yr) to increase 
ischarges up to 20kgN/ha/yr. 
MEND by basing the nitrogen allocation 
ystem on the natural capital of soils 
aking into consideration the assimilative 

~apacity of freshwater. 

ALLOW/ DISALLOW I REASONS 
IN FULL/ IN PART 

• a sensible, practical, certain, fair and simple 
implementation regime with realistic timeframes for 
reporting and deadlines for compliance. 

• methods of implementation that are affordable to 
land owners and communities and minimises the 
impacts on the social, economic and cultural well­
being of communities. 

• an evaluation that can satisfy section 32 RMA to 
inform decision-making that the Plan Change and or 
alternative approaches are fit for purpose to 
promote sustainable management of natural and 
physical resources. 

3.11.5.3 I PCl-7544 ELETE requirements for land use I Allow in part Matamata-Piako District Council supports: 

Permitted 
Activity Rule 
- Farming 
activities with 
a Farm 
Environment 
Plan under a 
Certified 
Industry 
Scheme 

ctivities to not exceed their historic 
itrogen discharge levels when below 
0kgN/ha/yr. 
MEND to enable low leaching and land 
ses (below 20kgN/ha/yr) to increase 
ischarges up to 20kgN/ha/yr . 
MEND by basing the nitrogen allocation 
ystem on the natural capital of soils 
aking into consideration the assimilative 

. apacity of freshwater. 

• effects-based provisions that accommodate changes 
in land use activity, provide for multiple land use 
opportunities and diversification, and can be 
supported by sustainable land management 
practices. 

• a sensible, practical, certain, fair and simple 
implementation regime with realistic timeframes for 
reporting and deadlines for compliance. 

• methods of implementation that are affordable to 
land owners and communities and minimises the 
impacts on the social, economic and cultural well­
being of communities. 

• an evaluation that can satisfy section 32 RMA to 
inform decision-making that the Plan Change and or 
alternative approaches are fit for purpose to promote 
sustainable management of natural and physical 
resources. 



PLAN 
PROVISION 

SUBMISSION ~UMMARY OF RELEVANT PART OF ALLOW/ DISALLOW I REASONS 
IN FULL/ IN PART POINT ID ~UBMISSION 

3.11.5.4 I PCl-7545 
Controlled 
Activity Rule 
- Farming 
activities with 
a Farm 
Environment 
Plan not 
under a 
Certified 
Industry 
Scheme 

3.11.5.5 I PCl-7547 
Controlled 
Activity Rule 
- Existing 
commercial 
vegetable 
production 

ELETE requirements for land use I Allow in part 
ctivities to not exceed their historic 
itrogen discharge levels when below 
OkgN/ha/yr. 
MEND to enable low leaching and land 
ses (below 20kgN/ha/yr) to increase 
ischarges up to 20kgN/ha/yr. 
MEND by basing the nitrogen allocation 
ystem on the natural capital of soils 
aking into consideration the assimilative 

l'-apacity of freshwater. 

ELETE requirements for land use I Allow in part 
ctivities to not exceed their historic 
itrogen discharge levels when below 
OkgN/ha/yr. 
MEND to enable low leaching and land 
ses (below 20kgN/ha/yr) to increase 
ischarges up to 20kgN/ha/yr. 
MEND by basing the nitrogen allocation 
ystem on the natural capital of soils 
aking into consideration the assimilative 

p..,apacity of freshwater. 

Matamata-Piako District Council supports: 
• effects-based provisions that accommodate changes 

in land use activity, provide for multiple land use 
opportunities and diversification, and can be 
supported by sustainable land management 
practices. 

• a sensible, practical, certain, fair and simple 
implementation regime with realistic timeframes for 
reporting and deadlines for compliance. 

• methods of implementation that are affordable to 
land owners and communities and minimises the 
impacts on the social, economic and cultural well­
being of communities. 

