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1. Title

a. Submitters and hearing

Sub No Submitter Status Relief Sought
125.15 Federated Farmers of NZ [oppose  |Amend title to read: "Amenity and
Inc Open Space".
F010.01.15 Federated Farmers (East [support |Support.
Coast) 125.15
F005.08.15 Simon Chaffey support  [This submissions is unrestrictive and
19515 realistic and imposes no financial
' burden.
F030.29.15 W M Dowle support  [This submission is supportive on
12515 ongoing production while preserving
' the environment and rural lifestyle.
b. Decision

Reject the following submission and further submissions:

125.15

F010.01.15

Federated Farmers of NZ Inc

F005.08.15 Simon Chaffey
F030.29.15 W M Dowle

c. Reason

Federated Farmers (East Coast)

It is considered inappropriate to amend the title of the section, as:

1. Amenity issues are covered section 11 of the Plan, and

2. Section 6 of the plan is intended to provide for matters such as public access, open
spaces, community facilities etc. that are best dealt with under the title of “recreation”.

d. Amendments necessary

None.
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2. General

a. Submitters and hearing

Sub No Submitter Status Relief Sought
110.08 Fish & Game Council |oppose |Include reference to the reserves or other
(Nelson/Marlb) public lands held or managed by statutory

bodies such as the Department of
Conservation and Fish and Game.

110.09 Fish & Game Council |oppose |Fish and Game supports the submissions of
(Nelson/Marlb) the Department of Conservation.

b. Decision

Accept the following submissions in part:

110.09 Fish & Game Council (Nelson/Marlb)
110.08 Fish & Game Council (Nelson/Marlb)
c. Reason

1. 110.09 - Fish & Game Council (Nelson/Marlb)

The submission is accepted in part to the extent that some of the Department of
Conservation’s submissions have been accepted.

2. 110.08 - Fish & Game Council (Nelson/Marlb)

The submission is accepted in part to the extent that existing paragraphs 4, 5, 6 and 7 under
6.1 Introduction — Ownership and Management already refer to ownership and management
of reserves and other land.

d. Amendments necessary

None.
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3. 6.1 Introduction

a. Submitters and hearing

Sub No Submitter Status Relief Sought
110.10 Fish & Game Council oppose |Delete the word "coastal” in the first
(Nelson/Marlb) paragraph.
110.11 Fish & Game Council oppose |Delete the word "passive" in the second
(Nelson/Marlb) paragraph.
119.35 Department of support |Add new paragraph after the second
Conservation paragraph describing and naming some
recreation and open space reserves that
are managed by the Department of
Conservation.
119.36 Department of n/a Add after the final paragraph of the
Conservation section  titled  "Ownership  and
Management" text referring to the Plan
recognising the Conservation
Management Strategy, except areas not
part of the Strategy, and to refer to the
primary purpose of conservation land.
119.37 Department of n/a Add at the end of the third paragraph a
Conservation text referring to effects of activities on
surface water on ecological functioning
and habitat, and that the Council is to
ensure that the adverse effects of these
activities are in accordance with s5 of
the RMA.
129.43 Royal Forest & Bird support |Retain.
Protection Society of
NZ
F032.01 Forest & Bird (Central |support |Activities on the surface of waterbodies
Office) 11937 |can have adverse effects.
F023.01.43 R & J King oppose |Requests are unreasonable and
129 43 socialistic and do not add value or
' improvement to the environment.
F009.01.43 Fed Farmers (N2) oppose |Decisions, requests and actions sought
12943 |are generally unjustifiable,
' unreasonable, overly restrictive,
onerous and beyond the scope of the
RMA.
F004.84.43 M & J Syme oppose |F & B submissions are overly restrictive
12943 and in many cases unrealistic adding to
' the bureaucracy.
F005.02.43 Simon Chaffey oppose |The decisions, requests and actions
129.43 sought are unjustifiable, restrictive and
' onerous beyond the scope of the RMA.
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F010.11.43 Federated Farmers oppose |Amendments & actions are excessive -
(East Coast) 129 43 practicalities of enforcement make the

' whole thing impossible.
F028.02.43 Sandy Chaffey oppose |The decisions sought are generally
129 43 unjustifiable, restrictive,  onerous
' beyond the scope & intent of the RMA,

unreasonable and unrealistic.

