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August 16th 2011

Taied Ferry Rd
RD1
Outram
Otago
03 4178993

arnensds@xtra.comz

To Whom It May Conce~

405 Akqtore Creek Rd − Proposed Ak~mre Creek Wetland

After meeting ~s~th − QE 1t Nadonal Trust Representalve, Fish & Game Representa~ves, DOC
Representagve, ORC represemative, discussions with Clutha Dis~ict Council, experie~ced ~n~aers, and Pest
& Weed controI con~'actors, it is obvious that each group h.8~ its own ideas and agendas and quite often they
con~adict each od~er.

Once upon a time maybe i50+ ye~'s ago this prope~ was no doubt a significant wetland. Fm sure there were
large native fa~a mid flora present fi'om the foothi11 to the horizons. Maofis and Moa wouId ro~ fi'eely.
Logging took care of the fauna and flora. Causeway~ covet pipes and &ainage ditches were devebped.
Fan~laad and forest17 appem'ed. This proper~ is now a product of the above development Over−ran with

gorse and broom etc this prope~ is in no way a significant weIm~d mid wiI1 never rev~ back to gne way it
was,

~%mt we are plamning for this prope~ZJ is a compromise. Protecting t~e good bits ~d making improvements
to tie areas that Pa'e alrea@ damaged. Witt so many view points by ihe groups mentioned above you can
only end up with a compromise.

The final decision on this compromise should be down to the o~ers − us.
See maps a~adled to 8~is le~er for £uN~er explorations.

We pro'chased this propelS' on June 2 !~t 2011, prior to us prochasing we contacted the ORC and were dkected

to the area who deals with wetlands. I (Deanne) spoke with an ORC employee about tlqe wopelW he indicated
he knew the block quite well, at no time was it mentioned there was change to the policy regarding this

prope~Z~ or that there had been a meeting o~ site with the owners, h was never brought to our agengon by the
sellers or the reed estate agent about the process that was alrea@ underway. If we had know it may have
influenced the p~'chasing of the Wope~y ang~or the price we pal& We lodged o−~ concerns with our Iawyer.
We contacted Nt Ne co~Tect people and sho,Ad have been infomaed of the proposed changes.

The proposed signific~t wetland bo~.mdaD~ on this prope~%~ is umwofkable and there has not bee~a
enough thought gben by the ORC. TNs was reinforced with ore" on− side meeting with yo~ ORC

÷ Res~:ic~ons by t~e ORC on what actiYi~ we c~ do on ore ~a:nd − policies open to interpretation
depending on who is reading it ~nd for what gains.



Future changes to policies regarding significant wetl~ds. Once identified by the ORC we don't have
any comq'ol over policy changes. How is this going m affect us in the future?

÷ If the proposed changes go ahead as they are, wha are the financial costs to us − resom'ce consent to
enhance ore: own prope~%~ (Reve~me Gathering)

At the moment the majorib~ of the waer on this property is salt water and affected evelTday by the
tides.

be eve~ earmarked as a ~lificant Wetland ?

Yours Sincerdy

Deanne and Steve ~Maaende



° Both of these pieces of land are identical. One is worked i.e. grazed etc, and one has

been left to grow gorse and broom. 2 Different owners, 2 different classifications.

Note how a significant wetland line has been moved back to a boundary. Same type of

ground again, one worked, one isn't, different owners



ORC 1st and 2nd Boundary Proposals

−.−−~−−" −.− Faint Black Line 1st Proposal

Yellow Line 2nd Proposal

Thick Black Line Our Proposal

It is interesting to see how a significant wetland can follow a fence line i.e. Boundary.



Pink Lines are Existing Ditches

Black Lines are our proposed ponds and waterways; we possibly wish to
develop in the future

Small Photo − Impression on what this property could look like in the future.

These are ideas only as we would to study the area in depth
i.e. Tides, existing plant and wild life etc,

before any final plans can be made.







Map One

Black Dotted Line − Our Proposed Boundary for the Significant Wetland

Estuary

We believe this area we have marked should be the significant wetland





Sub~ i

Proposed Plan Change2
(Regionally Significant Wetlands)

To the Regional Plan: Water for Otago

Form 5, Clouse 6 o/ the First Schedule, Re.source Monogernent Act i991.

