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1. About Morven Glenavy Ikawai Irrigation Scheme
The Morven Glenavy Ikawai Irrigation Company (“MGI”) was established in 1989 when it was
purchased from the Crown, however, the origins of the scheme itself has been around since the
1930’s. MGI currently has over 140 shareholders irrigating within a command area of 28,000 hectares.
MGI has a well-respected and recognised history of environmental and industry stewardship and
leadership. MGI Irrigation was one of the first irrigation schemes to develop an Environmental
Management Strategy and to require Farm Environment Plans for all shareholders; and independent
auditing of these. MGI has established a credible history of strong environmental performance and a
culture of stewardship and continuous improvement through these robust processes.

2. The MGI Submission
This submission primarily focusses are two key areas of the proposed Plan change:
1) The adequacy of the Section 32 report pursuant to the Resource Management Act 1991 and
the Resource Management Amendment Act 2013; and
2) The sub-regional rules for the Waitaki River catchment in Part B.
It is our submission that the proposed rule framework will lead to a significant economic burden
through the cost of achieving, monitoring and reporting compliance on both the Scheme and the
farming community; as well as the Regional Council itself. All with no guarantee that such an approach
will result in improved water quality. We submit that the method is too complex and expensive to
administer and that this assessment needs to be included in the Section 32 report.

3. Section 32 of the RMA
It is our submission that the proposed Plan change fails the tests set out in Section 32 of the RMA and
that the Canterbury Regional Council needs to review its rationale for the policies and rules for
nutrient management as they may not achieve the purpose of the RMA.
1) The policy analysis is not properly documented. The s32 report explains that the change seeks
to focus on “high-risk activities”, irrigation and winter grazing of cattle. The emphasis on landuse activities is inconsistent with an effects-based approach, moreover the effect of nutrient
losses under irrigation on groundwater and surface water quality has not been established, at
least within the information that the Canterbury Regional Council has presented. Regulation
based on the nutrient loading (the discharge) rate alone needs to be supported by a holistic
assessment that demonstrates the effect on the receiving waters. The dilution effects of
irrigation, particularly border-dyke makes a significant difference to the hydraulic flux of the
system and this must be taken into consideration rather than the nutrient losses alone. The
shortcomings of the Overseer model are acknowledged and this model does not account for
groundwater transport and groundwater mixing. It is essential that the correlation between
nutrient losses under irrigation and effects on groundwater and surface water quality are well
documented and that the science supports the policy.
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MGI sought to perform its own assessment of the state of the environment within our
command area. However, as would be the case for the public generally, we were unable to
discover adequate state of the environment monitoring data on the Environment Canterbury
website and a key reference with the Plan Change 5 documentation, Shaw & Palmer (2015)
could not be discovered.
The information that we were able to discover from Environment Canterbury is that the
groundwater quality and the surface water quality within our command area in the Waitaki
River catchment is “generally better than the regional averages for Canterbury” (from a
reference to Shaw and Palmer (2015) in the Section 32 report).
The Council acknowledges the complex hydrological relationships in the irrigated catchments
and the role that irrigation plays to increase groundwater flows and to help to sustain springs
and low flow events in rivers. It is our submission that the Overseer model does not address
the hydrogeological processes and the dilution effects and flux of a catchment under irrigation
management. The science associated with these hydrogeological processes has not been
presented and therefore the proposed policies and rules have not been justified.
The Council’s policy to focus on “high risk activities” such as irrigation is not supported in
science and is contrary to an effects-based approach under the RMA. Based on our own
experience of groundwater modelling, irrigation is not a high-risk activity in the context of
nutrient management. It is instead a mitigator and notwithstanding the increases in land-use
intensity that irrigation does support, the overall effect of irrigation is to promote nitrogen
and phosphorus uptake by pasture and to dilute the more mobile forms of nitrogen when
leached to groundwater.
Relief sought:
a) Our submission is that responsible irrigation management is not a high risk activity with
regard to nutrient management and so the appropriate policy framework is to allow farms
under scheme water management to self-regulate as a permitted activity (Rule 15.5.11).
b) Canterbury Regional Council should review its Section 32 report, demonstrate the effectsbased link between the science and the policy and justify its policy focus on irrigation as a
high-risk activity.
c) Canterbury Regional Council should make its key scientific references available to the
public.