F030.01.43 W M Dowle oppose |Submission is mostly  restrictive,
129 43 unrealistic & unjustifiable. proposed

changes  would make  farming
impossible.

b. Decision
Accept the following submissions and further submission:

110.10 Fish & Game Council (Nelson/Marlb)
110.11 Fish & Game Council (Nelson/Marlb)
119.37 Department of Conservation

F032.01 Forest & Bird (Central Office)

Accept the following submissions and further submissions in part:

119.35 Department of Conservation
119.36 Department of Conservation
129.43 Royal Forest & Bird Protection Society of NZ

F009.01.43 Fed Farmers (N2Z)

F004.84.43 M & J Syme

F005.02.43 Simon Chaffey

F010.11.43 Federated Farmers (East Coast)
F028.02.43 Sandy Chaffey

F030.01.43 W M Dowle

c. Reason
1. 110.10 - Fish & Game Council (Nelson/Marlb)

It is considered appropriate to provide the relief sought as freshwater fishing is also being
undertaken and the amendment will provide the necessary certainty.

2. 110.11 - Fish & Game Council (Nelson/Marlb)

It is considered appropriate to delete the word “passive”, as both active and passive activities
occur on the surface of lakes. The amendment will therefore result in the text being more
accurate and reflecting the real situation.
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3. 119.37 - Department of Conservation

The amendment is considered necessary to clarify and explain the Council’s duties and
functions under the Act with regard to the surface of waterbodies.

4, 119.35 - Department of Conservation

The submission is accepted in part to the extent that a new paragraph is considered
appropriate to include in this section of the Plan, but that the wording has been changed. The
amendment is considered necessary as it:

(i) Provides the necessary clarification and certainty by clearly distinguishing between the
roles of the Council and the Department of Conservation in relation to reserves; and

(ii) Provides the necessary clarification and certainty about the role of the Department of
Conservation under the Reserves Act, which is different from its role under the
Conservation Act.

5. 119.36 - Department of Conservation
(i) The submission is accepted in part to the extent that the amendment:

e Will provide clarification about the relationship between the Plan and the
Conservation Management Strategy.

e Will further explain the role of the Department of Conservation under the
Conservation Act.

e Will play and important role in education and advocacy.

(if) The submission is however rejected in part in order to be consistent with other decisions
to decline the introduction of a Conservation Zone in the Plan.

(if) As a consequence, it is considered necessary to amend section 1.5 Relationship With
Other Plans and Strategies to include reference to the Conservation Management
Strategy, as the amendment will be consistent with section 74 of the Act.

6. 129.43 - Royal Forest & Bird Protection Society of NZ

The submission is accepted in part to the extent that section 6.1 Introduction is retained but
has been amended as a result of submissions.

d. Amendments necessary

Delete “coastal” from the first sentence under 6.1 Introduction.

2. Delete “passive” from the second to last sentence of the third paragraph under 6.1
Introduction.

3. Add the following sentence to the end of third paragraph under 6.1 Introduction —
Ownership and Management:

“The Department of Conservation manages a range of reserves, of varying sizes and in
many locations throughout the district, for different conservation purposes.”
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4. Add the following at the end of the third paragraph under 6.1 Introduction:

“Activities on the surface of waterbodies may have adverse effects on ecological
functioning and habitat. Council is required to ensure that adverse effects of these
activities are managed in accordance with the purposes and principles of the Act.”

5. Add the following under the last paragraph under 6.1 Introduction - Ownership and
Management:

“Generally, the types of activities and consequently the effects within a reserve are those
indicated by management plans under the above legislation. In the case of lands
managed by the Department of Conservation, the Department has prepared a
Conservation Management Strategy for the Nelson/Marlborough conservancy. The Plan
provides for activities in accordance with the provisions of this strategy. Activities that
are undertaken on conservation lands other than in accordance with this strategy or that
have adverse effects that extend beyond the boundaries of the reserve area are managed
through the provisions of the Plan.”

