MINUTES OF A RESUMED MEETING OF THE HEARINGS COMMITTEE TO
HEAR AND CONSIDER SUBMISSIONS ON PLAN CHANGE 04/01 (FRESHWATER)
TO THE NELSON RESOURCE MANAGEMENT PLAN HELD IN THE COUNCIL
CHAMBER, CIVIC HOUSE, TRAFALGAR STREET, NELSON ON TUESDAY 28
MARCH COMMENCING AT 9.00AM.

PRESENT: His Worship the Mayor (P Matheson - Chairperson), Councillors
| Barker, G Collingwood, J Fryer and D Shaw, Mr M Stephens (lwi
representative) and Mr M Bowden (Independent Commissioner).

INATTENDANCE: M Workman (Manager Environmental Policy), D Bradley (Senior
Policy Planner), T Hewitt (Consultant Scientist) and R Palmer
(Administration Adviser).

5.0 HEARING OF SUBMISSIONS CONTINUED
5.1 Nelson City Council (Submission Number 20 and Cross Submission Number 12)

Refer pages 155, 156, 158, 161, 174, 175, 181, 182, 186, 196, 208, 220, 225, 228,
236, 237 and 243 of the Hearings Report and page 10A of the Documents Tabled.

Appearance: Andrew James (Engineer - Stormwater/Water Minimisation)
Mr James elaborated on his submission advising

i.  The wording of DO18.1.1.iv should be amended to indicate that the Cawthron
report on the current state of the Maitai had been completed and that ongoing
monitoring was being carried out by the Council’s monitoring coordinator.

ii. An addition should be made to policy DO18.3.13.ii to indicate that a
conservation strategy was also in place in relation to the Roding River.

iii. The staff recommendation to introduce a new rule relating to drilling holes for
monitoring purposes (FWr.18A) was supported.

iv. A new rule (FWr.14A — Temporary diversion of surface water) should be
inserted to cover necessary diversions during work carried out in the stream.

The meeting discussed whether or not such a rule would be more appropriately
part of rule FWr.1.

v. Expiry and duration of water permits

Mr James advised that the Council currently had permits for the Maitai and
Roading rivers which expire October 2017 and would be looking at seeking a 35
year consent on the expiry of those permits rather than the 20 year consent
outlined in Appendix AP28.3.iii.

5.2 IA and BF Stuart (Submission Number 10 and Cross Submission Number 5)

Refer pages 19, 24, 25, 30, 46, 53, 63, 66, 67, 69, 71, 77, 81, 86, 89, 93, 94, 99, 100,
104, 105, 107, 108, 111, 113, 118, 120, 131, 136, 154, 157, 160, 164, 165, 177, 201,
202, 211, 214, 216, 219, 221, 223, 231, 233, 237, 241, 245, 246, 281, 295, 320, 326,
327, 333, 338, 357, 358, 359, 368, 369, 375, 392 and 420 of the Hearings Report and
pages 11Ato 11G of the Documents Tabled.

Appearance: Mrs Barbara Stuart
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5.3

5.4

5.5

Mrs Stuart expressed concern that the process to develop rules relating to rural
domestic water extraction had not really involved the local community.

She explained that the local community in the Cable Bay area was proactive in
environmental matters, an example of this being the Wakapuaka monitoring group
which has recently received funding to publish its report on the Wakapuaka River
and its values.

Mrs Stuart reiterated her submission that the community wished to be part of the
process and regulation such as installation of water meters and the like was not
appropriate.

The meeting’s attention was drawn to the revised recommendation for topic decision
FW75 on page 149 of the Hearings Report which suggested that the Village Creek
water supply in Cable Bay should not be subject to metering.

Mrs Stuart also expressed concern regarding the proposal to establish a water user
group to oversee the water supply from Village Creek to the Cable Bay residents. She
explained that it could be possible for the user group to subvert the rights of the
landowner (herself and her husband) unless some parameters were set to clarify the
limits of their powers.

Chris Millson (Cross Submission Number 9)
Refer page 174 of the Hearing Report.
Appearance: Chris Millson

Mr Millson explained that his concern related to the requirement to have two 23,000
litre water tanks available in the rural area for domestic supply and fire fighting.

