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Morag Hamilton

From: Lynn Torgerson <Lynn.Torgerson@pdp.co.nz>
Sent: Friday, 30 January 2015 11:23 a.m.
To: Mailroom Mailbox
Cc: Michael Salvesen
Subject: Upper Hinds Plains Land User Group - Further submission to proposed Variation 2 of 

the pLWRP
Attachments: C03182500_L002_ Further submission to Variation 2_ final_lodged.pdf

Importance: High

Good morning mailroom 
 
On behalf of the Upper Hinds Plains Land User Group (UHPLUG), please find attached their further submission on 
proposed Variation 2 to the proposed Canterbury Land and Water Regional Plan. 
 
The contact person for this group is  Mr Michael Salvesen (salvesen@farmside.co.nz).  His contact details are included in 
this further submissions. 
 
Thanks 
 
Lynn Torgerson 
 
 

Lynn Torgerson - BSc (Civil/Environmental Engineering) | Environmental Services Leader 
PATTLE DELAMORE PARTNERS LTD 
295 Blenheim Road, Upper Riccarton, Christchurch 8041 
PO Box 389, Christchurch 8140 
NEW ZEALAND 

DDI - +64 3 345 7107 | Mob - +64 21 778 044 | Office - +64 3 345 7100 | Fax - +64 3 345 7101 
Map – Christchurch office | Web - www.pdp.co.nz 

This electronic mail message together with any attachments is confidential and legally privileged between Pattle Delamore Partners Limited and the intended recipient. If you 
have received this message in error, please e-mail us immediately and delete the message, any attachments and any copies of the message or attachments from your 
system. You may not copy, disclose or use the contents in any way. All outgoing messages are swept by an Anti Virus Scan software, however, Pattle Delamore Partners 
Limited does not guarantee the mail message or attachments free of virus or worms. 
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Further Submissions of Upper Hinds Plains Land User Group (Original submitter ID 56707) 

Where the Upper Hinds Plains Land User Group (UHPLUG) submitted on the same variation point as any other submitter it stands by its original submission.  
This Further Submission provides UHPLUG’s view on points raised by other submitters.  
  

Policy 13.4.9 (c) 

Submitter Name Submission 
Number 

Variation 2 
Reference 

Reasons Support/Oppose Relief sought 

Dairy NZ V2pLWRP-549 Policy 13.4.9 (c) We support a policy that recognises that the water 
quality risks in the Upper Hinds area are primarily 
from sediment, P and E.coli inputs rather than 
nitrogen leaching, and therefore managing these 
risks via controls on nitrogen losses is unnecessary 
and is not likely to effectively manage the risks.  
 
We support the management of nitrogen loss (and 
other contaminants) through the use of Farm 
Environment Plans, adoption of GMPs and in-
stream contaminant (including DIN) concentration 
limits. 

Support Accept the 
submission 

Fonterra Co-
operative  Group 
Limited 

V2pLWRP-751 Policy 13.4.9 (c) We support a policy that recognises that the water 
quality risks in the Upper Hinds area are primarily 
from sediment, P and E.coli inputs rather than 
nitrogen leaching, and therefore managing these 
risks via controls on nitrogen losses is unnecessary 
and is not likely to effectively manage the risks.  
 
We support the management of nitrogen loss (and 
other contaminants) through the use of Farm 
Environment Plans, adoption of GMPs and in-
stream contaminant (including DIN) concentration 
limits. 

Support Accept the 
submission 
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Policy 13.4.11 

Submitter Name Submission 
Number 

Variation 2 
Reference 

Reasons Support/Oppose Relief sought 

Dairy NZ V2pLWRP-557 Policy 13.4.11 We support a policy that recognises that risks to 
water quality and ecological health in the Upper 
Hinds are affected by sediment, P and E.coli and N, 
but that N is not the over-riding priority in 
management.  Accordingly, policies should direct 
focus on managing all key risks rather than single 
focus on an N load limit. 

Support Accept the 
submission 

Fonterra Co-
operative  Group 
Limited 

V2pLWRP-766 Policy 13.4.11 We support a policy that recognises that risks to 
water quality and ecological health in the Upper 
Hinds are affected by sediment, P and E.coli and N, 
but that N is not the over-riding priority in 
management.  Accordingly, policies should direct 
focus on managing all key risks rather than single 
focus on an N load limit. 