6. As a consequential amendment, add the following as a fifth bullet point to section 1.5 -
Relationships with Other Plans and Policy Documents:

“ Conservation Management Strategy (Nelson/Marlborough Conservancy)”
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4. 6.2 1ssuel

a. Submitters and hearing

Sub No Submitter Status Relief Sought
119.38 Department of support Retain.
Conservation
129.44 Royal Forest & Bird oppose Amend to read: "The current
Protection Society of NZ availability and distribution of land
and facilities for recreation and
amenity is not adequate for current
and foreseeable needs recreational
needs or residents and visitors."
F028.02.44 Sandy Chaffey oppose The decisions sought are generally
129.44 unjustifiable, restrictive, onerous
' beyond the scope & intent of the
RMA, unreasonable and unrealistic.
F023.01.44 R & J King oppose Requests are unreasonable and
129.44 socialistic and do not add value or
' improvement to the environment.
F009.01.44 Fed Farmers (NZ) oppose Decisions, requests and actions
129.44 sought are generally unjustifiable,
' unreasonable, overly restrictive,
onerous and beyond the scope of the
RMA.
F030.01.44 W M Dowle oppose Submission is mostly restrictive,
129.44 unrealistic & unjustifiable.
' proposed changes would make
farming impossible.
F005.02.44 Simon Chaffey oppose The decisions, requests and actions
129,44 sought are unjustifiable, restrictive
' and onerous beyond the scope of the
RMA.
F004.84.44 M & J Syme oppose F & B submissions are overly
restrictive and in many cases
129.44 unrealistic adding to the
bureaucracy.
F010.11.44 Federated Farmers (East |oppose Amendments &  actions are
Coast) 129 44 excessive -  practicalities  of
' enforcement make the whole thing
impossible.
b. Decision

Accept the following submission and further submissions:

119.38

F028.02.44

Department of Conservation

Sandy Chaffey
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F023.01.44 R & JKing

F009.01.44 Fed Farmers (NZ)

F030.01.44 W M Dowle

F005.02.44 Simon Chaffey

F004.84.44 M & J Syme

F010.11.44 Federated Farmers (East Coast)

Reject the following submission:
129.44 Royal Forest & Bird Protection Society of NZ

c. Reason
1. 119.38 - Department of Conservation
Support for the issue is acknowledged.

2. 129.44 - Royal Forest & Bird Protection Society of NZ

It is not considered appropriate to amend the issue as suggested, as the issue simply is not the
“inadequate availability” of land for open spaces but rather the distribution of land for the
purposes of open spaces and recreation in an equitable manner.

d. Amendments necessary
None.
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5. 6.2.1 Objective 1

a. Submitters and hearing

Sub No Submitter Status Relief Sought
119.39 Department of support Retain.
Conservation
129.45 Royal Forest &  [Oppose Amend to read: "To provide for a range open
Bird Protection space and recreational areas and facilities that
Society of NZ are equitably distributed or conveniently
located throughout the district to meet the
diverse needs of residents and visitors."
F023.01.45 |R & JKing oppose Requests are unreasonable and socialistic and
do not add value or improvement to the
129.45 .
environment.
F004.84.45 |M & J Syme oppose F & B submissions are overly restrictive and
129 45 in many cases unrealistic adding to the
' bureaucracy.
F030.01.45 |W M Dowle oppose Submission is mostly restrictive, unrealistic &
129 45 unjustifiable. Proposed changes would make
' farming impossible.
F010.11.45 |Federated oppose Amendments & actions are excessive -
Farmers (East 129 45 practicalities of enforcement make the whole
Coast) ' thing impossible.
F009.01.45 |Fed Farmers oppose Decisions, requests and actions sought are
(N2) generally unjustifiable, unreasonable, overly
129.45 L
restrictive, onerous and beyond the scope of
the RMA.
F005.02.45 |Simon Chaffey oppose The decisions, requests and actions sought are
129 45 unjustifiable, restrictive and onerous beyond
' the scope of the RMA.
F028.02.45 |Sandy Chaffey oppose The decisions sought are generally
129.45 unjustifiable, restrictive, onerous beyond the
' scope & intent of the RMA, unreasonable and
unrealistic.
b. Decision

