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Address:  P O Box 463, 

   Westport, 

   Buller 7866. 

Email:  karearea.f@gmail.com 

Phone:  03 782 1813 

Preferred method  

of contact;  Email 

 

We represent a relevant aspect of the public interest 

Our interest in the proposed plan is greater than that which the general public has 

We could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission 

 

 

 

On behalf of Buller Conservation Group   24th October 2016 2016 

 

We wish to be heard in support of our submission and would be prepared to speak jointly 

with other submitters of similar submission.   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Original submission 
reference  

Original 
submitter 

Support or oppose  



Original submission 
reference  

Original 
submitter 

Support or oppose  

1.21  FFNZ Oppose.   5 days is plenty of time to 
reinstate a bank.  Weather forecasts can 
be used.   5 days is a smart amount of 
time, which time can eliminate works on 
banks not necessarily a result of flooding.   

1.22 FFNZ Oppose.  Sometimes it is not so easy to 
ascertain the damage that floods have 
caused, especially if there has been 
works in the river as well, such as gravel 
extraction.  Google Earth is a valuable 
source of such information required.     

2.4 FFNZ Oppose.  Wetlands need hydrological 
buffers.  Also there is public land involved, 
which has been developed into farmland 
that are the subject of boundary changes.  
Any public land involved in these 
boundary changes should be retained as 
wetland.   

 



Mike and Wendy Brooks 
Kaihinu Farms Ltd 
82 One Mile Line Rd 
RD2 
Hokitika 
7882 
  
Good Afternoon Alyce 
  
Thank you for your correspondence dated 17  October 2016 re our submission to the 
proposed plan changes to a wetland on our property. 
  
We would like to add a further submission to state that we support D Chinn and A Lowe in 
their submissions to your council.  As you know they both boundary our land. 
  
We also support Bruce Truman in his submission as you know we too are in the moss 
industry. 
  
Further as a side issue as you are aware we were once in discussions with DOC to sell our 
land because of the schedule 2 wetlands.  So in good faith we stopped picking of moss for 
over two years before they insulted us with a pathetic offer.  It is now becoming overgrown 
and unpick able so feel that we are entitled to compensation.  We would expect someone 
from the Regional Council to come and see us before Christmas to discuss this with us.  One 
of the reasons we purchased the land was for the moss.  We feel as if the Regional Council is 
treating us like dogs. 
We know you like to blame DOC, but all correspondence has your letter head on it.  So take 
some responsibility every landowner should be able to do what they want on their own 
property. 
   
Regards. 
  
Mike and Wendy Brooks. 
 



















Submission on the 
Proposed Plan Change 1 to the Regional Land and Water Plan  
 
PART A: Submitters contact details 
Public information -all information contained in a submission under the Resource Management Act 
1991, including names and addresses for service, becomes public information. Your information is 
held and administered by the West Coast Regional Council in accordance with the Local Government 
Official Information and Meetings Act 1987 and the Privacy Act 1993. This means that your 
information may be disclosed to other people who request it in accordance with the terms of these 
Acts. It is therefore important you let us know if your form includes any information you consider 
should not be disclosed. 
  
Full Name: Paul Elwell-Sutton 
 
Organisation: None. Submission made entirely on my own 
behalf.____________________________________________________________________________
____________  
 
 
Postal address: P.O Box 99, Haast, Westland 
_________________________________________________________________ Post 
Code: 7844_____________  
 
 
Email: pelwellsutton@fastmail.fm__________________________________ Phone 
(Hm): None__________________ Phone (Wk): None________________  
 
 
Phone (Cell): None_______________________________ Preferred method of 
contact: Email__________________________________  
 
 
PART B: Trade Competition  
 
As per Schedule 1 of the Resource Management Act 1991, a person who could gain an advantage in 
trade competition through the submission may make a submission only if directly affected by an 
effect of the proposed policy statement that:  
a) Adversely affects the environment 
b) Does not relate to trade competition or the effects of trade competition.  
 
Please tick the sentence that applies to you:  
I could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission; I am directly affected by 
an effect of the subject matter of the submission.  
 
Signature: Paul 
Elwell-Sutton.____________________________________________________________ 
Date: 22/10/2016_____________________________  
 
PART C: Request to be Heard 
I do wish to be heard in support of my submission; I would be prepared to consider presenting my 
submission in a joint case with others making a similar submission at any Hearing.  

mailto:pelwellsutton@fastmail.fm__________________________________


 
The specific provisions of the proposal that my submission relates to 
are:  
Miscellaneous Change N: Glossary-Vegetation Disturbance. 
 
My submission is that:  
1.) I oppose the submissions from submitters 
1,2,3,4,11,13,18,35,37,41,42,43 and 44. 
Reason: The submitters fail to provide any scientific evidence to support their claims that sphagnum 
moss harvesting has a 'low impact', and/or has effects that are 'less than minor' on wetlands and 
that it is an 'environmentally friendly' activity in that context. 
2.) I support the submissions from submitters 5,14,27,32 and 38. 
Reason: The submitters provide well expressed rational, scientific and legal explanations opposing 
the proposed definition change, which I totally agree with. 
   