• an evaluation that can satisfy section 32 RMA to 
inform decision-making that the Plan Change and or 
alternative approaches are fit for purpose to promote 
sustainable management of natural and physical 
resources. 

Matamata-Piako District Council supports: 
• effects-based provisions that accommodate changes 

in land use activity, provide for multiple land use 
opportunities and diversification, and can be 
supported by sustainable land management 
practices. 

• a sensible, practical, certain, fair and simple 
implementation regime with realistic timeframes for 
reporting and deadlines for compliance. 

• methods of implementation that are affordable to 
land owners and communities and minimises the 
impacts on the social, economic and cultural well­
being of communities. 



PLAN 

PROVISION 
SUBMISSION ~UMMARY OF RELEVANT PART OF 
POINT ID ~UBMISSION 

ALLOW/ DISALLOW I REASONS 
IN FULL/ IN PART 

• an evaluation that can satisfy section 32 RMA to 
inform decision-making that the Plan Change and or 
alternative approaches are fit for purpose to promote 
sustainable management of natural and physical 
resources. 

3.11.5.6 I PCl-7550 DELETE requirements for land use I Allow in part Matamata-Piako District Council supports: 
Restricted 
Discretionary 
Activity Rule 
-The use of 
land for 
farming 
activities 

activities to not exceed their historic 
ritrogen discharge levels when below 
~0kgN/ha/yr. 
~MEND to enable low leaching and land 
~ses (below 20kgN/ha/yr) to increase 
~ischarges up to 20kgN/ha/yr. 
~MEND by basing the nitrogen allocation 
~ystem on the natural capital of soils 
aking into consideration the assimilative 

~apacity of freshwater. 

• effects-based provisions that accommodate changes 
in land use activity, provide for multiple land use 
opportunities and diversification, and can be 
supported by sustainable land management 
practices. 

• a sensible, practical, certain, fair and simple 
implementation regime with realistic timeframes for 
reporting and deadlines for compliance. 

• methods of implementation that are affordable to 
land owners and communities and minimises the 
impacts on the social, economic and cultural well­
being of communities. 

• an evaluation that can satisfy section 32 RMA to 
inform decision-making that the Plan Change and or 
alternative approaches are fit for purpose to 
promote sustainable management of natural and 
physical resources. 



AS Wilcox and Sons [Submitter ID 73142) 
c/- Brent Wilcox 
58 Union Road 
RD3 
Pukekohe 2678 

PLAN 
PROVISION 

Background 
and Explanation 

SUBMISSION ~UMMARY OF RELEVANT PART OF 
point ID ~UBMISSION 

PCl - 4300 ~MEND Background and explanation to 
nclude an issue statement recognising 

~

orticulture as an essential industry and 
ddressing issues specific to it AND 
MEND PPCl to provide opportunity for 
ommercial vegetable production on 
ew sites, particularly for the production 
f non-substitutable vegetable lines for 
omestic consumption 
ND AM END to provide for an 
lternative method to establish a 
enchmark nitrogen and phosphorus 
ischarge for commercial vegetable 
reduction. 

ALLOW/ DISALLOW IN 
FULL/ IN PART 

Allow in part 

Objective 3: I PCl - 4307 ~MEND PPCl to provide flexibility to I Allow in part 
Short-term 
improvements 
in water quality 

and managers seeking to achieve 
eductions collaboratively at a 

~

atchment or sub-catchment scale AND 
MEND to ensure all four contaminants 
re given equal weighting when 
ssessing contaminant reductions. 

REASONS 

Matamata-Piako District Council supports: 
• effects-based provisions that accommodate 

changes in land use activity, provide for multiple 
land use opportunities and diversification, and 
can be supported by sustainable land 
management practices. 

• an evaluation that can satisfy section 32 RMA to 
inform decision-making that the Plan Change 
and or alternative approaches are fit for 
purpose to promote sustainable management of 
natural and physical resources. 