Accept the following submissions in part:

119.39
129.45

Department of Conservation
Royal Forest & Bird Protection Society of NZ

Reject the following further submissions in part:

F023.01.45
F004.84.45

R & J King
M & J Syme
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F030.01.45 W M Dowle

F010.11.45 Federated Farmers (East Coast)
F009.01.45 Fed Farmers (NZ)

F005.02.45 Simon Chaffey

F028.02.45 Sandy Chaffey

c. Reason
1. 129.45 - Royal Forest & Bird Protection Society of NZ

The amendment is considered appropriate as it provides clarity and certainty without altering
the intent of the objective. However, it is considered necessary to amend the wording slightly
by deleting the words “for a range of” for the following reasons:

(i) It is considered superfluous, as the words “meet the diverse needs of residents and
visitors™ already imply a diversity of open space, recreational areas and facilities.

(i) 1t does not add any value to the objective in terms of effectiveness and efficiency.

2. 119.39 - Department of Conservation

The submission is accepted in part to the extent that its wording has been amended as a result
of submissions.

d. Amendments necessary
Amend 6.2.1 Objective 1 to read as follows:

“To provide open space, recreational areas and facilities that are equitably distributed or
conveniently located throughout the district to meet the diverse needs of residents and
visitors.”
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6. 6.2.2 Policy 2 (d)

a. Submitters and hearing

Sub No Submitter Status Relief Sought

110.12 Fish & Game Council  |oppose Include linkage for other forms of
(Nelson/Marlb) recreation.

b. Decision

Accept submission 110.12 Fish & Game Council (Nelson/Marlb)

c. Reason

It is considered appropriate to encompass access in general rather than being limited to links
associated with walkways and cycleways.

d. Amendments necessary
Amend 6.2.2 Policy 2(d) to read as follows:

“ the role of land in providing access linkages, for example, walkway and cycleway links.”
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7. 6.2.2 Policy 2 (q)

a. Submitters and hearing

Sub No Submitter Status Relief Sought
110.13 Fish & Game Council (Nelson/Marlb) support None sought.
b. Decision

Accept submission 110.13 Fish & Game Council (Nelson/Marlb)

c. Reason

Support for the policy is acknowledged.

d. Amendments necessary

None.
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8. 6.2.2 Policy 2 (i)

a. Submitters and hearing

Sub No Submitter Status [Relief Sought
110.14 Fish & Game Council (Nelson/Marlb) support |None sought.
b. Decision

Accept submission 110.14 Fish & Game Council (Nelson/Marlb)

c. Reason

Support for the policy is acknowledged.

d. Amendments necessary

None.
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9. 6.2.2 Policy 2 (h)

a. Submitters and hearing

Sub No Submitter Status Relief Sought
110.15 Fish & Game Council |oppose |Include the natural character of rivers,
(Nelson/Marlb) streams and lakes as well as the coast.
b. Decision

Accept submission 110.15 Fish & Game Council (Nelson/Marlb)

c. Reason

It is considered appropriate to provide the relief sought, as the amendment will more
accurately reflect section 6(a) of the Act, which includes other waterbodies.

d. Amendments necessary

Amend 6.2.2 Policy 2(h) to read as follows:
“ any effect of the recreational area on the natural character of the coastal
environment, wetlands, lakes and rivers and their margins;”
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10. 6.2.2 Policy 2 (j)

a. Submitters and hearing

Sub No Submitter Status Relief Sought
131.19 NZ Historic Places Trust support |Retain.
F010.14.19 |Federated Farmers (East |oppose [Restrictions on archaeological sites
Coast) that may not exist is ridiculous - more
131.19 L A
consultation/investigation is needed.
b. Decision

Accept submission 131.19 NZ Historic Places Trust

Reject submission F010.14.19 Federated Farmers (East Coast)

c. Reason

1. Support for the policy is acknowledged.

2. The policy is considered necessary, as it will give effect to the objective, which in turn is
considered the most appropriate way to achieve the purpose of the Act.

d. Amendments necessary

None.