2) The benefits and costs, and risks of new policies and rules on the community, the economy
and the environment are not clearly identified and assessed. The Council has not completed
an adequate assessment of the economic risks of its proposed policies and rules. In particular,
the Council needs to address:
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a) The short and long-term effects on farming as a result of introducing the proposed Plan
Change - The effect of the Plan on the socio-economic aspects of the community have not
been assessed. This includes the risk to farm productivity, costs to business and the
community. These costs need to be compared with the perceived economic benefits of
the Plan to ensure that the trade-offs are appropriate under Section 5 of the RMA.
Without this assessment the community does not have adequate information to make
submissions to this Plan Change and the Council has not fulfilled its obligations.
b) The cost of compliance has not been assessed - The Councils proposed planning
framework appears to be very complex and expensive to administer and this will result in
increased compliance costs for farmers, the Council and the community generally. Some
key questions that the Council needs to present information on are:


How many discharge permits will be required across the region when PC5
becomes operative, over what period and what increase in Council resource
consent resourcing will be required to address this workload?



If the rules were in effect now, what would be the level of compliance? What
resources will the Council monitoring and enforcement departments need to
adequately address compliance with the discharge permit conditions?



What is the economic and social impact on the community of PC5, in particular
what is the forecast cost for all the farming operations greater than 10ha to
prepare resource consent applications?

c) The analysis of alternative policy choices in the Section 32 report are not adequate - There
are references to the recommendations of the Zone Committees but it does not appear
that the Council has adopted those recommendations and any rationale for this stance is
not adequately documented.
MGI is a full supporter of collaborative processes for managing freshwater. As a Scheme
we participated in the community consultation process undertaken by the Lower WaitakiSouth Coastal Canterbury Zone Committee ("the Zone Committee"), and in general we
support the recommendations made by the Zone Committee. The process led to the Zone
Committee adopting the Lower Waitaki Zone Implementation Programme (ZIP)
Addendum dated July 2015. MGI considers that the Zone Committee recommendations
and the intent of the catchment communities have not been reflected in the proposed
sub-regional rules.
d) The Resource Management Amendment Act 2013 introduced new requirements under
s32. These new requirements encourage quantification of costs and benefits, emphasise
the need to assess economic costs and benefits, and generally require a more robust,
more clearly articulated analysis that is proportionate to the type of proposal. The
Canterbury Regional Council has not presented this level of analysis.
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4. Sub-regional nutrient management rules
MGI encourages allowing farmer co-operatives that are part of irrigation schemes to self-regulate as
permitted activities governed by GMP and FEPs. The prescriptive approach embodied in the proposed
rule framework is complex and has the following issues:


The science linking the nutrient loads to the effects on the receiving water has not been
demonstrated and Overseer is not a groundwater transport model.



The activity-based rules are not consistent with State of the Environment monitoring where
the land-use intensity is high but the water quality is still OK.



The rules are ultimately about the nutrient loading and these criteria are subject to change
whenever Overseer is updated. Farming is one of New Zealand’s foundation businesses and
farmers need greater medium to long-term certainty to manage their businesses.

In its current form, we are reluctant to hold a discharge permit on behalf of our command area. The
complexity of the proposed system is of concern to the irrigation company for governance reasons.
There is a risk that no one can comply with changing load limits and the corporate entity has no wish
to transfer accountability to meet increasing stringent and perhaps unachievable nutrient targets from
the farmers to the company.
We suggest the following amendments to key sub-regional rules:
Irrigation Schemes
Rules 15.5.11 and 15.5.12 prevail over regional Rules 5.60 to 5.62

15.5.11 The discharge of nutrients onto or into land within the command area of an Irrigation Scheme
in circumstances which may result in contaminants entering water and where the property is supplied
with water by an irrigation scheme is a permitted discretionary activity provided the following
conditions are met:
1. The nitrogen load limits in Table 15(p) are not exceeded; and
2. The application for resource consent does not include any land that is part of a Nutrient User
Group or Farming Enterprise.
Explanation
MGI encourages allowing farmer co-operatives that are part of irrigation schemes to self-regulate as
permitted activities governed by GMP and FEPs. The nitrogen load limits in Table 15(p) set out the key
target for schemes to achieve, even though we do have concerns about the science behind these
prescribed limits. We do not support Schedule 27, however.
The permitted activity approach will reduce the cost of compliance to farmers and the Council and
provides an increased incentive for farmers to be part of an irrigation scheme.
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15.5.12 The discharge of nutrients onto or into land within the command area of an Irrigation Scheme
in circumstances which may result in contaminants directly entering water and where the property is
supplied with water by an irrigation scheme that does not met any of the conditions of Rule 15.5.11
is a non-complying prohibited activity.
Explanation
The transport pathway for nutrients discharged onto or into land is unclear and the Council need to
clarify this definition. It is assumed that the Council is concerned about the direct transport into a
water body rather than soil leaching.
Further clarification of the transport mechanism is required in order to determine whether it is
appropriate to classify this activity as prohibited or merely non-complying.

