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Your details

Full name: Woodridge Homes Ltd

Organisation name:
(i applicahle)

Address for Service:  Cardno, PO Box 38098 Wellington Mail Centre, Lower Hutt

Telephone no's: Work:  {04) 8969104 Home: Cell: 0210631999
Contact person: Rhys Phillips

Address and telephone no (if different from above}:

Electronic communication

Wellington Regional Council has a preference for providing information about the Proposed Natural Resources Plan via email,
We will send you updates on the process, information and provide you with detalls of any meetings and the hearing. Please
tick here P if you do not agree to receive communication via email.

Email address: rhys.phillips@cardno.co.nz

Trade competition

X Iiwe could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission. [Go straight to Your Submission)

{1 1we could gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.
if you could gain an advantage please complste one of the following:

[] Iwe are directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of my submission that adversely affects the
environment and does not relate to trade competition or the effects of trade competition.

(] liwe are not directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of my submission that adversely affects the
environment and does not relate to trade competition or the effects of trade competition.



Yeour submission

The specific provisions of the Proposed Matural Resources Plan that this submission relates to are:

The specific provision of the Proposed
Natural Resources Plan that my submission
refales to is {please specify the provision/
section number): Secfion 5.1- Air Quality

My submission on this
provision is: =

{_ll support the provision
X! oppose the provision
[T wish to have the specific pravision amended

Reasons for my
submission: =

There is no permitted rule for air discharges from cleanfill sites, as a result
they would be a discretionary activity under Rule R41 - All other discharges.

The materials disposed of in cleanfills must meet the wasle acceptance
criteria of the Ministry for the Environment's “Guide to the Management of
cleanfills” {fanuary 2002). No contaminated material can be accepted and
therefore the only likely discharges are stormwater and dust.

Provided the dust generated from the cleanfill does not adversely affect an
adjoining properly owner these discharges should be permitted.

| seek the following
decisicn from WRC
(give precise details):

Add a permited rule for air discharges from cleanfills.

The specific provisions of the Proposed Natural Resources Plan that this submission refates to are:

The specific provisicn of the Proposed
Matural Resources Plan that my submission
relates to is (please specify the provision/
section number): Rule R42 and Rule R4

My submission on this

X1 support the provision

provision is: = (]l oppose the provision

] wish to have the specific provision amended
Reasons for my A 100g/m® fimit of lolal suspanded soils discharged into other areas is &
submission; = more realistic and achievable {arget.

R42 - There needs some clarification in the rule as to whether or not
stormwater is excluded from this rule. Stormwater is also covered by Rule
R48.

| seek the following
decision from WRC
(give precise details):
>

Retain 100g/ms fmit, add wording to R42 to clarify that stormwater
discharges are covered by R48.

The specific provisions of the Propos

ed Natural Resources

Plan that this submission refaies (o are:

The specific provision of the Proposed
Natural Resources Plan that my submission
relates to is (please specify the provision/
section number): Rule R50 and R51

My submission an this

L_]I support the provision

provision is: = DAl oppose the provision

[ ]I wish to have the specific provision amended
Reasons for my All District Council stormwater networks will require a higher level of
submission: =2 menagerment due to these rules. i is envisaged that the requirement to

obtain the appropriate discharge consents will be passed onto developars by
the District Councils and Wellingion Water Lid.

The wording of any future discharge permit would need to be extremaly
carefully considered.

Rule 48 permits the discharge of stormwater inlo the existing system. A
discharge consent which s specific to an area or sels resrictive quality fimits
may be breached by adding additional stormwater from the roves, drveways
and roads of future developments (which is permitted). Who would be
responsible for this? the new house owner? or the District Council as the




holder of the discharge permit? Would a new consent be required or a
varialion to the existing consent?

| seek the following The workability of these rules and their implications for developers and
decision from WRC District Councils needs fo be further considered and explained.