D sec 6




Proposed Kaikoura District Plan
Decisions for Section 6 —Recreation and Open Space

11. 6.2.2 Policy 3

a. Submitters and hearing

Sub No Submitter Status Relief Sought
110.16 Fish & Game Council oppose |[Include the provision of access to and along
(Nelson/Marlb) water bodies of value or potential value to

the public for public access, or for
environmental protection.

b. Decision
Accept submission 110.16 Fish & Game Council (Nelson/Marlb)

c. Reason

The maintenance and enhancement of public access to waterbodies and the coastal marine
area as a matter of national importance under the Act is acknowledged. However, the
provision of access to waterbodies is considered adequately provided for in objective 6.4.1
and the policies under 6.4.2. In terms of effectiveness, it is considered best to provide for the
requirement of financial and/or reserve contributions as an implementation method under
6.4.3. This will provide the necessary link with, for example, existing rules 14.6(5) and
14.6(6) that require financial/reserve contributions towards access whenever subdivision or
development occurs within the district. It should however be noted that financial and/or
reserve contributions are no longer levied in terms of the Act, but are levied under the Local
Government Act 2002.

d. Amendments necessary
Add the following new implementation method to 6.4.3 to read as follows:

“  The requirement of financial and/or reserve contributions towards public access whenever
subdivision or development occurs within the District.”
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12. 6.2.2 Policy 3

a. Submitters and hearing

Sub No Submitter Status Relief Sought

131.20 NZ Historic Places Trust oppose |Add new clause 3(d):" the
protection of heritage features."

F010.14.20 |Federated Farmers (East Coast) |oppose |Restrictions on archaeological
131.20 sites that may not exist is _
ridiculous — more consultation /
investigation is needed.

b. Decision
Reject submission 131.20 NZ Historic Places Trust
Accept further submission F010.14.20 Federated Farmers (East Coast)

c. Reason

It is not considered appropriate to include the relief sought, as the purposes for reserve
contributions do not include the enhancement or protection of heritage features.

d. Amendments necessary

None.
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13. 6.2.2 Policy 5

a. Submitter and hearing

Sub No Submitter Status Relief Sought
125.16 Federated Farmers of  |oppose |Amend to read: "....and developments
NZ Inc within the geographic area in which the
activity occurred for the ...."
F010.01.16 |Federated Farmers support  [Support.
(East Coast) 19516
F005.08.16 |Simon Chaffey support  [This submissions is unrestrictive and
19516 realistic and imposes no financial burden.
F030.29.16 |W M Dowle support  [This submission is supportive on ongoing
125.16 production  while  preserving  the
' environment and rural lifestyle.
F032.02 Forest & Bird (Central [oppose |Unclear how "geographic area"
Office) 195.16 defined.
b. Decision

Reject the following submission and further submissions:

125.16
F010.01.16
F005.08.16

F030.29.16 W M Dowle

Accept the following submissions:

F032.02

c. Reason

Simon Chaffey

Federated Farmers of NZ Inc

Federated Farmers (East Coast)

Forest & Bird (Central Office)

The suggestion that the reserves should be created in the same geographical area as the

development is considered to have some merit, however this may not always apply. For
example, a reserve contribution taken for a multi-lot subdivision in Kaikoura township may
be more appropriately spent on developing a reserve along the foreshore, than developing or

enhancing a reserve in town.

This is considered consistent with Council’s other documents and plans that promote the
principle of integrated management of resources and sustainability. It is therefore considered

more effective and efficient to retain a flexible approach.

the method is retained as is.

d. Amendments necessary

None.

To retain this type of flexibility,
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14. 6.2.2 All Policies

