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Form 5: Submission on the Proposed Natural Resources Plan for the Wellington Region
This is a submission on the Proposed Natural Resources Plan for the Wellington Region pursuant to greater WELLINGTON

Clause 6 of Schedule 1, Resource Management Act 1991 REGIONAL COUNCIL
Te Fane Matus Tolao

To: Freepost 3156 Or email: regionalplan@gy/.govi.nz
Wellington Regionzl Counci
PO Box 11646
Wellington 6142

Your details

Full name’ " -

Organisat.i'on name: i) SR . o _
(If applicable) Best Farm Ltd, Hunters Hill Ltd and Stebbings FamlandsLtd .~ = S

Address for Service: iO?B'Weélch_éstefDr'ive:, _Chudon Park,lw.ellinf;‘bri 5037 '

Telephone no's: - Work: _ ) Home: Cell: 021544384
Contact person: Rod Halliday

Address an'd'telephone no (if different from above):

Electronic communication

Wellington Regional Council has a prefe're'nce for providing information about the Proposed Natural Resources Plan via email.
We will send you updates on the process, information and provide you with details of 2ny rmeetings and the hearing. Please
tick here P if you do not agree to receive communication via email.

Email address:  rod halliday@himlimited conz

Trade competition
Iiwé could riot gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission. [Go straight to Your Submission]
[] e could gain an advantége in trade compétition through this submission.
- I you could gain an advantage please complete one of the following: S
+[J we ate directly affected by an effect of the subject matfer of my submission that adversely affects the
-environment and does not relate to trade cpinpetitipn’_br_ the effects of trade competition, -

- [ tweare not directly affected by an sffect of the subject matter of my submiission that adversely affects the
environment and does not relate to trade competition or the effects of trade competition.

Your submission

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

The specific provision of the Proposed My submission on this [ ]1 support the provision

Natural Resources Plan that my submission | provision is; = Xl oppose the provision

relates tois (please specify the provision/ [_]r wish to have the specific provision amended

section number); Chapter 4 - Policy 73 & 79

{Minimising Adverse effects of Stormwater [ Reasans for my We oppose the requirement to retain pre-development hydrographs and
Discharges) submission; < overland flow paths in new subdivision and development. This is unrealistic

and should not be required where land has been 2oned for residential use by
local authorities and/or Is identified as a special housing area. Such a
requirement adds significantly to the cost of supply of land for housing that
the governement is actively trying to reduce. The Policies and the use of
Water Sensitirve Urban Designs (WSUD} oplions do not recognise the steep
topography in Wellington and the challenges this presents for the
development of land. Furthermore, there is no consideration of TA's
willinglness to take ownership of such structures.




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

Delete this statement (last 2 lines) in the pelicy. Alternatively, the policy
should recognise that this is not achievable on many sites in Wallingtan.

The specific provisions of the Proposed Natural Resources

Plan that this submission relates tc are:

The specific provision ¢f the Proposed
Natural Resources Plan that my submission
relates to is {please specify the provision/
section number). Chapter 4 - Policy 89
{Discharges from Contaminated Land)

My submission on this

[} support the provision

provision is: 3 [_It oppose the provision

EI wish {o have the specific provision amended
Reasons for my The discharge of stormwater from former landilis is typeially managed
submission: = through a landfill closure plan that takes into accont leacheate and other

effects asising from stormwater runoff. The policy should refer to this.

| seek the folfowing
decision frem WRAC
(give precise details);

Include a reference to fandfill closure plans

The specific provisiens 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 ko is (please specify the provision/
section number): Chapter 4 - Policy102
(Rectamation or Drainage of the beds of
Lakes or Rivers)

My submission on this [l support the provision
provision is: =2 [} oppose the provision
B wish to have the specific provision amended
Reasons for my The recognition of Special Housing Areas {SHA's) under clause {b) policy Is
submission; =2 supported as is clause (c). However clause (c) should be amended fo

include stralegys and frameworks under the RMA 1991. An addificnal clause
should also be added to refer fo the Urban Development Area of the City

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

Amend clause (c) as follows "....approved by a local authority under fhe AMA
1891 or the Local Government Act 2007",

Add another clause to include Tand within the UDA of the Gity and land
covered by a structure plan In & District Plan where the areas of highest
ecological significance have been identified; and where these significant
areas are nol affected by reclamation,

-]

he specific provisions of the Proposed Natural Rescurces

Plan that this submission relates to are:

The specific provision of the Proposed
Natural Resolrrces Plan that my submission
relates o is {please specify the provision/
sectien number): Policy 74 & 75 (Locat
Authority Network Consents)

My submission on this
provisicn Is; =3

"]V support the provision
{1t oppose the provision
41 wish to have the specific provision amended