 I seek the following amendments from the West Coast Regional Council: 
 That the proposed change to exclude sphagnum moss harvesting from the  definition of 'vegetation 
disturbance' be rejected. 
 



 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

 Federated Farmers of New Zealand 
 
Further Submission on Plan Change 1 to the West 
Coast Land and Water Plan 
 

31 October 2016 



 

FURTHER SUBMISSION TO WEST COAST REGIONAL COUNCIL ON 

PLAN CHANGE 1 TO THE REGIONAL LAND AND WATER PLAN 

 
Form 6 

Further submission in support of, or in opposition to, submission on publicly notified 
proposed policy statement or plan 

Clause 8 of First Schedule, Resource Management Act 1991 

 
To: West Coast Regional Council  

 PO Box 66 

 Greymouth 7840 

 Plan@wcrc.govt.nz 

  

  

Name of submitter: Federated Farmers of New Zealand  

 

 

Contacts:   Kim Reilly  

REGIONAL POLICY MANAGER, SOUTH ISLAND 

  

    M   021 883 537 

E   kreilly@fedfarm.org.nz 

 
 

   Angela Johnston  

SENIOR REGIONAL POLICY ADVISOR 

  

    M   021 518 271 

E   ajohnston@fedfarm.org.nz 

 

 

 

Address for service: ajohnston@fedfarm.org.nz 

   Federated Farmers of New Zealand 

PO Box 20448  

Bishopdale 

Christchurch 8543  

 

 
This is a further submission in response to submissions made on the Proposed Plan Change 1 to 
the Regional Land and Water Plan. 
 
The following pages detail the specifics in relation to our support or opposition to various 
submissions lodged, alongside our reasons for that position. 

  
I am a person representing a relevant aspect of the public interest. 

 
I could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this further submission. 

 
I wish to be heard in support of my further submission. 
 

mailto:kreilly@fedfarm.org.nz
mailto:ajohnston@fedfarm.org.nz
mailto:ajohnston@fedfarm.org.nz


 

Where Federated Farmers submitted on the same variation point as any other submitter it stands by its original submission.  
 
This Further Submission provides Federated Farmers views on points raised by other submitters. 

Decision 
Requeste
d 

 

Person, or 
organisation, 
making 
original 
submission  

I support or oppose the relief sought in the original submission (please give reasons)  
 

1.31 
Trustpower 
(TRUSTP) 

Support in part. It is appropriate to consider the impact of the take on other existing lawfully established takes and uses. 
 

1.41 
Buller 
Conservation 
Group (BCG) 

Oppose. The submitter’s request is illogical from an environmental viewpoint. The definition relates to vegetation 
disturbance and it is appropriate to exclude the clearance for fencing.  Central Government, regional and district councils 
and industry bodies alike encourage and support the fencing of waterways where this is necessary and appropriate to 
keep stock out.  It is illogical to expect waterways to be fenced on the one hand, but to then restrict landowners from 
fencing within reasonable proximity to the waterway/riparian area. The submitter has stated that their concerns relate to 
worries that landowners will then graze between the fence and the waterway.  Perversely, what the submitter is proposing, 
by expecting the landowner to take even more productive land out of use and placing fences even further away from 
waterways, simply results in an even greater expanse of land between the waterway and the fence, which is much more 
likely to encourage the potential for grazing.  

1.49 
Frida Inta 
(INTAF) 

Oppose. The submitter’s request is illogical from an environmental viewpoint. The definition relates to vegetation 
disturbance and it is appropriate to exclude the clearance for fencing.  Central Government, regional and district councils 
and industry bodies alike encourage and support the fencing of waterways when this is necessary and appropriate to keep 
stock out.  It is illogical to expect waterways to be fenced on the one hand, but to then restrict landowners from fencing 
within reasonable proximity to the waterway/riparian area. The submitter has stated that their concerns relate to worries 
that landowners will then graze between the fence and the waterway.  Perversely, what the submitter is proposing, by 
expecting the landowner to take even more productive land out of use and placing fences even further away from 
waterways, simply results in an even greater expanse of land between the waterway and the fence, which is much more 
likely to encourage the potential for grazing. 

2.5 
Royal Forest &  
Bird (RF&B) 

Oppose.  This proposal simply adds a buffer to a buffer. The substantial buffers proposed by the submitter are not 
appropriate – the land at issue either has the wetland values or it doesn’t. The RMA does not require councils to provide 
additional buffer areas in the way proposed; this would be to the significant detriment of impacted landowners.   
 

2.6 
Colin and 
Juliette Henry 
(HENSR) 

Support.  Areas that are not ecologically significant or have undergone development should not be subject to wetland 
rules.   
 



 

2.7 
Birchfield Coal 
Mines Limited 

Support in part. For the same reasons as those within our submission decision requested (2.4); we do not consider 
adequate input from landowners or appropriate ground-truthing has taken place and that any areas subsequently 
determined to not contain the required values, must be removed from the maps. 