a. Submitters and hearing

Sub No Submitter Status Relief Sought
119.40 Department of support  [Retain. Support in particular Policy 2
Conservation (9), (h), (i), and (j).
129.46 Royal Forest & Bird support  |Retain.
Protection Society of
NZ
F023.01.46 |[R & JKing oppose  |Requests are unreasonable and
129 46 socialistic and do not add value or
' improvement to the environment.
F009.01.46 |Fed Farmers (NZ) oppose  |Decisions, requests and actions sought
12946 |T® generally unjustifiable,
' unreasonable, overly restrictive,
onerous and beyond the scope of the
RMA.
F010.11.46 |Federated Farmers oppose  |Amendments & actions are excessive -
(East Coast) 129 46 practicalities of enforcement make the
' whole thing impossible.
F028.02.46 |Sandy Chaffey oppose |The decisions sought are generally
129.46 unjustifiable,  restrictive,  onerous
' beyond the scope & intent of the RMA,
unreasonable and unrealistic.
F005.02.46  [Simon Chaffey oppose |The decisions, requests and actions
129.46 sought are unjustifiable, restrictive and
' onerous beyond the scope of the RMA.
F004.84.46 |M & J Syme oppose  |F & B submissions are overly restrictive
129 46 and in many cases unrealistic adding to
' the bureaucracy.
F030.01.46 |W M Dowle oppose  [Submission is  mostly  restrictive,
129 46 unrealistic & unjustifiable. Proposed
' changes  would make  farming
impossible.
b. Decision
Accept the following submissions in part:
119.40 Department of Conservation
129.46 Royal Forest & Bird Protection Society of NZ
Reject the following further submissions:
F023.01.46 R & J King
F009.01.46 Fed Farmers (NZ2)
F010.11.46 Federated Farmers (East Coast)
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F028.02.46
F005.02.46
F004.84.46
F030.01.46

c. Reason

Sandy Chaffey
Simon Chaffey
M & J Syme
W M Dowle

The policies are considered necessary and the most appropriate way to give effect to the
objective, which in turn is considered to be the most appropriate way to achieve the purpose
of the Act. The submissions are therefore accepted in part to the extent that all the policies
are retained, albeit with some amendments to enhance them.

d. Amendments necessary

None.
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15. 6.2.3 Implementation Methods

a. Submitters and hearing

Sub No Submitter Status Relief Sought

113.05 |Crown Public Health  |oppose |Amend method 4(a) to read: "...and facilities
such as potable drinking water supplies and
public toilet/effluent treatment and disposal
systems, within the District"

110.17 |Fish & Game Council |oppose |Add to method 3 the setting aside of access
(Nelson/Marlb) strips.

119.45 |Department of support  [Retain methods.
Conservation

V20.02 |Department of support |Retain the proposed amendment to method 2.
Conservation

b. Decision
Accept the following submissions:
113.05 Crown Public Health

Accept the following submissions in part:

119.45 Department of Conservation
110.17 Fish & Game Council (Nelson/Marlb)
Vv20.02 Department of Conservation

c. Reason

1. 113.05 - Crown Public Health

It is considered appropriate to add the provision of public facilities to the implementation
methods, as the Council does make provision for public facilities of the kind contemplated.
It will also be consistent with policy 6.2.2(4).

2. 119.45 — Department of Conservation

The submission is accepted to the extent that the methods are retained, albeit amended as a
result of submissions and Variation 2 to the Plan.

3. 110.17 - Fish & Game Council (Nelson/Marlb)

It is considered appropriate to provide for the setting aside of access strips as an
implementation method, as it will give effect to the policies. The amendment will also
ensure more consistency and integration with implementation method 6.4.3(2).

4. V20.02 - Department of Conservation

Support for the method as amended by Variation 2 to the Plan is acknowledged.
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d. Amendments necessary
Amend 6.2.3 Implementation Method 4(a) to read as follows:

“...and facilities, such as potable drinking water supplies and public toilet/effluent
treatment and disposal systems, within the District.”

2. Amend 6.2.3 Implementation Method 3 to read as follows:

“ The setting aside of esplanade reserves, esplanade strips and access strips.”
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16. 6.3 Issue 2

a. Submitters and hearing

Sub No

Submitter

Status

Relief Sought

113.42

Crown Public Health

support

Retain.

113.45

Crown Public Health

support

Retain fourth paragraph.

119.49

Department of
Conservation

support

Retain.

129.48

Royal Forest & Bird
Protection Society of NZ

support

None sought.

132.10

Canterbury Regional
Council

oppose

Replace the first paragraph explaining
that RMA allows the Council to control
activities on the surface of waterways,
which are complementary to Maritime
Rules administered by the Maritime
Safety Authority and Bylaws made by
Environment Canterbury.