Schedule 27 On-land Nitrogen Load Conversion
The Haldon Zone, Mid Catchment Zone, Valley and Tributaries Zone and Whitneys Creek Zone all have
a portion of the load limit (stated in Table 15B(f)) that has not been utilised prior to 13 February 2016,
This portion is available for agricultural intensification in these areas.
The load limits in Table 15B(f) are calculated in-river or in-lake after attenuation has occurred. To
establish what amount of nitrogen (t/yr) is available to consent applicants on land, nitrogen loads
need to be converted to land based nitrogen loads. To calculate land based nitrogen loads the latest
version of OVERSEER® needs to be used. When a new version of OVERSEER® is released to the public,
Environment Canterbury will adjust the land based load limits using the new version of OVERSEER®
and the updated land based load limits will be published on the Environment Canterbury website.
When a new version of OVERSEER® is released, Environment Canterbury will use the equations
specified in Schedule 27 to determine the land based amount of nitrogen available for further
intensification in the Haldon Zone, Mid Catchment Zone, Valley and Tributaries Zone and Whitneys
Creek Zone.
The equations to calculate the land based amount of nitrogen available for intensification include a
set of fixed inputs (in-lake and in-river loads, and reference land uses). The equations also include a
changing input, being the Matrix of Good Management loss rates, which change in response to
OVERSEER® version updates.
Explanation
If Overseer is to be the basis for regulating the load limits, then the model inaccuracies and shortcomings need to be compensated for. Regular changes to load limits that may be imaginary and due
to model sensitivities and updated algorithms rather than real are unacceptable. Farm management
processes should not be subject to regular change and long-term business planning needs to be
maintained. Our submission is to remove the uncertainty and fix the load limits in the Plan. Any
changes in the future would be formalised with a formal review of the Plan.
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In relation to the Valley and Tributaries and Whitney's Creek Zones, we consider that the proposed
rules impose an unnecessary and unreasonable level of consenting on areas that "are currently
meeting water quality outcomes" and are "highly developed" (pages 6 and 12 of the Addendum
document). There is realistically very little "room" within these catchments for further intensification,
and current farming should be able to continue, provided activities are managed through (objective)
good practices (determined in a wider sense than simply focusing on modelled nitrogen losses through
the OVERSEER program.
It is submitted that the strict adherence to farm-level OVERSEER limits inherent in the Council's
proposed rule, and the resulting complex layers of consenting are unlikely to lead to in improved water
quality outcomes (which are already good); and these proposed rules have been introduced as a
method to control theoretical and improbable wide-scale land-use intensification in areas currently
farmed in more extensive manners (such as steep hill and back country or where water availability is
a limiting factor). Such land-use intensification is unlikely to occur due to the natural controls of water
availability, aspect, slope, as well as economic factors.
All these issues were discussed thoroughly through the Zone Committee consultation process and
there was a general level of agreement within the community that there shouldn't be the creation of
complex rules applicable to all, in order to control highly unlikely land-use intensification.
However, Plan Change 5 essentially requires that all farms operating at some level of intensity have a
resource consent - even to continue their current operations. This applies even if the farm in question
is subject to audited farm environmental management planning required through an irrigation
company's water permit (and subsequently the scheme's water supply agreements).
Some of the first irrigation-related audited farm environmental management plan processes in New
Zealand were developed and implemented by MGI Irrigation. These processes manage farming
practices across a range of areas including nutrient management, effluent management, irrigation,
soils, and riparian zones. These farm plans are given "teeth" through the scheme's water supply
agreements, which each shareholder must comply with in order to continue to receive water. MGI
Irrigation is confident that, in the main, the environmental effects of intensive farming activities within
the lower Waitaki can be managed through these processes, and should therefore continue to be
permitted activities.
Where there is an increased risk due to the sensitivity of the receiving environment (for example in
the Waikakahi catchment), we are submitting that there should be consenting requirements stricter
than in the Valley and Tributaries and Whitney’s Creek Zones, but that these should be more simplified
and streamlined than those proposed in the sub-regional rules.
Good management practices on-farm encompass far more than only a nitrogen loss rate modelled
through OVERSEER. This can be seen in the range of practices included in the Environment Canterbury
document Industry-agreed Good Management Practices relating to water quality. These practices are
likely to lead to improved water quality outcomes across a range of indicators as they seek to improve
effects on freshwater habitat, not only nitrogen levels.
MGI Irrigation understands the desire for regionally-consistent rules and the perceived risk of allowing
a more "permissive" rule framework for the lower Waitaki than in other catchments or zones.
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However, the reasoning behind the development of the Canterbury Water Management Strategy and
its focus on the local and catchment scales was that those who understood the realities of each
catchment or zone could participate in and contribute to the development of the rules that would be
applicable to that area. For example, the 2009 Strategic Framework document for the Canterbury
Water Management Strategy states that the Zone areas are "small enough to avoid becoming remote
from local catchment issues or allowing people from outside the relevant area to have a say in matters
that are not directly related to their interests" (p. 10), that they are "the level at which many decisions
affecting water management can be made efficiently and effectively" (pp.11 and 44), that "there will
be an increase in pre-planning activity (informal processes) and a reduction in the need for hearings
and other formal processes. This should produce better outcomes with less compliance costs" (p. 15),
that "the implementation programmes will aim to “smooth the passage” for the approval of Resource
Management Act instruments by winning public support for a balanced strategic way forward, in
contrast to the current reliance on adversarial processes" (p. 47) and that "for a collaborative
governance model, efficiency will be achieved by bringing decision making to the lowest possible level
to include those who need to be involved in decision making" (p. 47). Crucially, the document states
that:
The key objective will be to provide long term planning stability. The implementation
programmes will be social contracts in which all parties agree on a balanced way forward
that will enable community and economic wellbeing to occur whilst safeguarding the
ecosystems on which they depend. Once the programmes have been put in place
stakeholders and investors must both be confident that all elements will be delivered in
their entirety. Legal processes that follow in the wake of the adoption of the programmes
should not be allowed to undermine this balanced, holistic approach to managing water
resources in each zone and across the region as a whole" (p.57).
MGI Irrigation submits that it is critical that the sub-regional rules reflect the on-the-ground realities
of the catchment and that we understand these realities.