2.8 
Mike and 
Wendy Brooks 

Support. For the same reasons as those within our submission decision requested (2.4); we do not consider adequate 
input from landowners or appropriate ground-truthing has taken place and that any areas subsequently determined to not 
contain the required values, must be removed from the maps. 

2.9 and 2.12 
Buller 
Conservation 
Group (BCG) 

Oppose.  Requiring buffers as proposed by the submitter is not appropriate – the land at issue either has the wetland 
values or it doesn’t. The RMA does not require councils to provide additional buffer areas in the way proposed; this would 
be to the significant detriment of impacted landowners, whether private or otherwise.   
 
We similarly oppose this submitter’s objections to a range of mapping changes based on their apparent vague glance at 
maps and their surmising from this on what the values or land ownership might be; this lacks credibility and any kind of 
appropriate factual or scientific basis. 

2.10 
Bonar Farms 
Limited (BFL) 

Support. For the same reasons as those within our submission decision requested (2.4); we do not consider adequate 
input from landowners or appropriate ground-truthing has taken place and that any areas subsequently determined to not 
contain the required values, must be removed from the maps. 

4.2 and 4.7 

Buller 
Conservation 
Group (BCG) 
and Frida Inta 
(INTAF) 

Oppose. Out of scope and lacks appropriate scientific basis. 

 





















Further Submission  

on Proposed changes 1 

Land and Water Plan  

 

 

Name:  Frida Inta 

Address:  P O Box 463, 

   Westport, 

   Buller 7866. 

Email:  karearea.f@gmail.com 

Phone:  03 782 1813 

Preferred method  

of contact;  Email 

 

I represent a relevant aspect of the public interest 

My interest in the proposed plan is greater than that which the general public has 

I could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission 

 

 

 

     24th October 2016 2016 

 

I wish to be heard in support of my submission and would be prepared to speak jointly with 

other submitters of similar submission.   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Original submission 
reference  

Original 
submitter 

Support or oppose  



Original submission 
reference  

Original 
submitter 

Support or oppose  

1.21  FFNZ Oppose.   5 days is plenty of time to 
reinstate a bank.  Weather forecasts can 
be used.   5 days is a smart amount of 
time, which time can eliminate works on 
banks not necessarily a result of flooding.   

1.22 FFNZ Oppose.  Sometimes it is not so easy to 
ascertain the damage that floods have 
caused, especially if there has been 
works in the river as well, such as gravel 
extraction.  Google Earth is a valuable 
source of such information required.     

2.4 FFNZ Oppose.  Wetlands need hydrological 
buffers.  Also there is public land involved, 
which has been developed into farmland 
that are the subject of boundary changes.  
Any public land involved in these 
boundary changes should be retained as 
wetland.   

 



Further Submission on
Proposed Plan Change 1 to the Regional Land and Water Plan
2016

Return your signed further submission to the West Coast Regional Council by 5.00pm, Monday 31 October 2016

Further submissions may be:
a) Posted to: Proposed Plan Change 1, West Coast Regional Council, PO Box 66, Greymouth 7840
b) Delivered direct to the West Coast Regional Council at 388 Main South Road, Greymouth
c) Emailed to Plan@wcrc.govt.nz

PART A: Further Submitter contact details
Public information - all information contained in a further submission under the Resource Management Act 1991, including names and addresses for service, becomes public
information. Your information is held and administered by the West Coast Regional Council in accordance with the Local Government Official Information and Meetings Act 1987 and
the Privacy Act 1993. This means that your information may be disclosed to other people who request it in accordance with the terms of these Acts. It is therefore important you let us
know if your form includes any information you consider should not be disclosed.

Full name: _____________________________________________________________________________________________

Organisation: __________________________________________________________________________________________
[The organisation that this submission is on behalf of, if applicable]

Postal address: _________________________________________________________________ Post Code: ______________

Email: _____________________________________ Phone : ________________ Phone (Cell): ______________________

Preferred method of contact and address for service: ___________________________________________________________

Contact person and address for service [if different from above]: ______________________________________________________

Only certain people can make further submissions. Please tick the option that applies to you:
I am a person representing a relevant aspect of the public interest

I am a person who has an interest in the proposed policy statement that is greater than the interest the general public has.

I am the local authority for the relevant area.



PART B: Trade Competition
As per Schedule 1 of the Resource Management Act 1991, a person who could gain an advantage in trade competition through the submission
may make a further submission only if directly affected by an effect of the proposed policy statement that:

a) Adversely affects the environment
b) Does not relate to trade competition or the effects of trade competition.

Please tick the sentence that applies to you:

I could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission; or

I could gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission. If you have ticked this box, please select one of the following:

I am directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of the submission.

I am not directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of the submission.

Service of your further submission
Please note: any person making a further submission must serve a copy of that submission on the original submitter no later than 5 working days
after the submission has been provided to the West Coast Regional Council. If you have made a further submission on a number of original
submissions, then copies of your further submission will need to be served on each original submitter.