13211

Canterbury Regional
Council

oppose

Replace the last sentence of the third
paragraph with: "For this reason, the
Council will continue to support the
application and enforcement of
Maritime Rules and Navigation Safety
Bylaws."

132.12

Canterbury Regional
Council

oppose

Add "Maritime Rules and Navigation
Safety Bylaws can only regulate and
control vessels for safety or navigation
reasons or to prevent nuisances.
Additional district rules may at some
time be needed to protect habitat
values." to the fourth paragraph.

F004.84.48

M & J Syme

oppose
129.48

F & B submissions are overly restrictive
and in many cases unrealistic adding to
the bureaucracy.

F009.01.48

Fed Farmers (NZ)

oppose
129.48

Decisions, requests and actions sought
are generally unjustifiable,
unreasonable, overly restrictive,
onerous and beyond the scope of the
RMA.

F030.01.48

W M Dowle

oppose
129.48

restrictive,
proposed
farming

Submission is  mostly
unrealistic & unjustifiable.
changes  would make
impossible.

F028.02.48

Sandy Chaffey

oppose
129.48

The decisions sought are generally
unjustifiable, restrictive,  onerous
beyond the scope & intent of the RMA,
unreasonable and unrealistic.
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F023.01.48 |R & JKing oppose |Requests are unreasonable and
129 48 socialistic and do not add value or
' improvement to the environment.
F010.11.48 |Federated Farmers (East |oppose [Amendments & actions are excessive -
Coast) 129.48 practicalities of enforcement make the
' whole thing impossible.
F005.02.48 |Simon Chaffey oppose |The decisions, requests and actions
129 48 sought are unjustifiable, restrictive and
' onerous beyond the scope of the RMA.
F032.03 Forest & Bird (Central  [support |[Integration of recreation management
Office) 13210 with resource management is important
' for protection of biodiversity.
b. Decision

Accept the following submissions and further submission in part:

132.10 Canterbury Regional Council

132.11 Canterbury Regional Council

132.12 Canterbury Regional Council

F032.03 Forest & Bird (Central Office)

113.42 Crown Public Health

113.45 Crown Public Health

119.49 Department of Conservation

129.48 Royal Forest & Bird Protection Society of NZ

Reject the following further submissions in part:
F004.84.48 M & J Syme
F009.01.48 Fed Farmers (N2)
F030.01.48 W M Dowle
F028.02.48 Sandy Chaffey
F023.01.48 R & JKing
F010.11.48 Federated Farmers (East Coast)
F005.02.48 Simon Chaffey

c. Reason

1. 132.10 - Canterbury Regional Council; 132.11 - Canterbury Regional Council;
132.12 - Canterbury Regional Council

It is considered appropriate to accept the submissions, as the relief sought are technically
correct and better reflect the current situation. It is further considered to be in the best
interest of integrated management. The amended text will also provide clarification and will
improve certainty, as it clearly distinguishes between the roles of the two Councils. It is also
considered necessary to make a consequential amendment to the third paragraph under 6.1
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Introduction to make it clear that the Water Recreation Regulations 1979 have been
superseded by Maritime Rule Part 91 made under the Maritime Transport Act 1994 and that
the Regional Council’s Navigation Safety Bylaws are made in accordance with Maritime Rule
Part 91.

2. 113.42 - Crown Public Health; 113.45 - Crown Public Health; 119.49 - Department
of Conservation and 129.48 - Royal Forest & Bird Protection Society of NZ

Support for issue is acknowledged. The submissions are accepted in part to the extent that
the issue is retained but has been amended as a result of submissions.

d. Amendments necessary

Replace the second sentence of the first paragraph of the Explanation and Reasons under
6.3 with the following:

“These powers are complementary to Maritime Rules administered by the Maritime
Safety Authority and Navigation Safety Bylaws made by the Regional Council, which
control the speed and operation of motorised and other craft on the District’s navigable
waters.”

2. Replace the last sentence of the third paragraph of the Explanation and Reasons under
6.3 with the following:

"For this reason, the Council will continue to support the application and enforcement of
the Maritime Rules and any Navigation Safety Bylaws."