Full Name of Submitter:

Name of Organization:

Postal Address:

Telephone:

Emaih

Treble Cone Investments Limited

Treble Cone

C/− Darbv Partners Limited,

P.O.gox 1164,

Queenstown

03 450 2200

richard@darbypa~ners.co.nz

/ wish to be heard in suppoR of my submission.

If others made a similar submissi

/

Signature of Submitter:

p~i~ting a joint case with them at a hearing.

°ate: ig '4~(~
(or person outhorized to sign on behol~f of person rooking submission}

The parts of the proposed plan change that my submission re~ates to are:

Provisions relating to wetlands in locations higher than 800m above sea level.



My submission is:

Ski Areas have requirement for water use and terrain modification that affects wetlands and alpine
bogs. The proposed plan change ignores the specific requirements that ski areas will have in relation to
their specific activities.

I seek the following decision from the local authority:

Removal of provisions of the plan change that relate to wetlands located in areas higher than 800m
above sea level,

Delete Clause 10.4.1A(c)

Recognition of Ski Area specific provisions to apply within the areas currently designated as Ski Area Sub
Zone within the QLDC district plan. The locations identified by QLDC as Ski Area Sub Zones should also
be adopted as policy areas with the Otago Regional Council Plan.

Provide for wetlands within Ski Area Sub Zones to be excluded from definition of Regionally
Significant Wetlands in 10,4.1A

Amend Clauses within 12,1to provide for taking of surface water to be a permitted activity for
wetlands within the Ski Area Sub Zones.

Amend Clauses within 12.2 to provide for taking of ground water to be a permitted activity for
within the Ski Area Sub Zones.

Amend Clauses within 12.3 to provide for damming and diversion of water to be a permitted
activity for within the Ski Area Sub Zones.

Clarify Discharge of Water provisions to confirm that any discharge of water associated with a
snowmaking system is a permitted activity.

Amend Clauses within 12.9 to provide for discharges from drilling and bore testing to be a
permitted activity for within the Ski Area Sub Zones,

Amend Clauses within 12.11 to provide for discharges from of water or tracer dye to be a
permitted activity for within the Ski Area Sub Zones.

Amend Clauses within 13.2 to provide for erection or placement of structures to be a permitted
activity for wetlands within the Ski Area Sub Zones,

Amend Clauses within 13.3 to provide for extension, alteration or reconstruction of structures to
be a permitted activity for wetlands within the Ski Area Sub Zones.

Amend Clauses within 13.4 to provide for demolition or removal of structures to be a permitted
activity for wetlands within the Ski Area Sub Zones,



Amend Clauses within 13.5 to provide for alteration of a wetland to be a permitted activity for

wetlands within the Ski Area Sub Zones.

Amend Clauses within 13.6 to provide for introduction or planting of vegetation to be a
permitted activity for wetlands within the Ski Area Sub Zones.

Amend Clauses within 13.7 to provide for removal of vegetation to be a permitted activity for
wetlands within the Ski Area Sub Zones.

Specific note should be made in assessment criteria and background as to the substantial
positive effects created by Snowmaking Systems and the water use associated with these

systems.

To: Policy Team

Otago Regional Council

Private Bag 1954

Dunedin 9054

Email: policy@orc.govt.nz

Phone: 03 474 0827

Fax: 03 479 0015



Cou rlcJ~

SUBMISSION FORM
Proposed Man Change 2
(Regionaty Significant
to the Regional Plan: Water for Otago
Form 5, Cause 6 of the Fist Schedu/e, Resource h4anag~emer~t Ac[ I99L

Full name of submitter:

PostaJ address:
%~:−6 I

l},O~ ;: %£ k~:;,!−. Postcode:

~−~ f. [.: Fax: ,:? Telephone: C S fF. '~'~ c, %; c,.Q<,* .Q " '" "• ; ~ :) % *

"A*~.L (~(− v~;:~, ¢.:, a {h/":. ~,;' ~::,'~ "h " i,.:?£
I wish / do not wish (circle preLerencd to be heard in support of my submission.

If others made a similar submission, I will consider presenting a joint case with them at a hearing.

(Cross out if you would not co~der presenting a joint case).

Slur}ate−e of sub~ltter:,
@

Date:

;,~

(br peson authorised to s~on beha/f of p@~on making submission).

Please note that a/submissions are made avalab~e for public inspection.

Trade competitor's declaration (if appl cable)

I could gain through trade competition from a submission, but my submission is limited to addressing adverse environ−

mental effects directly impacting my business.