Signature: ____________________________________________________________ Date: _____________________________
[Signature of person making the further submission, or authorised to sign on behalf of person making the further submission]

(A signature is not required if you make your submission by electronic means)

PART C: Request to be Heard

I do not wish to be heard in support of my further submission; or

I do wish to be heard in support of my further submission; and if so,

I would be prepared to consider presenting my further submission in a joint case with others making a similar further submission at any
Hearing.

Georgia
Typewriter
01/11/2016

Georgia
Typewriter



Original submission
reference (Number
in the Summary of
Decisions
Requested e.g. GS
3 or 4.56)

Person, or organisation,
making original submission

I support or oppose the relief sought in the original submission (please give reasons)

Georgia
Typewriter
2.66

Georgia
Typewriter
Allan Lowe



Original submission
reference (Number
in the Summary of
Decisions
Requested e.g. GS
3 or 4.56)

Person, or organisation,
making original submission

I support or oppose the relief sought in the original submission (please give reasons)

Attach further sheets as required



1 
 

                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                      

RESOURCE MANAGEMENT ACT 1991 

FURTHER SUBMISSION ON PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE 1 TO THE WEST COAST REGIONAL LAND AND WATER PLAN  

 

To:  West Coast Regional Council  

BY EMAIL    Plan@wcrc.govt.nz  

 

From:  Royal Forest and Bird Protection Society of New Zealand Incorporated of New Zealand 

(Forest & Bird) 

              Address for service: 

Forest and Bird 
PO Box 2516, Christchurch 8140 
Attention: Jen Miller   
 
Email: j.miller@forestandbird.org.nz     Phone: 03 940 5523 

 INTRODUCTION 

1. Forest & Bird represents a relevant aspect of the public interest, and has an interest greater than the public generally. 

2. Forest & Bird wishes to be heard in support of this submission, and would be prepared to consider presenting this submission in a 
joint case with others making a similar submission at any hearing. 

mailto:Plan@wcrc.govt.nz
mailto:j.miller@forestandbird.org.nz


2 
 

 

F&B supports or opposes the 

submission of: 

The particular parts 

of the submission 

F&B supports or 

opposes: 

Support or 

oppose 

submission point 

Reasons 

Department of Conservation 

1.2  

 

1.8 

 

 

 

2.37  

 

2.45 

2.58  

 

2.68 

 

 

 

Miscellaneous 

Change A: 

Introduction 

Support  Gives  proper effect Policy 1 (2)(a) of the NZCPS  

Miscellaneous 

Change C 17.3 

Definitions-Riparian 

Margins  

Support  Is consistent with Part 2 RMA and the Plans policies 

around wetland protection. 

FOUP016 South 

Westport 

Support  The amendment is a sensible one and consistent with Part 

2 RMA  

FOUP052 Okari Road Support The amendment is a sensible one and consistent with Part 

2 RMA 

BRUP003 Lake 

Poerua  

Support  The amendment gives effect to Part 2 RMA and RMA and 

relevant policies of the Land and Water Plan. 

HOKP107 Serpentine 

and Acre Creeks  

Support  The proposed deletion is not supported by ecological 

evidence and would be inconsistent with Part 2 RMA and 

relevant policies of the Land and Water Plan. 

   



3 
 

F&B supports or opposes the 

submission of: 

The particular parts 

of the submission 

F&B supports or 

opposes: 

Support or 

oppose 

submission point 

Reasons 

Birchfield Coal Mines Limited 

2.51/2.53 

 

 

 

 

 

Minerals West Coast-2. 13 

 

MAIP003 Fletcher 

Creek 

MAIP004 Miles 

Creek  

Oppose  Forest and Bird is opposed to any further deletions of 

wetland areas. A thorough (and pragmatic) ecological 

assessment of the Coast’s wetlands has occurred.  Further 

removal would be contrary to Council’s responsibilities as 

set out in the RMA and its own objectives and policies in 

the Land and Water Plan. 

MAIP003 

MAIP004 

MAIP006 

HOKP086 

Oppose Forest and Bird is opposed to any further deletions of 

wetland areas. A thorough (and pragmatic) ecological 

assessment of the Coast’s wetlands has occurred.  Further 

removal would be contrary to Council’s responsibilities as 

set out in the RMA and its own objectives and policies in 

the Land and Water Plan. 

 

Jen Miller  

21 October 2016  

























 

PO Box 21, Westport 7866 Phone: (03) 788 9111 www.bullerdc.govt.nz 

 

 
31 October 2016 
 
 
West Coast Regional Council 
PO Box 66 
Greymouth 7840 
 
Attention: Alyce Melrose 
 
By email: Plan@wcrc.govt.nz 
 
 
Dear Alyce 
 
FURTHER SUBMISSION ON PROPOSED CHANGES TO THE WEST COAST REGIONAL 
LAND AND WATER PLAN 
              
 
Further Submission of: Buller District Council 
    PO Box 21 
    Westport 7866 
 
Contact Person:  Rachel Townrow 
    Team Leader Planning & Policy 
    Buller District Council 
    PO Box 21 
    Westport 7866 
  
    Telephone:  03 788 9111 
    Email:   rachel@bdc.govt.nz 
 
The Buller District Council represents a relevant aspect of the public interest and has an 
interest in the proposed changes that is greater than the interest the general public has. 
 