Reasons far my
submission; =

These new policies represents a major policy shiftin terms of how
stormyvater, In particular point source discharges, are approved and
managed by TA's. It places are large burden on them io develop and
implement stormwater maragement plans for their existing and new
networks. On reading the peficies it appears this will need to focus on land
based treament solutions to improve water quality before it discharges into
open watercourses. We are inlerested in how these soultions will be
developed as well as how the 'global consents' will be processed, approved
and monitored. Qur concem Is thal too stringent requirements will ultimately
be passed onto private individuals and developers resulting in resource
consent conditions that may or may not be achieveable or viable. The risk is
therefore that all housing and residential development in the City comes o a
halt including those in Special Housing Areas where growth Is being
supported by TA's and centraf governmen. In additon, existing
developments that have received resource consent and or have been
planned and designed to connect to an exisitng public network may be
jeopardised by this policy, particularly if requirements imposed by GWRC on
TA global consents are simply passed onto private developers and/or
individuals.

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

The policy needs to recognise the above flow on sffects and recognise that
there are numerouos existing networks have already been designed and
built to take fiture development. The policy also needs to recognise
tapagraphical constraints that exist in development areas in Wellington and
the willingress cf TA's to accept WSUD solutions in thelr road ar recreafion
reserves.




The specific pravisions 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 fo is (please specify the provision/
section number); Chapler 5 -Rule 112

My submissiononthis | [ ]I support the provision
provision is: =3 [ 1l oppose the provision
X1 wish to have the specific provision amended
Reasons for my The wording of Rute 112(g) is not clear. Clarification on the meaning of
submission: = ‘cable, pipe and duct' is required for the purpose of correct rule

inferpretation. There Is no definition of it. Consultants are regularly asked to
seek consent for upgrading strustures such as pipes and culveris however
clause {g) then excludes them. |.e. It excludes the very strucutres the nile is
supposed 1o apply io.

1 seek the following
decisfon from WRC
{give precise delails);
<>

)

he 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): Chapter 5 -Rule 115

My submission on this

LI support the provision

provision is: = [l oppose the provision

B3I wish to have the specific provision amended
Reasons for my Culverts are often built under roads that are typically 20m in Jegal width. The
submission: = current rule does not aliow for wingwalls etc that are often par of cuiverts

| seek the foliowing
decision from WRC
(give precise delails):
>

Amend (h} fo increase maximu culvert lenth to 30m

~3

he 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 numbear): Chapler 5 Rule 122

My submission on this

L]l support the provision

pravision is; = X oppose the provision

[}l wish to have the specific provision amended
Reasons for my Rule 122 is unclear, The rule relates to removing vegetaion from the 'bed’ of
submission: =2 any river or lake. However the 'bed' is not defined in the definitions. The

definitions do refer fo Active Bed however the rule does not use this term,

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

Clarify rule

—

he specific provisions of the Proposed Natural Rescurces

Plan that this submission relates to are:

The specilic provision of the Proposed
Natural Besources Plan that my submission
relates to is {please speciy the provision/
section number). Chapter 5 Rule 127

My submission on this
provision is: =3

[l support the provision
B sppose the provision
[T wish to have the specific provision amended

Reasans for my
submission; =

Policy 102 recognises the need for some reclamation (particularly for SHA's
etc) However, Rule 127 then classifies reclamation as a non-complying
activity. This is unnecessarily restrictive.

I seek the following
decision from WRG
{give precise details):
>

Rule 127 should be reclassified as a discrefionary activily as itis under the
operative freshwater plan,

—{

he specific provisions of the Proposed Natural Resources

Plan that this submission relates to are:

The specific provision of the Propased
Natural Resources Plan that my submission
relates tois (please specify the provision/
section number);

My submission on this
provision is: >

[ Il support the provision
[T}l oppose the provision
[]1 wish to have the specific provision amended

Reasons for my
submission: =

| seek the following
decision from WRC
{give precise details);
2>




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): Entire Plan

My submission on this

[_1I support the provision

provision is: => X! oppose the provision

[t wish to have the specific provision amended
Reasons for my The PNRP is focussed on the regions natural resources but fails o
submission; =2 adequately recognise the regions urban environment in this context. The

document has been written under the RMA 1991 and prioritises the
management of the Regions natural resources but in our view fails to
adequately balance the social and economic outcomes embodied within the
meaning of sustainable management defined in Part 2, # does not
adequatley recognise thal the Region provides a place for us to live and
grow and for that growih to continue there has io be rocagnition that natural
and physical rescurces will be used. The PNRP will sit above alt TA
planning documents in the plan hierachy and there is a requirement for all
District Plans to not be incansistent with higher order documents. i the
PNRP is approved without adequate recognition of the urban environment
there wilt be disjoint between the GWRG and TA's who are, through their
planning documents, providing for Wellingtons growth,

I sezk the following
decision from WRC
{give precise details):
.9

Incorporaiten of & new policy and rule structure fo recognise and provide for
activities in Wellingtons Urban environments.