Signature of submitter:

)

{ .~ ~'−::',. '~d~77, tf−,Q. ;:,.

My submission is:

(Include whether you suppor~; oppose, o.~ wish to have amended the pars identified above, and give reasons) :i

.;. ?/; q: it',M~ ,;:6<−4~ £:−~,~ }C A−~"T t,.~ g :V−'−,~,<to 't:. ;; L. ;

Please unove−



F@d

i

SUBMISSIONS MUST BE RECEIVED BY 5°00 PM, FRIDAY 29 JULY 201I,

Plea~ fo/;i a−;d segu~£ wifl} a s−~ ~/I ~?ee of V~pe Fed

FreePost Authority ORC 1722

> :::,, t,t, ,t :>

Otago Regional Coundl
Private Ba9 1954
Dunedin 9054

Attention Policy Team



Martin aM Barbara Pahner
182 Moturata Road
Taieri Beach
RD 1
BRIGHTON 9091

21 July 2011

Otago RegionM Council
Private Bag 1954
DUNEDIN 9054
Attn. Policy Team

Tena koe

Submission to Proposed Plan Change 2 (Regionally Significant Wetlands) to the
Regional Plan: Water for Otago

The parts of the proposed plan change that our submission relates to are:

1. Schedule 9 no. 87 (page 86)
2. Map F46

We wish to have the following parts identified above amended:

Schedule 9 no. 87 (page 86): The name of the wetland has been recoMed by Council as
the "Lower Courts Gully Swamp", however the area is better known as the "Cout::s Gully
Wetland".

Map F46: The extent of the "wetland boundary within the property" of EM and BJ Palmer,
should be reduced as shown on the attached annotated map. The extent of the wetland as
shown by Council on map F46 does not accurately reflect the area of the wetland on the
PMrner property and encompasses part of the operational farm land, including a stock
gateway which has been in use on the ~hmily ~hrm tbr over 50 years and is not causing
damage to the wetland.

Furthermore the scale of the topographicM map used makes it difficult to dete~Tnine the
actual boundary.

We seek the following decision from the local authority:

That:

1. The name of the wetland recorded in schedule 9 no. 87 is changed from the
"Lower Coutts Gully Swamp" to the "Coutts Gully Wetland".

EM and BJ Pahner, 182 Moturata Road, Taieri Beach, RD1, Brighton 9091, ph 03 4817825
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Proposed Plan Change 2
Regionally Significant Wetlands
Map F46

1]~*emell: Land In fn~afinn N~ Zealand TnpoSe Mapl
Notified 2 July 2011

Otago
Re~nal
Council



22 July 201I

O~ago Regional Councl
Private Bag 1954
Dunedin 9054

Dear Sir/Madam

Otage Regional Co~ncl Regional Water Pla~ − Hen Change 2: Regionally
Significant Wetta~ds

Please find enclosed by way of sewice, submission on behalf of Sold Ene~:gy New
Zealand Ltd on the Otago Regional Council Regional Water P~an − Plan Change 2:
Regiona/y Significant Wetlands.

Yours sincerely

Tim Lester
ENVIRONMENTAL sROJECT MANAGER

S(~×: ~;' 82185~,:

S{>i,



Ota9o Regiona~ Counc# Regio~al Water Plan − P~an Change 2: Re#ionaHy S~9~ficant
Wetlands

Submiss~o~ to:

From:

Attentions:

Otago Regiona~ Council
Private Bag 1954
Dunedin 9054
EmaH:

Solid Energy New Zealand Ltd
Private Bag 502
HuntIy 3740

Tim Lester
Environmental Project Manager
Tel: 07 828 2500
Fax: 07 828 2501
Emai{: tim.lester@soIidenergy.co~ nz

!

11

t.2

1.3

1A

About So[~d Energy

Solid Energy New Zealand Limited (Solid Energy) is a significant resource user and
producer of energy in New ZeaIand and therefore has an interest in the provisions of
Proposed P~an Change 2 (PC2) to the Regional Water PIan for Ota9o.

Sofid Energy is New Zealand's largest natura~ resource producer, including coal,
renewable (biofuels, biomass and solar) and new energy developments, and is one of
New Zealand's maior exporters. We are also a major energy user, primarily d
transport fuels and electricity, in our production and distribution operations. We are
directly responsible, through our own and our contractors* staff, for close to 2,000
direct jobs, and we suppoR around !0,000 indirect jobs through our suppliers and
communities.