The Buller District Council could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this 
submission. 
 
The Buller District Council does wish to be heard in support of their submission and would be 
prepared to consider presenting in a joint case with others making a similar further 
submission at any Hearing. 
              



 

This submission relates to the original submissions of Buller Conservation Group, Department 
of Conservation, Paul Elwell-Sutton, Frida Inta and Royal Forest and Bird Protection Society 
of New Zealand Inc. on the proposed changes to wetland FOUP023 Caledonian Terrace. 
 
In summary, as currently recorded this wetland includes infrastructure that is part of the 
Westport water supply.  Given the importance of the water supply to the Westport community, 
the Buller District Council (the Council) supports the exclusion of areas containing this 
infrastructure from the scheduled wetland as per the notified plan change with two minor 
amendments, as outlined in yellow on the aerial photographs attached as Appendix One.  
These amendments would: 

 Exclude an area of existing formed access from the wetland on Sec 14 Blk VIII Kawatiri 
SD (Figure 1); and 

 Incorporate the entirety of the largest impounding reservoir in the excluded area 
(Figure 2).  The exclusion boundary as notified appears to have cut off the south-
eastern portion of this reservoir.  

It is understood that the intention had been to exclude all of the infrastructure from the 
scheduled wetland.    
 
As per previous correspondence between the Council, West Coast Regional Council and the 
Department of Conservation, the Council would like to have seen further exclusions from this 
wetland to provide buffers around the infrastructure to ensure that maintenance and repair is 
not unduly hindered and to provide for the upgrade and/or expansion of the infrastructure 
should this be required in future.  It is also noted, as shown on the aerial photograph attached 
as Appendix Two, that the trunk main and some gravity mains run under areas that are 
proposed to remain as part of the scheduled wetland.  The Council is concerned about the 
potential impact of this on its ability to repair and maintain the pipes and would like to see 
exclusions over these as well.   
 
 
Yours sincerely 
 

     
 
Tony Robertson     Rachel Townrow    
ACTING MANAGER OPERATIONS   TEAM LEADER PLANNING & POLICY 



 

 

Decision 
requested 

Person, or organisation, 
making original 
submission 

Support/
Oppose/
Neutral 

Reasons 

2.2 Department of 
Conservation (14, DOC) 

Support 
in part (as 
it relates 
to 
FOUP023) 

Council supports the changes relating to FOUP023 Caledonian Terrace as notified and 
wishes to see these retained as a minimum, with two minor amendments to include all of 
the infrastructure as originally intended (as outlined in yellow in Appendix One). 
 
Council would like to see further exclusions from FOUP023 Caledonian Terrace to ensure 
that the maintenance and repair of the Westport water supply are not unduly hindered 
and that the opportunity to upgrade and/or expand the infrastructure is retained in case 
this is needed in future. 

2.3 Paul Elwell-Sutton (15, 
ELWEP) 

Oppose in 
part (as it 
relates to 
FOUP023) 

It is unclear whether the Submitter’s requested relief is intended to apply to FOUP023 
Caledonian Terrace.   
 
The additional wording sought by the Submitter is considered unnecessary in relation to 
the proposed amendments to the boundaries of FOUP023.  The areas to be excluded were 
developed prior to notification of the Land and Water Plan and are not a functioning 
wetland. 

2.5 

Royal Forest and Bird 
Protection Society of 
New 
Zealand Inc. (38, RF&B) 

Oppose in 
part (as it 
relates to 
FOUP023) 

The areas proposed for exclusion from FOUP023 Caledonian Terrace were developed prior 
to notification of the Land and Water Plan and are not a functioning wetland.   
 
Adding a 20m buffer to the proposed boundaries of FOUP023 would in some places negate 
the proposed exclusions and in others would incorporate parts of the Westport water 
infrastructure back into the scheduled wetland.  It is considered appropriate that the areas 
of infrastructure be excluded from the scheduled wetland. 

2.9 Buller Conservation 
Group (5, BCG) 

Oppose in 
part (as it 
relates to 
FOUP023) 

FOUP023 Caledonian Terrace is within a reserve for water-conservation purposes vested in 
the Buller District Council and as such could be considered to be “public land”.  The areas 
to be excluded from FOUP023 are considered appropriate exclusions, despite their status 
as public land, given that they were developed prior to notification of the Land and Water 
Plan and are not a functioning wetland.  
 
Council supports the exclusions from FOUP023 as notified as a minimum and does not 
support the addition of any marginal areas or buffers back into the scheduled wetland.   



 

2.12 Frida Inta (27, INTAF) 

Oppose in 
part (as it 
relates to 
FOUP023) 

FOUP023 Caledonian Terrace is within a reserve for water-conservation purposes vested in 
the Buller District Council and as such could be considered to be “public land”.  The areas 
to be excluded from FOUP023 are considered appropriate exclusions, despite their status 
as public land, given that they were developed prior to notification of the Land and Water 
Plan and are not a functioning wetland.  
 
Council supports the exclusions from FOUP023 as notified as a minimum and does not 
support the addition of any marginal areas or buffers back into the scheduled wetland.   