5. Other submission points
MGI Irrigation submits the following as points for consideration and clarification:
1.

Avoid the achievement of good management practice (as defined through the farm portal)
becoming a ‘sinking lid’ when in the future, what is defined as industry good management
practice changes.
Explanation
This will provide some certainty and time for farmers in the position where they have to plan
both financially and operationally to achieve a required GMP number within a set timeframe.
The protocols outlined in Schedule 28 for the calculation of GMP through the farm portal
should only be able to be updated through a Plan Change.

2. Audited Self-Management (ASM) implemented through Irrigation Schemes is a more
authentic and accurate means of achieving desired water quality outcomes; through a focus
on land use and actual farm management; rather than complying with a model generated
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number. Determination of farm performance should be through agreed industry good
management practices given effect to through Schedule 7 and farm environment plans; and
assessed through robust auditing processes (ASM).
Explanation
Irrigation Schemes implement Audited Self-Management and as part of this process are
required to have Farm Environment Plans that meet Schedule 7 requirements. One of the key
purposes of Audited Self-Management is to continuously progress the management and
performance of farms towards achieving (and exceeding) industry agreed good management
standards. All farms in Schemes are regularly audited against these standards.
The layers of additional regulation proposed in Plan Change 5 do not recognise these existing
processes and performance measures; and undermine them by shifting the assessment of
farm management and performance away from a key point of influence (the Irrigation Scheme
and associated management systems) to being solely determined by a model with some
degree of inherent inaccuracy and as yet not proven as being ‘fit for purpose’.

6. Appearance before the Council
MGI Irrigation wishes to be heard in support of its submission.
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Appendix A: Specific amendments sought
(1) The specific provisions of the Plan that this
submission relates to are:
Section
and
page Sub-section/point
number
Section 2, page 3-3
Definition
of
Winter
Grazing

(2) It is submitted that:
Oppose/support (in part or
full)
Oppose in part

Reasons

Section 15B, page 4-4,
paragraph 3
Section 15B, page 4-8

Description of irrigation in
the Lower Waitaki
Policy 15B.4.11(a)

Oppose in part

Section 5 and 15B

Oppose in part

Section 15B

Rule 5.57B and (for
example Rule 15B.5.24
Rules 15B.5.24 - 15B.5.48

As set out
submission
As set out
submission
As set out
submission
As set out
submission