We have thousands of customers, ranging from New Zeatand s largest companies to
many stoat[ industriaI and commercial businesses as well as hospitals, universities,
schools, municipalities~ and households through our Nature's Flame wood pettet and
Switch pellet and solar appliance subsidiaries,

We unde~ake innovative research programmes into reduction of acid mine drainage
and acceleration d rehabiIitation at various of our mining sites utHising what wou~d
otherwise be waste products which currently have no commercia~ application and
which are therefore sent to landfiIl. In particular, we are actively researching the use
of biosolids from wastewater treatment plants waste musset sheIIs, cement kiln dust
and coa~ ash from the combustion of our coal products.

2

2~1

2.2

Proposed PC 2 Regional Water Plan − Regionally Signif~ca~t Wet~a~ds

Solid Energy generally supports the direction of PC2 as we believe, for the most part,
it will provide more definitive identification of significant wetlands in the Otago region~

This submission on the notification of PC2 by the Otago Regional Council (ORC)
relates to the identification of aH 'wetlands' above 800m above sea ievel (ast) being
classified as 'Regionally Significant Wet/ands', and the subsequent effect such
identification could have on Solid Energy's Home Hills / Hawkdun area future works
program.



2,3

2.4

Solid Energy holds exploration permit 40 653 over 4,784 ha to enable the company to
explore a lignite deposit in the Home Hills / Hawkdun area − no current mining occurs
on the site. Future potentia~ mining and ancillary operations of this lignite resource
could involve activities at and above 800m ast.

Solid Energy considers that the Home Hills / Hawkdun lignite deposit is a significant
resource for the Otago Region.

The key points of Solid Energy's submission relate to the foilowing matters:

Definition of Reg onaHy Significant VVetlands (RSW);
Mining and ancillary activities that may occur above 800 ast;

o Unsubstantiated ptanning restrictions on high attitude mining operations; and
Removal d the nominal +800rn asl as an automatic trigger for an RSW and
replacement with the requirement for an ecological evaluation to be undeRaken in
such wetlands to identify regional significance.

3

3.1

3~2

3°3

3,4

3.5

3.6

Def~nitio~ of Regionally S~9n~f~cant Wetlands (RSW)

Under the provisions of proposed PC2 an RSW consists of:

"fO.4. f A A Regionally Significant Wetland Ls:
(a) A wetland identified in Schedule 9 (that Ls not a wdJand management
area); or
(b) A wetland physically within a wetland management area listed in
Schedule 9; or
(c) A weJand higher than 800 mett~a above sea leveL '~

PC2 identification of an RSW is extremely broad when considering that al__[ 'wetlands'
(as defined in the Otago Regional Councit Water Plan, and under ~he RMA) abovea
nominal 800m asl mark automatically trigger a regional significance status and
subsequent protection.

Solid Energy holds exp!oration permit (40 653) over 4,784 ha for the exploration of a
lignite deposit in the Home Hills / Hawkdun area. in consideration of this permit, Solid
Energy wishes to ensure that access to the lignite resource is not unnecessarily
constrained by a nominal planning mechanism that does not confirm the ecological
significance of wetiands that may be present in the area via survey or ground−
truthing,

The Home HiIIs/ Hawkdun Hgnite resource and surrounds will require modification to
existing landforms to enable access and extraction. ~n the event that a wetland not
previously identified is present above 800m asf and is within the resource envelope,
Rules 12,2.IA1; and 123,1A.I would automatically trigger a non−
complying activity status regard!ess of the wetland's ecological significance.

Solid Energy considers that a nominal a~titude of 800m asl is not an effective gauge
d a wetland's ecobgical significance. Applying the RSW definition as proposed
would impose a constraint, unsupported by ecological information, hindering access
to natura resources of considerable potentia~ va~ue to the Otago Region.

Solid Energy proposes that~ rather than making aH wetlands above 800m as~
significant by definition, PC2 should be amended to require that alI wetlands above
800m asl be subject to an eco~ogica~ evaluation (using the criteria specified in
Schedule 9 of the Operative Regional Plan: Water).

3°7 Decision Sought: Remove 10.4.IA(c) and replace with:



I~C) A weUand higher than 800 metres above sea /evd which has been
subjeded to an eva/uadon confitT~ing its ecdogica! values against the
ecological criteria detailed in Schedute 9.