2.39 Buller Conservation 
Group (5, BCG) 

Oppose The “blocks of darker blue” identified by the Submitter are the impounding reservoirs for 
the Westport water supply.  These reservoirs are an integral part of the Westport water 
supply infrastructure.  They are believed to have been man-made during construction of 
the water supply circa 1903.  It is considered appropriate that these areas be excluded 
from the scheduled wetland as they were developed prior to notification of the Land and 
Water Plan and are not a functioning wetland. 

2.40 Frida Inta (27, INTAF) 

Oppose The “blocks of darker blue” identified by the Submitter are the impounding reservoirs for 
the Westport water supply.  These reservoirs are an integral part of the Westport water 
supply infrastructure.  They are believed to have been man-made during construction of 
the water supply circa 1903.  It is considered appropriate that these areas be excluded 
from the scheduled wetland as they were developed prior to notification of the Land and 
Water Plan and are not a functioning wetland. 

 

 



 

Appendix One 

 

 

Figure 1 

Figure 2 



 

Appendix Two 

 

 

























Further Submission on
Proposed Plan Change 1 to the Regional Land and Water Plan
2016

Return your signed further submission to the West Coast Regional Council by 5.00pm, Monday 31 October 2016

Further submissions may be:
a) Posted to: Proposed Plan Change 1, West Coast Regional Council, PO Box 66, Greymouth 7840
b) Delivered direct to the West Coast Regional Council at 388 Main South Road, Greymouth
c) Emailed to Plan@wcrc.govt.nz

PART A: Further Submitter contact details
Public information - all information contained in a further submission under the Resource Management Act 1991, including names and addresses for service, becomes public
information. Your information is held and administered by the West Coast Regional Council in accordance with the Local Government Official Information and Meetings Act 1987 and
the Privacy Act 1993. This means that your information may be disclosed to other people who request it in accordance with the terms of these Acts. It is therefore important you let us
know if your form includes any information you consider should not be disclosed.

Full name: _____________________________________________________________________________________________

Organisation: __________________________________________________________________________________________
[The organisation that this submission is on behalf of, if applicable]

Postal address: _________________________________________________________________ Post Code: ______________

Email: _____________________________________ Phone : ________________ Phone (Cell): ______________________

Preferred method of contact and address for service: ___________________________________________________________

Contact person and address for service [if different from above]: ______________________________________________________

Only certain people can make further submissions. Please tick the option that applies to you:
I am a person representing a relevant aspect of the public interest

I am a person who has an interest in the proposed policy statement that is greater than the interest the general public has.

I am the local authority for the relevant area.



PART B: Trade Competition
As per Schedule 1 of the Resource Management Act 1991, a person who could gain an advantage in trade competition through the submission
may make a further submission only if directly affected by an effect of the proposed policy statement that:

a) Adversely affects the environment
b) Does not relate to trade competition or the effects of trade competition.

Please tick the sentence that applies to you:

I could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission; or

I could gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission. If you have ticked this box, please select one of the following:

I am directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of the submission.

I am not directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of the submission.

Service of your further submission
Please note: any person making a further submission must serve a copy of that submission on the original submitter no later than 5 working days
after the submission has been provided to the West Coast Regional Council. If you have made a further submission on a number of original
submissions, then copies of your further submission will need to be served on each original submitter.

Signature: ____________________________________________________________ Date: _____________________________
[Signature of person making the further submission, or authorised to sign on behalf of person making the further submission]

(A signature is not required if you make your submission by electronic means)

PART C: Request to be Heard

I do not wish to be heard in support of my further submission; or

I do wish to be heard in support of my further submission; and if so,

I would be prepared to consider presenting my further submission in a joint case with others making a similar further submission at any
Hearing.



Original submission
reference (Number
in the Summary of
Decisions
Requested e.g. GS
3 or 4.56)

Person, or organisation,
making original submission

I support or oppose the relief sought in the original submission (please give reasons)



Original submission
reference (Number
in the Summary of
Decisions
Requested e.g. GS
3 or 4.56)

Person, or organisation,
making original submission

I support or oppose the relief sought in the original submission (please give reasons)

Attach further sheets as required



Further Submission on  
Proposed Plan Change 1 to the Regional Land and Water Plan 2016 
 
Emailed to  Plan@wcrc.govt.nz 
 
PART A:  Further Submitter details 
 
Full name   Cornelius (Kees) Adrianus van Beek 
On behalf of Kawhaka Station Ltd 
 
Postal Address  Kawhaka Station Ltd, 1616 Old Christchurch Road, RD 2,  
HOKITIKA 7882 
 
Email:  kees46@outlook.co.nz 
 
Preferred method of contact and address for service.   
Email  kees46@outlook.co.nz 
And,  Postal Address  Kawhaka Station Ltd, 1616 Old Christchurch Road, RD 2,  
HOKITIKA 7882 
As shareholding will change. 
 
Contact Person as above, Kees van Beek 
 
I am a person who has an interest in the proposed policy statement which is greater 
than the interest the general public has. 
 