He expressed the opinion that as principal rural fire officer his experience indicated
that the two tanks were excessive and it was unlikely that the second would be
required.

Nelson Marlborough Fish and Game Council (Submission Number 35)

Refer pages 152, 155, 161, 165, 181, 183, 186, 187, 189, 190, 191, 192, 193, 197,
200, 203, 209, 214, 220, 222, 224, 232, 238, 243, 247, 249, 250 and 251 of the
Hearings Report and pages 12A — 12G of the Documents Tabled.

Appearance: Neil Deans

The meeting discussed the setting of minimum flow regimes for rivers where there
was little flow information available.

It was accepted that there was some flow information available outside of the Plan
and this would be provided to applicants.

Mr Deans explained that in relation to the Wakapuaka River, Fish and Game would
like to see the allocation limit set at 20%.

Keith and Jill Anderson (Submission Number 29 and Cross Submission Number
19)
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5.6

5.7

5.8

Refer page 235 of the Hearings Report.
Appearance: Keith Anderson

Mr Anderson urged the Council to carry out investigation into alternative supplies of
water such as underground aquifers, particularly in Wakapuaka, to provide an
alternative to direct drawing from the river.

Mr Anderson also expressed concern at the proposal to introduce water metering
advising, in his opinion, it was better for the Council to monitor the river and from
that determine the water which would be available for extraction.

Mr Anderson also urged the Council to insist on a separate water storage tank for fire
fighting purposes and to put more emphasis on native fish stock such as eels rather
than introduced trout.

Department of Conservation (Submission Number 17 and Cross Submission
Number 13)

Refer pages 153, 157, 159, 161, 168, 172, 177, 179, 180, 185, 190, 194, 196, 206,
207, 216, 217, 221, 226, 227, 228, 229, 230, 232, 238, 241, 243, 245, 247, 249 and
250 of the Hearings Report and pages 13A — 13G of the Documents Tabled.

Appearance: Lionel Solly
Tasman District Council (Submission Number 22)

Refer pages 152, 164, 189, 227 and 228 of the Hearings Report and pages 14A and
14B of the Documents Tabled.

Appearance: Mary Ann Baker

Mary Ann Baker, on behalf of the Tasman District Council, requested that the plan
make more specific provision for the cross boundary water management issues that
exist between Tasman and Nelson.

His Worship the Mayor expressed concern that the submission appeared to go further
than he would expect in relation to resource management issues and appeared to
introduce a political slant to the proceedings.

Andrew Burton and Mary Ann Baker (Submission Number 23)

Refer pages 69, 93, 98 and 118 of the Planning Report and pages 15A — 15E of the
Documents Tabled.

Appearance: Mary-Ann Baker

Mary-Ann Baker drew the meeting’s attention to the Ministry for the Environment’s
information regarding installation of culverts and expressed the opinion that it would
be more appropriate for the plan to provide performance standards rather than
relating its rules to culvert size, as this could well result in an inappropriate size
being installed merely to avoid the necessity for a resource consent.

She advised that, as she saw it, catchment area or stream size were more appropriate
criteria.
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The meeting discussed the management of small streams and whether water meters
were the most appropriate control mechanism or whether the more appropriate
course was to determine the minimum flow rates which would be required to
maintain the stream and then require consumers to augment their water supply
through other means.

Mary Ann expressed the opinion that new dwellings needed to install storage for roof
water and not to presume that water from streams would be available.

5.9 Weyerhaeuser New Zealand Inc. (Cross Submission Number 23)
Refer pages 237, 261, 262, 266, 268, 269, 270, 271, 290, 296, 300, 314, 319, 328,
333, 389, 395, 396, 405, 408, 411, 412, 413, 415, 427, 429 and 430 of the Hearings
Report and pages 16A — 16G of the Documents Tabled.
Appearance: Jenny Beale and Heather Arnold
The meeting’s attention was drawn to the Supplementary Recommendations dated 15
March 2006 relating to rule FWr.6.1, and to the definition of “river” tabled at the
meeting.
The representatives urged the committee to remove the controls from forestry
harvesting as there was no conclusive evidence which indicated that such activity
caused any significant adverse environmental effects.

The meeting stood adjourned at 11.59am.

CONFIRMED AS A CORRECT RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

CHAIRPERSON DATE
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