The specific provisions of the Propo

sed Natural Resource

s Plan that this submission relates to are:

The spegific provision of the Proposed
Natural Resources Plan that my submission
relates to is (please specify the provision/
section number); Schedule G & definiton of
Biodivesity offset.

My submdission on this [l support the provision
provision is: =3 [}l oppose the provision
B wish to have the specific provision amended
Reasons for my The RMA does not require the complete offset of envirenmental effects
submission; =2 moreover the RMA requires effects of activities to be avoided, remedied or

mitigated to the exient that they are no more than minor, Therefore there is
no legislative mandate for a 'no net ecological loss' policy advecated in the
PNRP. In addition, the assessment on effects contained in resource consent
applications is an overall assessment considering alf effects arising from an
activity e.g. noise, traific, amenity, Section 104(1)(a) then requires an overall
assessment of effects arising from a proposal with an "on halance’ approach
being laken when concluding on a proposals effecis.

| seek the follawing
decision from WRC
(give precise details):
-

The Schedule and assoclated policies should be amended te state that
biodiversity offsetting is encourgaged where possible but achieving 'no net
loss' is not mandatory. Alternatively remove all reference to 'no net ioss'




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): Chapter 5 - Rule 42 & 48

{Minor Discharges and Stormwater from an
Individual Property)

My submission on this [ support the provision
provision is: = [}l oppose the provision
i wish to have the specific provision amended
Reasons for my This rule refers to stomnwater eminating from properties being a petmitted
submission; = activity but does not include discharge from conlaminated land. The

definitions describe contaminated land as having contamination confirmed in
the SLUR for the Wellington Region. This system tags entire properties
(titles) when often only a small area of the site is polentially contaminated.
This rule is therefore unfair and not apprepriate where the area is
contamination is known. The rules are also unclear as fo how they relate to
subdivisons, where new infrastruture is built.

| seek the following
decision from WRC

{give preciss details):
=

Amend (b} 1o clarify that this refates only to area(s) of the site that are
affected by cortamination {confirmed).

Amend rule to claiify how it applies to subdivisions.

The specific provisions of the Propo

sed Natural Resources Plan that this submission relates to are:

The spesific provision of the Proposed
Natural Resources Plan that my submission
relates to is {please specify the provision/
section number): Chapler 5 - Rule 50 & 51

{Stormwater from a local Authority Netwark)

My subinission on this [l support the provision
provision is: > [ oppose the provision
Xl wish to have the specific provision amended
Reasons for my This new rule places considerable burden on TA's and Weliinglon Water to
submissior; = improve water quality but it is not clear whether these rules apply to new

stormwater infrastructure built and vested with WCC as part of greenfield
subdivisions. Will the developer or TA be required o obtain a consent or wil
new infrastrucure be covered by the global consent issued o WW.

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

Amend or re-write rules fo be clear how they refate to new infrastructure to
be vested with TA's

The specific provisions of the Propo

sed Natural Resource

s Plan that this submission relates to asre:

The specific provision of the Proposed
Natural Resources Plan that my submission
relates to is {please specify the provision/
section number): Chapler 5 - Rule 55

My submissicn on this
provision is: =

(]l support the provision
[l oppose the provision
Xl wish to have the specific provision amended

(Discharge from Cantaminated Land)

Reasons for my
submission; =

This rule relates 1o the discharge of cortaminants from contaminated sites.
Howevar there is no definition of a ‘contaminant’ and therelore it is unclear
what the rule is trying fo control..

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

Clarily the 1ule.

The specific provisions of the Propo

sed Natural Resource

s Plan that this submission relates to are:

The spegcilic provision of the Proposed
Natural Resources Plan that my submission
relates fo is (please specify the provision/
section number): Chapter 5 - Rule 97

{Actess fo the Bed of Surface Water Bodies
by Livestock)

(give precise details):
<>

My submission on this [ support the provision

provision is: = [ oppose the provision
Xi wish to have the specific provision amended

Reasons for my Clause (a) is ambiguous. The use of the word 'significant pugging’ is

submission: < subjective and dependant on individual interpretation. The rule is therefore
unclear. Realistically, most stock average 250-300kg and will easily pug a
wet stream bank. Consideration therefore needs fo be given to rule dlarity
and pracfical implementation/enforcement

| seek the following Clarify what constilites 'signficant’. Clause (a) and (d)()

decision from WRC Altematively re-write rule.




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): Chapter 5 - Rule 100
(Vegetation Clearance on Erosion Prone
Land)

My submission on this "l support the provision
provision is: = [T oppose the provision
Bt wish to have the specific provision amended
Reasons for my This rule is overly onerous and the 2ha maximum area shuld be increased.
submission; =» In additon, the definiton of erosion prone land is enly 20 degrees that will

caplure a vast amount of land,

| seek the following
decision from WRC
(give pracise details).
=

Increase the are of allowable clearance to Sha and amend the definition of
erosion prone land 1o land greater than 45 degrees or simifar




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