PART B: Trade Competition 
 
I could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission. 
 
 
PART C:  Request to be heard. 
 
I do wish to be heard in support of my submission; and if so, 
I would be prepared to consider presenting my submission in a joint case with others 
making a similar further submission at any hearing. 
 
 
Please note that the Lake Mudgie  HOKP119 page 59 of maps is in two distinct 
catchments.  
The one around lake Mudgie itself drains to the west and not through our property, 
Kawhaka Station.  It is of little concern to us.  However we do support Andrew Grigg 
in his further submission.  I have told him this in person. 
 
Summary 
We are not opposed to some of the wetter area going into a wetland but we do want to 
see a proper assessment done of the eastern area of Lake Mudgie HOKP119.  Both the 
Kawhaka Station land and the DoC land as the present proposal looks quite ludicrous. 
 
 



Our Concerns 
 
Whoever drew the blue on the map did not take any care whatsoever as spelt out 
below. 
 

1. The eastern area does drain out through Kawhaka Station via numerous creeks 
that come down over the terrace and Whisky Creek which also runs down 
through a neighbouring property that is not affected by the proposal. 

 
2. The blue marked area bisects two of the three sections affected (1121 1064 

1062) and isolates the northern parts of two of the sections. 
 

3. On both north and south margins there is undulating to steep land and in parts 
forested. 

 
4. The Malfroys tram runs through the blue marked area.  This tram has drains in 

operational condition on both sides in parts. 
 

5. There is an old gravel pit within the blue area used to build the tram. 
 

6. Much of the southern part is broken country having eroded over thousands of 
years and is covered in gorse and scrub.  It can be clearly seen on the WCRC 
provided map under the blue shading. 

 
7. Some of the blue shaded area to the west of our boundary has been V bladed 

and planted with radiata pine trees some twenty years ago. 
 

8. The DoC area to the east of our boundary and up to the Old Christchurch Road 
has quite a steady slope (30 metre drop over 400 metre distance) and while it 
is pakihi, it can be driven through with a two wheel drive tractor in a straight 
line as I have done back in the 1970s for a proposed water line. 

 
9. Other significant areas of DoC land is hilly and covered in bush. 

 
10. The Supply Water Race runs through the Blue marked area, has its own 

reserve and is on hilly terrain, much covered in bush.  
 

11. The process of taking control of the so-called wet land leaves a lot to be 
desired. 

 
12. Initially there was no consultation and was done in secrecy with legal threats if 

made public.  
 

13. We had a visit from Hamish Fairburn on a rainy day and we walked over the 
open pakihi.  Where we walked there was no pooling water and you could 
have walked through it in shoes except the vegetation was wet.  We discussed 
that I had little objection to the area along our western boundary being 
declared a wetland as a creek drains into it leaving the area very wet and you 
could not walk or make your way through it.  It covers both part of 1121 and 



our neighbours.  Whisky Creek comes out of it and drains through part of 
section 1121. 

 
14. Following Hamish Fairburn’s visit we got a letter stating we would need to get 

a resource consent to do anything relating to the affected area.  
 

15. We believe that the total area identified with the blue shading is totally over 
the top and whoever drew that did not take particular care whatsoever.  Our 
concerns were not addressed following Hamish Fairburn’s visit.  

 
We pay the rates on this area based on potentially being developed for dairying. 
DoC has similar land and pays no rates.  If our wings are to be clipped then it is only 
proper that the appropriate area be exempted from rates. 
 
In Summary - Relief sought 
We are not opposed to some of the wetter area going into a wetland but we do want to 
see a proper assessment done of the eastern area of Lake Mudgie HOKP119 on both 
the Kawhaka Station land and the DoC land as the present proposal looks quite 
ludicrous.  
 
PS  I realise that we should have addressed this back in August but for whatever 
reason it was overlooked. 
 
Kees van Beek 
 
On behalf of 
Kawhaka Station Ltd 
1616 Old Christchurch Road 
RD 2 
HOKITIKA   7882 
  
 
 



Further Submission on
Proposed Plan Change 1 to the Regional Land and Water Plan
2016

Return your signed further submission to the West Coast Regional Council by 5.00pm, Monday 31 October 2016

Further submissions may be:
a) Posted to: Proposed Plan Change 1, West Coast Regional Council, PO Box 66, Greymouth 7840
b) Delivered direct to the West Coast Regional Council at 388 Main South Road, Greymouth
c) Emailed to Plan@wcrc.govt.nz

PART A: Further Submitter contact details
Public information - all information contained in a further submission under the Resource Management Act 1991, including names and addresses for service, becomes public
information. Your information is held and administered by the West Coast Regional Council in accordance with the Local Government Official Information and Meetings Act 1987 and
the Privacy Act 1993. This means that your information may be disclosed to other people who request it in accordance with the terms of these Acts. It is therefore important you let us
know if your form includes any information you consider should not be disclosed.