Solid Energy wishes to be heard [n respect of this submission.

Signed for and on behalf of
Sotid Energy New Zealand Limited

22 July 20I1



Otago Regional Council
Private Bag 1954
Dunedin 9054

Submission Form −
Form Name: Proposed Plan

Change 2
Application ID: ORCNDFCH1/ll

Application Date: July 22, 2011
Applicant Name: Geoffrey Thomson

Application Status: New

ORCNDFCH1

Submission Form − Proposed Plan Change 2

(Regionally Significant Wetlands)

to the Regional Plan: Water for Otago
Form 5, Clause 6 of the First Schedule, Resource Management Act 1991.

SUBMITTER DETAILS

IA Contact details: *

Name: Geoffrey Thomson
Address: Mount Earnslaw Station

Glenorchy
City: via Queenstown
Phone: 0−3−442 5268
Email: mount.earnslaw@gmail.com

1B

lC

1D

Organisation name (if applicable): ()

Postcode: (9350)

Fax no: (0−3−441 3966)

I wish to be heard in support of my submission:~

No

If others made a similar submission, I will consider presenting a joint case with them at a
hearing : ~

No

Please note that all submissions are made available for public inspection.

Trade competitor's declaration
(if applicable)
IE No (not

checked)
I could gain through trade competition from a submission, but my submission is
limited to addressing adverse environmental effects directly impacting my business.

0 RCN D FCH1



Submission Form − Proposed Plan Change 2

SUBMISSIONS MUST BE RECEIVED BY 5.00 PM FRIDAY 29 JULY 2011

2A The parts of the proposed plan change that my submission relates to are:
(Give clear references if possible eog. reference number, policy x, rule y)

Ref.: Map F3

2B

Wetlands 35 (Diamond lake)
and 76 (Lake Reid)

My submission is:
(Include whether you support, oppose, or wish to have amended the parts identified above, and give
reasons)

1. I wish to have amended the boundaries of wetlands 35 and 76, which are on parts of my
farm property.

2. I think the land maps need to be changed,

3. Reason: the areas shown on the present maps show areas that I think are not significant
wetlands.

2C I seek the following decision from the local authority:
(Give precise details e.g. changes you would like made)

Make a site visit by an ORC staff member and myself to establish better boundaries to the
wetlands 35 and 76.

2D Please upload any documents in support of your submission:

[No files have been uploaded]

Click on Finish to send your submission to the Council.

2E Office use only
Submission redirected to:

Developed by Ubiquity Software



Otago Regional Council
Private Bag 1954
Dunedin 9054

Submission Form −
Form Name: Proposed Plan

Change 2
Application ID: ORCNDFCH1/12

Application Date: July 22, 2011
Applicant Name: John Andrews

Application Status: New

ORCNDFCH1

Submission Form − Proposed Plan Change 2

(Regionally Significant Wetlands)

to the Regional Plan: Water for Otago
Form 5, Clause 6 of the First Schedule, Resource Management Act 1991.

SUBMITTER DETAILS

1A Contact details: ~

Name: John Andrews
Address: Waipiata

RD3
City: Ranfurly
Phone: 034449039
Email: riverslea@hotmail.com

IB

1c

1D

Organisation name (if app{icable):

Postcode:

Fax no:

(S H Andrews and Sons Ltd)

0
(034449039)

I wish to be heard in support of my submission:~

Yes

If others made a similar submission, I will consider presenting a joint case with them at a
hearing: ,t,

Yes

Please note that all submissions are made available for public inspection.

Trade competitor's declaration
(if applicable)

1E No (not
checked)

I could gain through trade competition from a submission, but my submission is
limited to addressing adverse environmental effects directly impacting my business.

