












PC6 LWRP-137 

Federated Farmers 10.5.2 

of NZ 

PC6 LWRP-28 

Federated Farmers 10.5.2 

of NZ 

PC6 LWRP-31 

{i) Identify any potential critical sources of sediment 

and P loss or erosion on the farm and actions to 

minimise sediment and P losses; and 

{ii) Address the management of livestock grazing in 

proximity to waterways and when crossing 

waterways to avoid causing or exacerbating bank 

erosion or the direct discharge of animal effluent 

into water. 

Amend Rule 10.5.2 as follows: Support 

Within the Valley Floor Area, the use of land in the Part 

riparian margin or the disturbance of the bed and 

banks of the Okana, Okuti and Takaritawai rivers aRE1 

tl:ieir tributaries, or Lake Forsyth I Te Rota o 

Wairewa, that includes: ... 

OR 

Within the Valley Floor Area, the use of land in the 

riparian margin or the disturbance of the bed and 

banks of the Okana, Okuti and Takaritawai rivers and 

where practical, their tributaries, or Lake Forsyth I 
Te Roto o Wairewa, that includes: ... 

Clarify that Environment Canterbury will assess an Support 

application using its own in-house experts and 

consulting with the land owner. If not, the submitter 

opposes the rule in its entirety as they consider it 

will place an intolerable burden on landowners and 

will defeat the aim of the plan change. The submitter 

seeks that all Environment Canterbury should 

require from the applicant is the Schedule 24c 

Erosion Plan {which the submitter also opposes), and 

that Environment Canterbury assess the proposal 

in Support with the removal of 'tributaries'. This is due to difficulties 

with the extent of practical stock exclusion options available within 

Rural and Small Settlement zones. 

For the reasons as stated in the submission. 



Wairewa 10.5.4 

Runanaga Inc. and 

Te Runanaga O 

NgaiTahu 

PC6 LWRP-117 

Federated Farmers 10.S.5 

of NZ 

PC6 LWRP-33 

Herlihy M and M 

PC6 LWRP-85 

And 

Stanbury K 

PC6 LWRP-104 

10.5.5 

based on the information it already holds about 

matters for discretion 1 to 11. This should be a two 

way process with the applicant who also may have 

useful information that Environment Canterbury is 

not aware of. 

Delete rules 10.5.4 and 10.5.5 and replace with a Support 

rule that reads: Part 

From 01 January 2020 within the Valley Floor Area, 

the following stock exclusion rules will apply: 

(i) All livestock shall be excluded from Te Roto o 

Wairewa/Lake Forsyth and from the Okana River and 

tributaries from Church Rd Bridge to the lake and the 

Okuti river and tributaries from Usshers Rd bridge to 

the lake. 

No specific decision requested. Submitter seeks Support 

further discussion on feasibility of 2020 deadline for 

completing fencing (of Okana, Okuti, and Takaritawai 

rivers and their riparian margins in the Valley Floor 

Area]. [Note: submitter also referenced Rule 10.5.4} 

Define what is meant by 'all stock' and 'surface Support 

water' - see original submission for detail. 

in Support with the removal of 'tributaries'. This is due to difficulties 

with the extent of practical stock exclusion options available within 

Rural and Small Settlement zones. 

This submission also appears to conflict with the intentions of 
submission PC6 LWRP-112. 

Compliance deadlines should be set to a reasonable period of at least 

five years from the date that plan changes are ratified and cited. 

Under the existing rules (5. 71), 'stock' refers to farmed cattle deer and 

pigs; sheep have not been included as 'stock'. Does 'all stock' now 

refer to all of the above plus horses, alpacas, domestic fowls, etc? If 

so, what consideration is given to the association between 'stock', 

'surface water' and the basic amenity values of Rural and Small 

Settlement zones for keeping of animals? 

We request as a further action that 'surface water' be either amended 

to 'surface water bodies' or removed completely from the clause. This 

is because a concise definition of 'surface water' does not appear 

available. The term 'surface water' is a departure from the Section 32 
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Herlihy M and M 10.5.6 Clarify if obtaining small quantities of stock water 

PC6 LWRP-87 from the river will remain a permitted activity. 

And 

Stanbury K 

PC6 LWRP-105 

Federated Farmers 10.10 (Insert Amend Schedule 24c item 5 as follows: 

of NZ heading) s. provide an assessment of the effects of the 

PC6 LWRP-51 Schedules proposed activities, at a level of detail 

commensurate with the scale and significance of the 

effects, on: and using such information as the 

landowner can reasonably be expected to provide 

from his own knowledge and experience of the 

property. Environmental effects which ECan may 

choose to separately assess, in order to decide on an 

application, include the following: 

[Items (a) to (h) as listed] 

Herlihy M and M Entire I support the entire submission. 

Sub ID 66275 submission / /\ A ~ /7 
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Support 

Support 

Support 

Report and from other parts of PC6 itself, where the correct reference 

is made to 'surface water bodies'. 

The term 'surface water' is also too broad and may be taken to include 

ephemeral 'overland flow' that occurs in a flood plain catchment that 

may often encompass the whole Valley Floor Area and extend across 

three planning zones. The "de minimis non curat lex" apparatus is not 

satisfactory, being a feudal law approach that gives weak assurance to 
important amenity values of the many and varied individual 
owner/occupiers that may collectively be regarded as not trivial. 

As for obvious reasons of stock management and welfare as stated in 
the submission. 

There is a low practical ceiling for compliance costs than can be borne 

by occupiers/owners in the Valley Floor Area. 

For the reasons given in the original submission. 
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