Section 15B
Section 15B, page 4-15

Rule 15B.5.8
Rule 15B.5.9

Section 15B, page 4-15

Incidental
Discharges

Typographical error

Oppose

Oppose

Nutrient

(3) Relief sought from Environment Canterbury

As set out in narrative
submission
in narrative
in narrative
in narrative
in narrative

As set out in narrative
submission

As set out in narrative
submission

Amend the definition of Winter Grazing to read "...the
grazing of cattle within the period of 1 May to 31
August 30 September..."
Replace paragraph with wording set out in narrative
submission
Amend Policy to read "the specific on-farm on-arm
actions that will..."
Ensure consistency with dates that information is to be
entered into Farm Portal.
Replace with the proposed rules set out in Appendix B
and make any subsequent or consequential
amendments to any other policies or rules required to
enable the intent of the requested amendments.
Amend rule to read "The discharge of nutrients onto
or into land where the property is supplied with water
by an irrigation scheme or principal water supplier that
does not meet condition 1 of Rule 15B.5.8 is a
prohibited non-complying activity."
Insertion of new Rules 15B.5.9A and 15B.5.9B as set
out in Appendix B.
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Appendix B: Proposed alternative rule framework for the Valley and
Tributaries, Hakataramea, and Northern Fan Freshwater Management Units
Irrigation Schemes
15B.5.8 The discharge of nutrients onto or into land where the property is supplied with water by an
irrigation scheme or principal water supplier is a discretionary permitted activity.
15B.5.9

The discharge of nutrients onto or into land where the property is supplied with water
by an irrigation scheme or principal water supplier that does not meet condition 1 of
Rule 15B.5.8 is a prohibited non-complying activity.

Incidental Nutrient Discharges
15B.5.9A

The discharge of nutrients onto or into land in circumstances that may result in a
contaminant entering water that would otherwise contravene s15(1) of the RMA is
a permitted activity, provided the following condition is met:
The land use activity associated with the discharge is authorised under Rules
15B.5.13A - 15B.5.I.

15B.5.9B

The discharge of nutrients onto or into land in circumstances that may result in a
contaminant entering water that would otherwise contravene s15(1) of the RMA
and does not meet the conditions of Rule 15B.5.9A is a non-complying activity.

All Management Zones excluding the Hakataramea River Zone, Hakataramea Hill Zone, and Greater
Waikakahi Zone
15B.5.A

The use of land for a farming activity is a permitted activity provided the following
conditions are met:
(1) The property is less than ten hectares; or
(2) The property is greater than ten hectares, but not more than 25% of the total farm
area is irrigated; or
(3) The property is greater than ten hectares, but not more than 10% of the total farm
area is used for Winter Grazing.

Valley and Tributaries and Whitneys Creek Zone
15B.5.B

The use of land for a farming activity in the Valley and Tributaries Freshwater
Management Unit or Whitneys Creek Freshwater Management Unit, which is not
permitted by Rule 15B.5.W, is a permitted activity provided the following conditions
are met:
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(1)

(a) the nitrogen loss from the farming activity is being managed under a
resource consent that is held by an irrigation scheme or principal water
supplier and the permit is subject to conditions which require the
preparation and implementation of a plan to mitigate the effects of the loss
of nutrients to water and that plan specifies auditing requirements; or
(b) the land is subject to any other permit that is subject to conditions which
require the preparation and implementation of a plan to mitigate the effects
of the loss of nutrients to water and that plan specifies auditing
requirements; or

15B.5.C

(2)

A Farm Environment Plan has been prepared, implemented and is audited in
accordance with Schedule 7; and

(3)

The property is registered in the Farm Portal by 1 July 2017 and information
about the farming activity and the property is reviewed and updated by the
property owner or their agent, every 24 months thereafter.

The use of land for a farming activity in the Valley and Tributaries Freshwater
Management Unit or Whitneys Creek Freshwater Management Unit, which is not
permitted by Rule 15B.5.W and where any of the conditions of rule 15B.5.X are not
complied with, is a restricted discretionary activity.
The exercise of discretion is restricted to the following matters:
1. The timing of any actions or good management practices proposed to achieve the
objectives and targets described in Schedule 7; and
2. Methods to avoid or mitigate adverse effects of the activity on surface and
groundwater quality and sources of drinking water; and
3. Reporting of estimated nutrient losses and audit results of the Farm Environment
Plan to the Canterbury Regional Council; and
4. Compliance with the local in-stream and groundwater quality limits set out in
Tables 15B(c) and 15b(e) for the relevant zone.