ORCNDFCH1



Submission Form − Proposed Plan Change 2

SUBHISSIONS HUST BE RECEIVED BY 5.00 PH FRIDAY 29 JULY 2011

2A The parts of the proposed plan change that my submission relates to are:
(Give clear references if possible e.g. reference number, policy x, rule y)

I oppose a) The proposed area within the proposed boundary on SH Andrews and Sons Lid
property.
b) The restrictions to be imposed on current farming practises within the new boundary~

2B My submission is:
(Include whether you support, oppose, or wish to have amended the parts identified above, and give
reasons)

We have farmed our property since 1952, running beef cattle and sheep on the river flats
adjacent to the Taieri river.
This farming practise has provided income to our family, and has also assisted the wider
community by providing employment and income through rates and taxes for the benefit of the
"NZ community"
Much of the area within the proposed boundary change is not in my opinion a wetland other
than when occasional flooding occurs.
I was reluctantly prepared however to accept the proposed changes when given assurances by
ORC staff at public meetings (in Ranfurly in 2009 and 2010) that current farming practises within
these areas would be able to continue,
These assurances were clearly incorrect with maintainance of drains and oversowing of clover
seed for example now to require consent.
I bevieve this is a confiscation of property rights without compensation.

2C I seek the following decision from the local authorize:
(Give precise details e.g. changes you would like made)

Redraw the map within our property to exclude additional areas that are not genuine wetlands
or
Honour ORC staff assurances given at public meetings that existing farm practises continue
within the new boundary.
or
Compensate for the confiscation of freehold property rights

2D Please upload any documents in support of your submission:

[No files have been uploaded]

Click on Finish to send your submission to the Council.

2E Office use only
Submission redirected to:

Developed by UbiQuity Software



Policy Group
Otago Regional Council
Private Bag 1954
Dunedin 9054

22 July 2011

To whom it may concern,

Re: Proposed Plan Change 2 (Regionally Significant Wetlands)

The Otago and Central South Island Fish and Game Councils have reviewed the proposed plan change
and wish to make the following submission. The Otago Fish and Game Council administers sports fish
and game resources across most of the Otago region, with the portion of the Otago region north of Shag
Point and the Kakanui ranges to the Canterbury regional boundary being administered by the Central
South Island Fish and Game Council. The submission refers to both organizations as Fish and Game for
brevity.

We have already provided detailed comments on 23 September 2010 related to the proposed changes
before the plan change was finalised, and many of our general and specific comments below relate back

to these comments. Where appropriate, these are referenced for clarity based off the numbering from
these comments (as ~EPT.XX).

General comments:

(SEPT.02) Fish and Game generally supports the proposed changes as a strengthening of

protection for regionally significant wetlands. In particular the increased support for
enhancement of existing wetlands and the creation of new wetlands is appreciated. Detailed
comments about particular policies are provided in the specific comments section below.

2,

°

Fish and Game also welcomes the addition of many of the wetlands from the former Schedule9
into Schedule 10. By our measure, approximately 66% of the Schedule 10 wetlands have been
upgraded.

However, it appears that in the process of producing the plan change that that Otago Regional
Council has removed or omitted many sections of the former plan that were of use. These
include explanatory notes, principle reasons for adopting, and most importantly, anticipated
environmental results. Fish and Game would like to know the reasons for their removal from the
proposed plan change.

Fish and Game have concerns about the quality of the maps used to delineate the boundaries of
the regionally significant wetlands in Schedule 9. Fish and Game has in the past provided much



information to the Otago Regional Council on the extent of wetlands in an attempt to better

protect them. Our organisation therefore finds it highly concerning that the approach of using
aerial photos and cadastral boundaries has now been replaced with 1:50,000 topographical

maps. These just cannot show the detail and extent of wetlands necessary to give effect to the
policies, objectives, and rules of this proposed plan. Without adequate detail of property
boundaries overlaid on aerial photographs it will be difficult to enforce this plan. Fish and Game
also finds it difficult to assess the extent of changes

5. Fish and Game considers this a major failing of the proposed plan, and requests that the
detailed aerial photograph−based maps with cadastral boundaries of wetlands overlaid are
placed alongside the topographical maps within this plan. Advice from ORC staff subsequent to
the release of the proposed plan that stated that "the non−statutory wetland inventory" will
contain these maps is not sufficient, as this document will have no legal force. We have also
seen no evidence of what this document might contain. Fish and Game wish this to be resolved
prior to the hearing stage.

Fish and Game notes that there is now no provision for wetlands not deemed as "regionally
significant". These ephemeral wetlands have long lacked protection and even scientific
investigation, and now receive no protection or identification at all under this proposed plan.
This is approximately 1/3 of the wetlands in the old Schedule 10. Whilst one ephemeral wetland
in itself may not constitute much, the cumulative effect of ephemeral wetlands within one
catchment is significant. Fish and Game is currently investigating the specifics of these wetlands
and will discuss them individually at the hearing stage.