Matamata-Piako District Council supports: 
• effects-based provisions that accommodate 

changes in land use activity, provide for multiple 
land use opportunities and diversification, and 
can be supported by sustainable land 
management practices. 

• a sub-catchment approach to managing the four 
contaminants. 



PLAN 

PROVISION 

Objective 4: 
People and 
community 
resilience 

Policy 2: 
Tailored 
approach 

SUBMISSION ~UMMARY OF RELEVANT PART OF 

point ID ~UBMISSION 
ALLOW/ DISALLOW IN I REASONS 

FULL/ IN PART 

PC1 -4308 MEND Objective 4 to recognise that I Allow in part 
PC1 is transitional, to provide time to 
evelop the tools required to more 
fficiently allocate responsibility for 
chieving contaminant reduction targets 
n the long-term. 

PC1 - 4309 ~MEND Policy 2 to provide alternatives I Allow in part 
ko the Nitrogen Reference Point during 
he transitional period AND AMEND 

Policy 2 to enable a consenting pathway 
or groups to take responsibility for 

'"ontaminant reductions through 

• a sensible, practical, certain, fair and simple 
implementation regime with realistic 
timeframes for reporting and deadlines for 
compliance. 

Matamata-Piako District Council supports: 
• effects-based provisions that accommodate 

changes in land use activity, provide for multiple 
land use opportunities and diversification, and 
can be supported by sustainable land 
management practices. 

• a sub catchment approach to managing the four 
contaminants. 

• a sensible, practical, certain, fair and simple 
implementation regime with realistic timeframes 
for reporting and deadlines for compliance. 

• methods of implementation that are affordable 
to land owners and communities and minimises 
the impacts on the social, economic and cultural 
well-being of communities. 

• an evaluation that can satisfy section 32 RMA to 
inform decision-making that the Plan Change and 
or alternative approaches are fit for purpose to 
promote sustainable management of natural and 
physical resources. 

Matamata-Piako District Council supports: 
• effects-based provisions that accommodate 

changes in land use activity, provide for multiple 
land use opportunities and diversification, and 
can be supported by sustainable land 
management practices. 



PLAN 

PROVISION 
SUBMISSION ~UMMARY OF RELEVANT PART OF ALLOW/ DISALLOW IN I REASONS 

FULL/ IN PART point ID ~UBMISSION 

Policy 3: I PCl - 4310 
Tailored 
approach 

Policy 6: I PCl - 4313 
Restricting land 
use 

Policy 8: I PCl - 4315 
Prioritised 
implementation 

Policy 9: Sub I PCl - 4316 
catchment 
mitigation 

r, tchment and paddock scale 
itigations that are able to be measured 

nd reported. 

M_END Policy 3 to provide for a I Allow in part 
estricted Discretionary rule that 
nables opportunities for new vegetable 
roduction, with discharges assessed 
cross all four contaminants 

~

MEND Policy 6 to provide for activities I Allow in part 
hat can demonstrate clear and enduring 
ecreases in diffuse discharges as 
estricted Discretionary Activity. 

[

MEND Policy 8 to enable management I Allow in part 
f horticultural enterprises between 
ub-catchments, OR ADD another policy 
o enable this. 

tMEND Policy 9 to enable offsetting I Allow in part 
here it can be demonstrated that there 
ill be a commensurate effect on the 

• supports a sub catchment approach to managing 
the four contaminants. 

a sensible, practical, certain, fair and simple 
implementation regime with realistic timeframes for 
reporting and deadlines for compliance. 

Matamata-Piako District Council supports effects­
based provisions that accommodate changes in land 
use activity, provide for multiple land use 
opportunities and diversification, and can be 
supported by sustainable land management 
practices. 

Matamata-Piako District Council supports: 
• a sensible, practical, certain, fair and simple 

implementation regime with realistic timeframes 
for reporting and deadlines for compliance. 