{give precise delails):

>

The specific provisions of the Proposed Natural Resources Plan that this submission relates to are;

The specific provision of the Proposed My submission on this [_Il support the provision

Naturat Resources Plan that my submission | provision is; = X! oppose the provision

refates to is (please specify the provislon/ []1 wish to have the specific provision amended

section number): Rule R54, R55 and R56
Reasons for my Ra5 - Itis highly unfikely that the discharges from a conlaminated site would
supmission; > meet {b){i) Drinking Water Standards New Zealand 2005 (revised 2008).

Setting stch a high standards will uitimately result in the vast majorily of
discharges from contaminated sites being a discretionary under R56.

The rule may have unintended sonsequences. Taking a stric interpratation
the rule does not allow stormwater discharges from roofs or hard surfaces on
the ground. These discharges, which are unlikely to mes! the drinking water
slandards, due te animal inputs and surface hydrocarbons, may not come
into contact with the “contaminated" areas of the land & ali, Regardless of
this, simply because they originate from a contaminated site they are a
discretionary under R56.

| seek the following Consider a less restricted standard for discharges of stormwater from
decision from WRC contaminated sites.

(give precise details):

2>

f you have more submissions you wish to make, please find more boxes at the bottom of this
document

Attendance ?‘m?é wmh to &m h%zaﬁ at hearing{s)

B4

|We do WISh to be heard in support of mylour submission ' :
[Note Thus means that you wish to speak in support of your submlssmn at the heanng(s) }

'_'.-'_lfWe do not wush to be "'n.suppor’c of my/our submlssmra B : o
.~ [Note:; ‘This means that yoli'cannot speak at the hearing. However, you will stlll retam your rtght o appeal any demsmn
3 made by the Welllngton R (mncﬂ to ihe Enwronment Court. ] : PR e

O

0 If others make a snmllar submlssu)n |WI|I consnder presentmg a jomt case wrth tham at a hearmg

4. N Date: 23 !Q(\

1) :t_hon_g;ec_i: io sign on behai_f_ of _persqnﬁan submnss;on NB 'Not }equlred |f mak:ng

ar’ electronlc submussuon] ok oo

M%% Egméemi m @@m :

Wellmgton Reg:onal Councul is legaliy requ.zred to notlfy a summary of suhm:ssmns ;ncludlng your hame and address for service
as provided on this submission form. Your name and address are :ncluded 80 that a person mak:ng a fuﬂher subm:ss;on is able
to serve you with a copy of it. .



The specific provisions of the Proposed Natural Resources Plan that this submission relates to are:

The specific provision of the Proposed
Natural Resources Plan that my submission
relates to Is (please specify the provision/
section number): Rule R115 and R114.

My submission on this

[ 1 support the provision

provision is: 2 B! oppose the provision

]I wish to have the specific provision amended
Reasons for my Culvert is not defined in the interpretation seclion. Therefore, it is unknown
submission; = what constitutes a culvert and what is able to be placed in a river bed with a

maximum length of 20m.

Many of the areas yet to be developed around the region have sleep valleys
where compliance with the 20m length requirement at the same lime as
District Council road gradient requirements is not possible. The max length
of 20m is toc restrictive and should be amended to take this into
consideration.

| seek the following
decision from WRC
(give precise details):
>

Define culveri. Delete 20m length and replace with the wording 'the formed
culvert crossing shall be no widerflenger than necessary for the crossing'.

The specific provisions of the Proposed Matural Resources Plan that this submission relates o are:

The specific provision of the Proposed
Natural Resources Plan that my submission
relates to is (please specify the provision/
section number): Rule R118{k)

My submission on this

[} support the provision

provision is; = B oppose the provision

[ ]l wish to have the specific provision amended
Reasons for my The inclusion of (k) effectively prevents the removal of sand, shingle, rock
submission: = which in the majority of the cases is what is causing the blockage of the

siream/siormwater system,

| seek the foliowing
decision from WRC
{give precise details):
3

Either delete or amend to allow removat of this material down o the natural
bed level,

The specific provisions of the Propesed Natural Resources Plan that this submission relates o are:

The specific provision of the Proposed
Natural Resourcas Plan thal my submission
refates to is (please specify the provision/
section number}; Rule R112

My submisstan on this [ support the provision
provision is: = [l oppose the provision
[l wish to have the specific provision amended
Reasons for my The use of the words *excluding any cable, pipe or duct’ in permitted activily
subrission: =3 condition {g} makes R112 unclear. This can be inferpreted in two ways:

either pipes are excluded from the rule as they are *excluded”, or that they
are excluded from the 1m prejection and 5% plan or cross sectional area
requirements and as a result there is no limit on cable, pipe or duct length
under permitted activity condition {g).

Correspondence from Council indicates that it the latter, However this raises
additicnal issues as R112 requires compliance with either (f) “or” (g). If {g}
does not apply then {f) must be complied with and under {f} any
maintenance, repair and replacement work must be contained within the
form of the original structure. As a result no extension of a pipe, cable of duct
would be permitted under this rule, Which is counter infuitive as (g}
specifically provided for extensions to siruciures and Rules R115 and R117
permit new siructures.

We undersland that the inclusion of the words “excluding any cable, pipe or
duct” s linked lo Rule 28 of the Regional Freshwater Plan {RFP) where
permits the construction of such structures across intermitiently flowing
streams. However, the wording is confusing and as the end resull would




e

appear fo be a siluation where such structures are a discretionary activity
under rule R120.

We note thal Rule R112 also needs to consider the situation of an existing in
stream culverl being extended.

| seek the following
decision from WRC
{give precise details):
>

Reconsider and clarify the wording of Rule 112 1o make the extension of
cables ducls and pipes a permitied activily. This could include delsting the
words "excluding any cable, pipe or duct” from permitled activity condition
(g). Alternatively the wording could be amended to read “excluding any
overhead cable, pipe or duct” to better align it with Rule 28 of the RFP.

he specHic provisions of the Propos

ad MNatural Resources

Plan that this submission relates to are:

The specific provision of the Proposed
Natural Resources Plan that my submission
relates lo is (please specify the provision/
section number): Rule R127

My submission on this

{11 support the provision

provision is: 2 ) oppose the provision

[ i wish to have the specific provision amended
Reasans for my Development of urbian lend and in particular greenfisld areas often requires
submission: = the partial reclamation of stream in erder for the land fo be developed, this is

acknowledged by Council in Policy 102,

| seek the foilowing
decision from WRC
{give precise datails):
2

Add a new rule which makes the rectamation of streams for the development
of urban land and in particular development in greenfield areas a
discretionary activity.

The specific provisions of the Proposed Natural Resources Plan that this submission relates to are:

The specific provision of the Proposed
Natural Resources Plan that my submission
refates to is {please specify the provision/
section number}: Policy 102

pou]

My submission on this

]I support the provision

provision is; = Il oppose the provision

[J1 wish to have the specific provision amended
Reasons for my Policy 102 — Reclamation and drainage of the beds of lakes and rivers
submission: < indicates that reclamation need not be avoided where the fznd has been

identified as a special housing area oris associated with a growlh andfor
development framework approved under Lacal Government Act (2002).

Not all areas identified for urban development are specifically identified as a
special housing area or approved under Local Government Act {2002). The
palicy should not be so specific and should simply apply the to all areas
identified for urban developmenl under a District Pan.

| seek the following
decision from WRC
(give precise details):
>

Amend and apply the policy to all areas identified for usban development
under a District Plan,

he specific provisions of the Propos

ed Matural Resources

Plan that this submission relsies io are:

The specific provision of the Proposed
Natural Resources Pian that my submission
relates to is (please specify the provision/
seclion number): Interprefations

My submission on this
provision is: =

[_]I support the provision
[l eppose the provision
BX]I wish to have the specific provision amended

Reasons for my
submission: =

No definition of culvert, reclamation or pipa

| seek the following
decision from WRC
{give precise details):
>

Provide a definition of culvert, reclamation and pipe in the interpsetation
saction.