Full name: _____________________________________________________________________________________________

Organisation: __________________________________________________________________________________________
[The organisation that this submission is on behalf of, if applicable]

Postal address: _________________________________________________________________ Post Code: ______________

Email: _____________________________________ Phone : ________________ Phone (Cell): ______________________

Preferred method of contact and address for service: ___________________________________________________________

Contact person and address for service [if different from above]: ______________________________________________________

Only certain people can make further submissions. Please tick the option that applies to you:
I am a person representing a relevant aspect of the public interest

I am a person who has an interest in the proposed policy statement that is greater than the interest the general public has.

I am the local authority for the relevant area.



PART B: Trade Competition
As per Schedule 1 of the Resource Management Act 1991, a person who could gain an advantage in trade competition through the submission
may make a further submission only if directly affected by an effect of the proposed policy statement that:

a) Adversely affects the environment
b) Does not relate to trade competition or the effects of trade competition.

Please tick the sentence that applies to you:

I could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission; or

I could gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission. If you have ticked this box, please select one of the following:

I am directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of the submission.

I am not directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of the submission.

Service of your further submission
Please note: any person making a further submission must serve a copy of that submission on the original submitter no later than 5 working days
after the submission has been provided to the West Coast Regional Council. If you have made a further submission on a number of original
submissions, then copies of your further submission will need to be served on each original submitter.

Signature: ____________________________________________________________ Date: _____________________________
[Signature of person making the further submission, or authorised to sign on behalf of person making the further submission]

(A signature is not required if you make your submission by electronic means)

PART C: Request to be Heard

I do not wish to be heard in support of my further submission; or

I do wish to be heard in support of my further submission; and if so,

I would be prepared to consider presenting my further submission in a joint case with others making a similar further submission at any
Hearing.



Original submission
reference (Number
in the Summary of
Decisions
Requested e.g. GS
3 or 4.56)

Person, or organisation,
making original submission

I support or oppose the relief sought in the original submission (please give reasons)



Original submission
reference (Number
in the Summary of
Decisions
Requested e.g. GS
3 or 4.56)

Person, or organisation,
making original submission

I support or oppose the relief sought in the original submission (please give reasons)

Attach further sheets as required















































 

Further Submission on 

Proposed Plan Change 1 to the Regional Land and Water Plan 
2016 

 

  
 

Return your signed further submission to the West Coast Regional Council by 5.00pm, Monday 31 October 2016 
 
Further submissions may be: 

a) Posted to: Proposed Plan Change 1, West Coast Regional Council, PO Box 66, Greymouth 7840 
b) Delivered direct to the West Coast Regional Council at 388 Main South Road, Greymouth 

c) Emailed to Plan@wcrc.govt.nz 

 
PART A: Further Submitter contact details 

Public information - all information contained in a further submission under the Resource Management Act 1991, including names and addresses for service, becomes public 
information. Your information is held and administered by the West Coast Regional Council in accordance with the Local Government Official Information and Meetings Act 1987 and 
the Privacy Act 1993. This means that your information may be disclosed to other people who request it in accordance with the terms of these Acts. It is therefore important you let us 
know if your form includes any information you consider should not be disclosed.  

 
Full name: Susan Wallace_ 

 
Organisation: Te Rūnanga o Makaawhio 
[The organisation that this submission is on behalf of, if applicable] 

 

Postal address: Po box 225, Hokitika  Post Code: 7842 

 
Email: susan.wallace@ngaitahu.iwi.nz    Phone : 03 755 7885   Phone (Cell): 027 555 7885    

 
Preferred method of contact and address for service: e-mail 

 
 

Contact person and address for service [if different from above]: N/A 

 
Only certain people can make further submissions. Please tick the option that applies to you: 

√ I am a person representing a relevant aspect of the public interest 

I am a person who has an interest in the proposed policy statement that is greater than the interest the general public has. 

I am the local authority for the relevant area.  

mailto:Plan@wcrc.govt.nz


 

PART B: Trade Competition 
As per Schedule 1 of the Resource Management Act 1991, a person who could gain an advantage in trade competition through the submission 

may make a further submission only if directly affected by an effect of the proposed policy statement that: 
a) Adversely affects the environment 

b) Does not relate to trade competition or the effects of trade competition.  

 
Please tick the sentence that applies to you: 

√ I could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission; or 

I could gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission. If you have ticked this box, please select one of the following: 

I am directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of the submission. 

I am not directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of the submission.  
 

 
Service of your further submission  

Please note: any person making a further submission must serve a copy of that submission on the original submitter no later than 5 working days 
after the submission has been provided to the West Coast Regional Council. If you have made a further submission on a number of original 

submissions, then copies of your further submission will need to be served on each original submitter.  

 
Te Rūnanga o Makaawhio support the proposed Plan Change 1 

 
 

Signature: ____________________________________________________________ Date: _____________________________ 
[Signature of person making the further submission, or authorised to sign on behalf of person making the further submission] 
  

(A signature is not required if you make your submission by electronic means) 
 

 
 

PART C: Request to be Heard 

I do not wish to be heard in support of my further submission; or 

√ I do wish to be heard in support of my further submission; and if so, 

I would be prepared to consider presenting my further submission in a joint case with others making a similar further submission at any 

Hearing.  
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