We would like clarification on the reason for removing the section of Anticipated Environmental
Results. Anticipated Environmental Results provide important criteria in order to assess the
effectiveness of a plan and for monitoring of it.

Specific comments:

8. Support for the preference of an "avoid" test where possible, which gives a strong signal that
regionally significant wetlands should be left alone.

9. Support for 10.4.2A (R010).

10. Fish and Game supports Rule 12.1.1A (R021), which sets the basic activity status for all surface
water activities on wetlands as non−complying. This is a significant move to ensure the
protection of wetlands into the future.

11. Rules (R026), (R027), and (R028) will provide Fish and Game with the
ability in the future to assess the suitability of water takes based on their effect on adjacent



wetlands, and then provide recommendations to the Otago Regional Council. Thus, we support
these rules.

12. Fish and Game also supports all other rules within the proposed plan where the addition of the
words "Regionally Significant Wetland" has been added to the previous rule which was related
to lakes and rivers.

13. (SEPT.03, SEPT.07). The proposed plan does not seem to address the issue of wetland transition
and seasonal variability, whereby wetland values undertake a gradual increase from dry land to

a fully wet centre. This means that wetland boundaries are often indistinct and changeable, and

Fish and Game would like this to be reflected within the objectives and policies. This would

provide decision−makers with the ability to assess the appropriateness of an activity on an area
of land adjacent to the official wetland boundary that might have wetland values. Suggested

wording of a new policy is below:

Due to the seasonal variability of wetlands and their changing boundaries, resource consent
applications on or near defined regionally significant wetland boundaries with likely wetland

characteristics will be assessed to ensure that they have no adverse effect on the functioning of

the wetland as a whole.

14. (SEPT.05). The proposed plan seems to only consider wetlands in isolation. It does not state the
importance of a linked network of wetlands within a river system, and the importance of a
network of wetlands for ensuring flow stability in river systems. Fish and Game would therefore
like to request that for policy 10.4.1 (reference number RO06) that an additional criterion be
added at AIO: Importance of this wetland within the wider network of wetlands within its
catchment.

15. (SEPT.08). We would like 10.4.6 (R014) to state as an extra criterion that financial support,

resource consent fee relief or in−kind payments may be provided to protect, create, or enhance

wetlands. Expertise, fencing materials, rates relief, or plants are suggested as options.

16. Fish and Game sees the resource consent fee relief concept as the most workable and proactive
for the Council. It is wrong to charge a landowner who wishes to create or enhance a wetland

the same fee as someone wishing to damage one for other land uses. The current regime of

charging encourages non−compliance and illegal activity, as well as putting off people who do

see the value in wetlands and want to create or enhance them. Fish and Game would like the

proposed plan to signal this as criterion within the rules in order for annual planning and council

charging policies to change in accordance.

17. Further to point 16 above, Fish and Game can cite a number of examples where cooperative and
forward looking landowners who have developed open water wetlands for gamebird habitat on
their properties have been prosecuted by the regional council for non−compliance with the plan.



18.

This situation has to change if the goal of wetland creation or enhancement can be achieved.
Fish and Game would like to seek clarification from the compliance/enforcement part of Council

on how its policies and assessment methodology will change as a result of the new plan.

(SEPT.IO). Rule states that the activity does not "cause or induce conspicuous
slumping, pugging, or erosion". Fish and Game has previously stated that all stock use of

waterway or wetland margins will cause pugging and erosion, and requested clarification on
what "conspicuous" means. The proposed plan offers no guidance on this, and therefore we
request that the word "conspicuous" be removed unless guidance can be given on what
constitutes "conspicuous".

19. Fish and Game notes that the plan provides little guidance, and in face, even less guidance than
the old plan on how wetland monitoring will be carried out (in the absence of Anticipated
Environmental Results). Fish and Game would like to discuss this further at the hearing, in order
to establish a clear and better programme of wetland monitoring using nationwide best−
practice.

Comments about individual wetlands in Schedule 9 and those removed from Schedule 10:

20. We will provide these comments at the hearing following an analysis of the new lists and
proposed boundaries.

We wish to be heard orally at the upcoming hearing.

Yours sincerely,

Peter Wilson

MPlan, BSc(Geog), GradNZPI
Environmental Officer

Otago Fish and Game Council
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