• an evaluation that can satisfy section 32 RMA to 
inform decision-making that the Plan Change and 
or alternative approaches are fit for purpose to 
promote sustainable management of natural and 
physical resources. 

Matamata-Piako District Council supports effects­
based provisions that accommodate changes in land 
use activity, provide for multiple land use 
opportunities and diversification, and can be 
supported by sustainable land management 
practices. 

Matamata-Piako District Council supports a sub 
catchment approach to managing the four 
contaminants. 



PLAN 

PROVISION 

3.11.5 Rules 

3.11.5.7: Non­
Complying 
Activity Rule 

SUBMISSION ~UMMARY OF RELEVANT PART OF 
point ID ~UBMISSION 

estoration of the health and well-being 
f the Waikato River AND 
MEND to enable a consenting pathway 

or groups to take responsibility for 
ontaminant reductions through 
atchment and paddock scale 
itigations that are able to be measured 

nd reported. 

ALLOW/ DISALLOW IN I REASONS 

FULL/ IN PART 

PCl - 4319 ~OD a NEW Restricted Discretionary I Allow in part 
ule to enable collaborative 
anagement by a catchment collective. 

Matamata-Piako District Council supports a sub 
catchment approach to managing the four 
contaminants. 

PCl - 4320 ~EMOVE the Non-complying Activity I Allow in part 
btatus of Rule 3.11.5.7 AND ADD a NEW 

estricted Discretionary Activity rule 
hat enables the use of land for new and 
dditional commercial vegetable 
reduction where it can be 
emonstrated that the effects of the 

and use change will result in a decrease 
n the discharges of nitrogen, 

phosphorus, sediment or microbial 
pathogens. 

Matamata-Piako District Council supports an 
evaluation that can satisfy section 32 RMA to inform 
decision-making that the Plan Change and or 
alternative approaches are fit for purpose to 
promote sustainable management of natural and 
physical resources. 



Ngati Haua lwi Trust [Submitter ID 73515) 
Address for Service: 
Makara Gillett 
Po Box 270 
Morrinsville 

PLAN 
PROVISION 
Policy 10: 
Provide for 
point source 
discharges of 
regional 
significance 

3.11.4 
Implementation 
methods 

SUBMISSION 
point ID 
PCl-11838 

PCl-11857 

SUMMARY OF RELEVANT PART OF 
!SUBMISSION 
~MEND Policy 10 to read: "When 
~eciding resource consent applications ... 
bnto or into land, 13Fo11ide have regard to 
he continued ooeration of: 

a. (;0AtiR1::1ed 013eFatioA of regionally 
!significant infrastructure'; and 
b. (;0Atin1::1ed 013eFatioA of regionally 
!significant industry'." 

~DD a NEW Method to read: "3.11.4.13 
Decision sunnort svstem The Waikato 
Ree:ional Council workin2 with reizional 
!stakeholders will: a. Develoo a Decision 
~uooort Svstem IDSS) to model the 
effectiveness of miti2ation measures 
hat are orooosed to be out in blace and 
mnlemented at a sub-catchment 

brooertv and enterorise level through 
env orooosed Farm Environment Plan. 

or the ouroose of Method 3.11.4.13 
effectiveness' means the contribution of 
he orooosed miti2ation measures 
whether individuallv or collectivelv) -
hat are out in olace and imolemented 

13t a sub-catchment orooertv and 
1enterorise level - to reducine: the diffuse 

ALLOW/ DISALLOW IN REASONS 
FULL/ IN PART 
Allow in part Matamata-Piako District Council supports methods 

of implementation that are affordable to land owners 
and communities and minimises the impacts on the 
social, economic and cultural well-being of 
communities. 

Allow in part Matamata-Piako District Council supports: 

• effects-based provisions that accommodate 
changes in land use activity, provide for multiple 
land use opportunities and diversification, and 
can be supported by sustainable land 
management practices 

• a sensible, practical, certain, fair and simple 
implementation regime with realistic 
timeframes for reporting and deadlines for 
compliance. 