Hakataramea River Zone and Greater Waikakahi Zone
15B.5.D

The use of land for a farming activity in the Hakataramea River Zone or Greater
Waikakahi Zone, is a permitted activity provided the property is less than ten hectares.

15B.5.E

The use of land for a farming activity in the Hakataramea River Zone or Greater
Waikakahi Zone, which is not permitted by Rule 15B.5.A, is a restricted discretionary
activity.
The exercise of discretion is restricted to the following matters:
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1. The existing use of land within the zone and whether this is proposed to change;
and
2. The timing of any actions or good management practices proposed to achieve the
objectives and targets described in Schedule 7; and
3. Any other resource consents held that are subject to water quality management
conditions; and
4. Methods to avoid or mitigate adverse effects of the activity on surface and
groundwater quality and sources of drinking water; and
5. Reporting of estimated nutrient losses and audit results of a Farm Environment
Plan to the Canterbury Regional Council; and
6. Whether the granting of consent is likely to result in the local in-stream and
groundwater quality limits set out in Tables 15B(c) and 15b(e) for the
Hakataramea Zone being breached.

Hakataramea Hill Zone
15B.5.F

15B.5.G

In the Hakataramea Hill Zone, the use of land for a farming activity is a permitted
activity, provided the following conditions are met:
(1)

The property is less than ten hectares; or

(2)

The property is registered in the Farm Portal by 1 July 2017 and information
about the farming activity and the property is reviewed and updated by the
property owner or their agent, every 24 months thereafter; and

(3)

No part of the property within the Hakataramea Hill Zone is irrigated with
water; and

(4)

No part of the property within the Hakataramea Hill Zone is used for winter
grazing; and

(5)

A Farm Environment Plan has been prepared, implemented and audited in
accordance with Schedule 7.

The use of land for a farming activity in the Hakataramea Hill Zone, on a property
greater than 10 hectares, where any of the conditions of rule 15B.5.B are not complied
with, is a restricted discretionary activity.
The exercise of discretion is restricted to the following matters:
1. The use of land within the zone and whether this is proposed to change; and
2. The timing of any actions or good management practices proposed to achieve the
objectives and targets described in Schedule 7; and
3. Any other resource consents held that are subject to water quality management
conditions; and
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4. Methods to avoid or mitigate adverse effects of the activity on surface and
groundwater quality and sources of drinking water; and
5. Reporting of estimated nutrient losses and audit results of a Farm Environment
Plan to the Canterbury Regional Council; and
6. Compliance with the local in-stream and groundwater quality limits set out in
Tables 15B(c) and 15b(e) for the Hakataramea Zone.

Hakataramea Flat Zone
15B.5.H

The use of land for a farming activity in the Hakataramea Flat Zone, which is not
permitted by Rule 15B.5.A, is a permitted activity, provided the following conditions
are met:
(1)

(a) the nitrogen loss from the farming activity is being managed under a
resource consent that is held by an irrigation scheme or principal water
supplier and the permit subject to conditions which require the preparation
and implementation of a plan to mitigate the effects of the loss of nutrients
to water and that plan specifies auditing requirements; or
(b) the land is subject to any other permit that is subject to conditions which
require the preparation and implementation of a plan to mitigate the effects
of the loss of nutrients to water and that plan specifies auditing
requirements; and

15B.5.I

(2)

A Farm Environment Plan has been prepared, implemented and is audited in
accordance with Schedule 7; and

(3)

The property is registered in the Farm Portal by 1 July 2017 and information
about the farming activity and the property is reviewed and updated by the
property owner or their agent, every 24 months thereafter; and

The use of land for a farming activity in the Hakataramea Flat Zone, which is not
permitted by Rule 15B.5.A, or where any of the conditions of rule 15B.5.E are not
complied with, is a restricted discretionary activity.
The exercise of discretion is restricted to the following matters:
1. The use of land within the zone and whether this is proposed to change; and
2. The timing of any actions or good management practices proposed to achieve the
objectives and targets described in Schedule 7; and
3. Any other resource consents held that are subject to water quality management
conditions; and
4. Methods to avoid or mitigate adverse effects of the activity on surface and
groundwater quality and sources of drinking water; and
5. Reporting of estimated nutrient losses and audit results of a Farm Environment
Plan to the Canterbury Regional Council; and
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6. Compliance with the local in-stream and groundwater quality limits set out in
Tables 15B(c) and 15b(e) for the Hakataramea Zone.

