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Submission on Environment Canterbury's Long Term Plan 2015-2025
1. Forest & Bird is New Zealand's largest non-governmental conservation organisation
with

70,000 members and supporters. Our kaupapa is to "Give Nature a Voice" We

do this through advocacy, education as well as many hundreds of our members being
involved in restoration projects including pest and predator eradication. Protection of

our freshwater and the species that rely on them is a priority for our organisation.
General Submission

2. The proposed Long-Term Plan fails to consider how resilience can be built into the
planning for the next decade and instead seems highly focused on business as usual.
Forest and Bird is concerned at the on-going loss of Canterbury's biodiversity within
our unique braided river systems, our groundwater and lakes and streams and many
endemic or highly vulnerable terrestial species.

3. It is acknowledged that much of Canterbury has been significantly modified in the past
due to human activity; however recent loss has been greatly exacerbated due to a
dramatic change in land use from dryland farming to intensively irrigated land,
primarily for dairying.

4. Restoration of degraded ecosystems is supported but in our view there is a far greater

need to halt the on-going loss of Canterbury's threatened indigenous ecosystems.
Any loss must now be considered significant given the tiny remnants of our original
indigenous vegetation and fauna habitats that remain in the region and the on-going
threats to them.

5. In Forest and Bird's view the proposed Long -Term Plan consistently fails to

acknowledge the higher priorities of the CWMS. There appears to be an assumption
that on-going development can occur and mitigated by 'restoration' of certain
waterbodies or other projects . This is despite the on-going loss of our biodiversity
and waterquality.

6. The document as proposed provides no assurance to the people of Canterbury that
they will not see the continuation of the loss of our water quality and unique
biodiversity over the next decade.

Biodiversity Funding and Refocus.

7. Environment Canterbury's proposal to refocus the approach to biodiversity
investment at the zone level to a more tactical approach of prioritised catchment or

corridor focused initiatives and connected networks of biodiversity sites.. raises
concern because it is not entirely clear what is intended.

8. If, as a result of the refocus, it means Environment Canterbury's biodiversity staff will
be attached to specific Zone Committees this would be of very real concern to Forest
and Bird.

9. Effectively it would mean Zone Committees who have no statutory mandate would be
setting biodiversity priorities within their specific catchment. This could result in an
absence of Canterbury wide-focus to allow the Environment Canterbury to properly
set out where the priorities for protection are.

10. In our view such a proposal would not give proper effect to the CWMS or Councils

statutory requirements under Part 2 of the RMA. It could also result in particular
biodiversity staff being placed within a particular catchment who have specific skills
may then not be available region wide.

11. It appears that there is a proposal to reduce biodiversity funding provided through the
Canterbury Biodiversity Strategy by 50% and reductions in regional initiatives such as
Wainono Lagoon and other important initiatives such as fish habitat projects. This can
only result in the further loss of biodiversity and is strongly opposed by Forest and
Bird.

12. We do not support the reduction in target pest management to protect biodiversity
values and can only conclude that it will result in biodiversity loss.

13. The intention to 'encourage' better farming practices is supported but there also
needs to be adequate resources made available to ensure the Councils Monitoring
and Compliance Team are able to properly carry out their function. In Forest and
Bird's view there is currently not enough staff to do this.

Decisions sought

• Give proper effect to the CWMS by giving priority to the protection of Canterbury's
remaining indigenous biodiversity. Clearly set out the threats to these highly
vulnerable ecosystems and steps that will be taken to halt any further decline.

• Restore the current biodiversity and biosecurity funding and priorities and ensure the
Biodiversity team has a region wide perspective and not those set out by Zone
Committees who have no statutory authority.

Specific submission points
Better Water Management
14. It is not the case that Canterbury people only want 'more swimmable' rivers. In Forest
and Bird's view If that is the Environment Canterbury's aspiration in respect to better

water management it demonstrates a 'muting' of the environment priorities in the
CWMS and the Council's statutory requirements. It also fails to recognise a right of its
ratepayers to have all rivers that are swimmable.

15. It is the case that Canterbury's waterways continue to be degraded and as a result
important fish and bird species continue to decline. The Proposed Canterbury Land
and Water Regional Plan provides little in the way of protection of important habitats
of our threatened indigenous freshwater species, for instance there are only four

indigenous freshwater fish (inanga) sites listed in Schedule 17 of the Plan.
16. The lack of proper protection of freshwater species in Council's planning documents
has meant a number of destructive activities are permitted resulting in the loss of

their habitat as their habitats are not listed in any schedule. . In Forest and Bird's view
it s important to ensure there are policies and projects in place that will protect what
we have first and foremost. Protection will not necessarily be assisted by the planting
of hundreds of plants along riparian margins.

17. As an example Forest and Bird has become aware of an instance where an important

Canterbury mudfish habitat in the Hororata River catchment was recently destroyed
due to earthworks and riparian vegetation clearance. In our experience such examples

of on-going loss are not unusual and in fact increasing.
18. Forest and Bird questions how sustainable it is to 'find ways' to support rural-sector
growth without compromising water quality and habitats as a way to manage water
over the next decade. It is time in our view for the Council to make clear that some

catchments are over allocated and actions such as restricting the number of dairy
cows within those catchments will need to be considered.

Decision sought

• Add to the Long-Term Plan a statement that there is a possibility that on-going
development may not necessarily be able to occur in some catchments in the next 10

year period if Council is to meet it's responsibilities to manage the regions freshwater.

• Restoration work is costly and not always successful, it is important that Council firstly
ensures there is no on-going loss. Provide adequate funding and resources to protect

what remains of important freshwater values as a priority.
• Ensure important indigenous habitats are identified as priority for protection and they
are included in future relevant planning documents and to assist in considering where
future money should be spent towards protection and restoration of habitats.

• The intention to spend more money on improving water quality is supported
providing protection against further loss of water quality underpins the way in which
monies are spent and policies are developed.

• Encouraging landowner compliance is supported.

• The proposal to monitor large irrigation and water storage schemes along with taking

action against non-complying farms is supported.
• Ensure there is an adequate budget to ensure monitoring and compliance can be
properly carried out by increasing staff numbers.

Natural Habitats.

19. The discussion in this section fails to acknowledge the dire state of our indigenous
biodiversity It does set out a goal of 'ensuring the most important natural habitats are
protected' and this is supported but there needs to be some discussion on how these
habitats will be identified and how protection will occur.

20. Council should aspire to ensure wetlands are protected not simply that collaborative
restoration programmes in relation to them 'flourish'. The term is clearly subjective
and not consistent with Council's statutory responsibilities in particular s 6 RMA.

Decision sought

• Clearly identify the issues facing Canterbury in respect to Council's work of 'managing
and improving the region's biodiversity'.

• The intention to focus on restoring waterway corridors in particular catchments is
supported in part. However as mentioned earlier in this submission Forest and Bird

does not support the role of identifying areas for protection/restoration being carried
out by individual Zone Committees. Any identification of these sites needs to be
considered 'in the round', considering the priorities at a Canterbury-wide level with
the expertise of the Regional Council's biodiversity team and other specialists.

• Provide a less subjective statement regarding what Council itself wishes to achieve in
relation to the protection and enhancement of wetlands, riverbanks and other
restoration programmes.
Jennifer Miller

Regional Manager Canterbury West Coast.