• a sub-catchment approach to managing the four 
contaminants. 

• an evaluation that can satisfy section 32 RMA to 
inform decision-making that the Plan Change 
and or alternative approaches are fit for purpose 
to promote sustainable management of natural 
and physical resources. 



PLAN SUBMISSION SUMMARY OF RELEVANT PART OF ALLOW/ DISALLOW IN REASONS 
PROVISION point ID SUBMISSION FULL/ IN PART 

clischarne of contaminants within the 
!sub-catchment where crocertv and/or 
enterorise is located." 

3.11.4.3 Farm PCl-11847 ~MEND Method 3.11.4.3 to read: Allow in part Matamata-Piako District Council supports: 
Environment 'Waikato Regional Council will prepare ... • effects-based provisions that accommodate 
Plans and microbial pathogens and specify the changes in land use activity, provide for multiple 

rane:e of relevant mitie:ation actions to land use opportunities and diversification, and 
reduce those risks in onfor to bring can be supported by sustainable land 
!about reductions ... develop guidance for management practices. 
undertaking risk assessments, ... Waikato • a sub-catchment approach to managing the four 
Regional Council will. .. Farm contaminants. 
Environment Plans, starting with ffiefe a • a sensible, practical, certain, fair and simple 
!standardised monitoring programme implementation regime with realistic timeframes 
land then potentially moving to less for reporting and deadlines for compliance. 
creauent monitoring based on risk • methods of implementation that are affordable 
!assessment and the outcome of to land owners and communities and minimises 
orevious monitoring results. Waikato the impacts on the social, economic and cultural 
Regional Council will oreoare an audit well-being of communities. 
!schedule for undertakine robust third 
party audit (independent of the farmer 
and Certified Farm Environment 
0 Ianner) anel monitoring of Farm 
--nvironment Plans and a randomised 
method for the selection of Farm 

nvironment Plans." 

3.11.4.5 Sub- PCl-11849 ~MEND Method 3.11.4.5 to read: Allow in part Matamata-Piako District Council supports: 

catchment 'Waikato Regional Council will work • a sensible, practical, certain, fair and simple 
scale planning with relevant stakeholders to develop ... implementation regime with realistic 

land where it l:ias laeen sl:iown to lae timeframes for reporting and deadlines for 
.:;~_;;-:.~ developing a plan would result compliance. 
n achieving the 10-vear water aual itv 



PLAN SUBMISSION SUMMARY OF RELEVANT PART OF ALLOW/ DISALLOW IN REASONS 
PROVISION point ID SUBMISSION FULL/ IN PART 

attribute tare:ets more efficientlv. Sub- • methods of implementation that are affordable 
tatchment planning ... " to land owners and communities and minimises 

the impacts on the social, economic and cultural 
well-being of communities 

3.11.4.6 PCl-11850 RETAIN Method 3.11.4.6. Allow in part Matamata-Piako District Council supports: 
Funding and • methods of implementation that are affordable 
implementation to land owners and communities and minimises 

the impacts on the social, economic and cultural 
well-being of communities. 

• an evaluation that can satisfy section 32 RMA to 
inform decision-making that the Plan Change 
and or alternative approaches are fit for purpose 
to promote sustainable management of natural 
and physical resources 





OPEN COUNTRY DAIRY [Submitter ID 74182] 
Address for Service: 
John Fairweather 
52 Highbrook Drive 
East Tamaki 
PO Box 11159 Ellerslie 
AUCKLAND 1542 

PLAN 
PROVISION 

SUBMISSION ~UMMARY OF RELEVANT PART OF 

3.11.5.3 
Permitted 
Activity Rule 
- Farming 
activities with 
a Farm 
Environment 
Plan under a 
Certified 
Industry 
Scheme 

POINT ID lsUBMISSION 

PCl-5419 ~MEND Rule 3.11.5.3 to allow a more 
armer generated approach to 
reparation of Farm Environment Plans 

n the short term, moving to a Certified 
p Ian at a determined point of time in the 
~uture. 