Support Accept the 
submission 

Sub-regional Rule 13.5.8 

Submitter Name Submission 
Number 

Variation 2 
Reference 

Reasons Support/Oppose Relief sought 

Dairy NZ V2pLWRP-570 Rule 13.5.8 Water quality risks in the Upper Hinds are 
primarily related to the sediment, phosphorus and 
E coli inputs rather than nitrogen. The risks 
associated with nitrogen concentrations instream 
does need to be managed (alongside other 
contaminants that adversely affect values) but the 
main risks to water quality are from run-off and 
riparian management rather than nitrogen 
leaching. 

Support Accept the 
submission 
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Fonterra Co-
operative  Group 
Limited 

V2pLWRP-783 Rule 13.5.8 Water quality risks in the Upper Hinds are 
primarily related to the sediment, phosphorus and 
E coli inputs rather than nitrogen. The risks 
associated with nitrogen concentrations instream 
does need to be managed (alongside other 
contaminants that adversely affect values) but the 
main risks to water quality are from run-off and 
riparian management rather than nitrogen 
leaching. 

Support Accept the 
submission 

Irrigation New 
Zealand 

V2pLWRP-186 Rule 13.5.8 Water quality risks in the Upper Hinds are 
primarily related to the sediment, phosphorus and 
E coli inputs rather than nitrogen. The risks 
associated with nitrogen concentrations instream 
does need to be managed (alongside other 
contaminants that adversely affect values) but the 
main risks to water quality are from run-off and 
riparian management rather than nitrogen 
leaching. 

Support Accept the 
submission 

Synlait Milk Ltd V2pLWRP-238 Rule 13.5.8 Water quality risks in the Upper Hinds are 
primarily related to the sediment, phosphorus and 
E coli inputs rather than nitrogen. The risks 
associated with nitrogen concentrations instream 
does need to be managed (alongside other 
contaminants that adversely affect values) but the 
main risks to water quality are from run-off and 
riparian management rather than nitrogen 
leaching. 

Support Accept the 
submission 

Sub-regional Rule 13.5.9 

Submitter Name Submission 
Number 

Variation 2 
Reference 

Reasons Support/Oppose Relief sought 

Irrigation New 
Zealand 

V2pLWRP-187 Rule 13.5.9 Nitrogen is not the main risk to water quality in 
the Upper Hinds/Hekeao Plains Area. 
 

Support Accept  the 
submission 
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Dairy NZ V2pLWRP-571 Rule 13.5.9 Nitrogen is not the main risk to water quality in 
the Upper Hinds/Hekeao Plains Area. 
 

Support Accept  the 
submission 

Fonterra Co-
operative  Group 
Limited 

V2pLWRP-784 Rule 13.5.9 Nitrogen is not the main risk to water quality in 
the Upper Hinds/Hekeao Plains Area. 
 

Support Accept  the 
submission 

Section 13.7.3 Water Quality Limits and Targets   Table 13(g) 

Submitter Name Submission 
Number 

Variation 2 
Reference 

Reasons Support/Oppose Relief sought 

Dairy NZ V2pLWRP-596 Table 13 (g) Water quality risks in the Upper Hinds are 
primarily related to the sediment, phosphorus and 
E coli inputs rather than nitrogen. 
The risks associated with nitrogen concentrations 
instream through N loss can be managed 
(alongside other contaminants that adversely 
affect values) through implementation of Schedule 
24a and Farm Environment Plans. 
 
Specification of concentration objectives/limits is 
more appropriate in the Upper Hinds/Hekeao 
Plains Area than a nitrogen load limit. 

Support Accept  the 
submission 

Fonterra Co-
operative  Group 
Limited 

V2pLWRP-807 Table 13 (g) Water quality risks in the Upper Hinds are 
primarily related to the sediment, phosphorus and 
E coli inputs rather than nitrogen. 
The risks associated with nitrogen concentrations 
instream through N loss can be managed 
(alongside other contaminants that adversely 
affect values) through implementation of Schedule 
24a and Farm Environment Plans. 
 
Specification of concentration objectives/limits is 
more appropriate in the Upper Hinds/Hekeao 
Plains Area than a nitrogen load limit. 

Support Accept  the 
submission 
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Section 13.7.3 Water Quality Limits and Targets   Table 13(j) 

Submitter Name Submission 
Number 

Variation 2 
Reference 

Reasons Support/Oppose Relief sought 

Dairy NZ V2pLWRP-1241 Table 13(j) In light of our original submissions, and our further 
submissions as listed above, UHPLUG supports the 
re-drawing of a table of nutrients, and other 
contaminants, as targets to be met/maintained 
where it applies to the Upper Hinds catchment. 
 
We support a new table to be drawn up with 
consideration of farm management plans and the 
use of Matrix of Good Management to set suitable 
targets to be implemented. 

Support in part Accept the 
submission 
 

 