ALLOW/ DISALLOW IN 
FULL/ IN PART 

Allow in part 

3.11.5.4 
Controlled 
Activity Rule 
- Farming 

PCl-5421 

~

MEND Rule 3.11.5.4 to ensure farmers I Allow in part 
perating under a consent process 
chieve outcomes no worse than those 
orking within an industry scheme. AND 

REASONS 

Matamata-Piako District Council supports: 

• effects-based prov1s1ons that accommodate 
changes in land use activity, provide for multiple 
land use opportunities and diversification, and can 
be supported by sustainable land management 
practices. 

• a sensible, practical, certain, fair and simple 
implementation regime with realistic timeframes 
for reporting and deadlines for compliance. 

• supports methods of implementation that are 
affordable to land owners and communities and 
minimises the impacts on the social, economic and 
cultural well-being of communities. 

• an evaluation that can satisfy section 32 RMA to 
inform decision-making that the Plan Change and 
or alternative approaches are fit for purpose to 
promote sustainable management of natural and 
physical resources. 

Matamata-Piako District Council supports: 
• effects-based prov1s1ons that accommodate 

changes in land use activity, provide for multiple 
land use opportunities and diversification, and can 

1 



PLAN 
PROVISION 
activities with 
a Farm 
Environment 
Plan not 
under a 
Certified 
Industry 
Scheme 

Schedule B­
Nitrogen 
Reference 
Point 

SUBMISSION ~UMMARY OF RELEVANT PART OF 
POINT ID lsUBMISSION 

MEND Schedule 2 so that Waikato 
egional Council ensures a default 
ertification Scheme is established by a 
uitable organisation for the preparation 
nd auditing of Farm Environment Plans 

ALLOW/ DISALLOW IN I REASONS 
FULL/ IN PART 

be supported by sustainable land management 
practices. 

• a sensible, practical, certain, fair and simple 
implementation regime with realistic timeframes 
for reporting and deadlines for compliance. 

• supports methods of implementation that are 
affordable to land owners and communities and 
minimises the impacts on the social, economic and 
cultural well-being of communities. 

• an evaluation that can satisfy section 32 RMA to 
inform decision-making that the Plan Change and 
or alternative approaches are fit for purpose to 
promote sustainable management of natural and 
physical resources. 

PCl-5418 MEND Schedule B to clarify how the I Allow in part Matamata-Piako District Council supports: 
4/15 15/16 data point is established if 
wnership has changed. 
MEND to clarify what current version of 
VERSEER means. AND AMEND to clarify 
ow changing versions on Overseer will 
his be handled- will rolling 5 year 
verage be based on historic correction 
r be at face value. 
MEND 75th percentile nitrogen leaching 
alue approach to look at a more 
raduated stepped approach to Nitrogen 
eference Point with variable timelines. 
MEND reference period [benchmark 
easons] to include 16/17 season. 

• effects-based prov1s1ons that accommodate 
changes in land use activity, provide for multiple 
land use opportunities and diversification, and can 
be supported by sustainable land management 
practices. 

• a sensible, practical, certain, fair and simple 
implementation regime with realistic timeframes 
for reporting and deadlines for compliance. 

• supports methods of implementation that are 
affordable to land owners and communities and 
minimises the impacts on the social, economic and 
cultural well-being of communities. 

• an evaluation that can satisfy section 32 RMA to 
inform decision-making that the Plan Change and 
or alternative approaches are fit for purpose to 

2 



PLAN SUBMISSION SUMMARY OF RELEVANT PART OF ALLOW/ DISALLOW IN REASONS 
PROVISION POINT ID SUBMISSION FULL/ IN PART 

promote sustainable management of natural and 
physical resources. 

3 