3. Add the following to the fourth paragraph of the Explanations and Reasons under 6.3:

"Maritime Rules and Navigation Safety Bylaws can only regulate and control vessels for
safety or navigation reasons or to prevent nuisances. The Plan contains district-wide
rules to control effects of activities on the environment.”

4. As a consequential amendment, replace the second sentence of the third paragraph
under 6.1 Introduction with the following:

“Maritime Rule Part 91 made under the Maritime Transport Act 1994 superseded the
Water Recreation Regulations 1979. The Regional Council’s Navigation Safety Bylaws,
made in accordance with Maritime Rule Part 91, regulate and control the use of vessels
on navigable waters.”
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17. 6.3.1 Objective 2

a. Submitters and hearing

Sub No Submitter Status Relief Sought
113.43 Crown Public support  [Retain.
Health
110.18 Fish & Game Council |support |None sought.
(Nelson/Marlb)
119.50 Department of support  [Amend to read: "To provide for activities
Conservation on the surface of water where adverse
effects on other activities and on
amenity, ecological functioning and
habitat values are adequately avoided,
remedied or mitigated."
129.49 Royal Forest & Bird support  [None sought.
Protection Society of
NZ
130.14 Tourism Industry Assn |support |None sought.
NZ
F009.01.49 |Fed Farmers (NZ) oppose  |Decisions, requests and actions sought
12949 |are generally unjustifiable,
' unreasonable, overly restrictive, onerous
and beyond the scope of the RMA.
F004.84.49 |M & J Syme oppose |F & B submissions are overly restrictive
129.49 and in many cases unrealistic adding to
' the bureaucracy.
F028.02.49 [Sandy Chaffey oppose |The decisions sought are generally
129.49 unjustifiable, restrictive, onerous beyond
) the scope & intent of the RMA,
unreasonable and unrealistic.
F005.02.49 [Simon Chaffey oppose |The decisions, requests and actions
129.49 sought are unjustifiable, restrictive and
' onerous beyond the scope of the RMA.
F023.01.49 |R & JKing oppose  |Requests are unreasonable  and
129.49 socialistic and do not add value or
' improvement to the environment.
F010.11.49 |Federated Farmers oppose  |Amendments & actions are excessive -
(East Coast) 129.49 practicalities of enforcement make the
' whole thing impossible.
F030.01.49 |W M Dowle oppose  |Submission is  mostly  restrictive,
129.49 unrealistic & unjustifiable.  proposed
' changes would make farming impossible.
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b. Decision
Accept the following submission:

119.50 Department of Conservation

Accept the following submissions in part:

113.43 Crown Public Health

110.18 Fish & Game Council (Nelson/Marlb)

129.49 Royal Forest & Bird Protection Society of NZ
130.14 Tourism Industry Assn NZ

Reject the following further submissions:
F009.01.49 Fed Farmers (NZ)
F004.84.49 M & J Syme
F028.02.49 Sandy Chaffey
F005.02.49 Simon Chaffey
F023.01.49 R &JKing
F010.11.49 Federated Farmers (East Coast)
F030.01.49 W M Dowle

c. Reason
1. 119.50 - Department of Conservation

The relief sought is considered appropriate, as it provides clarity and enhances certainty as to
what the objective is trying to achieve.

2. 113.43 - Crown Public Health; 110.18 - Fish & Game Council (Nelson/Marlb);
129.49 - Royal Forest & Bird Protection Society of NZ; 130.14 - Tourism Industry
Assn NZ

The submissions are accepted to the extent that the objective is retained but amended as a
result of submission 119.50.

d. Amendments necessary
Amend 6.3.1 Objective 2 to read as follows:

“To provide for activities on the surface of water where adverse effects on other activities
and on amenity, ecological functioning, and habitat values are adequately avoided,
remedied or mitigated.”
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18. 6.3.2 Policy 1

a. Submitters and hearing

Sub No Submitter Status Relief Sought
113.44 Crown Public Health support Retain.
119.51 Department of Conservation support Retain.
130.15 Tourism Industry Assn NZ support None sought.
b. Decision

Accept the following submissions:

113.44
119.51
130.15

c. Reason

Crown Public Health
Department of Conservation
Tourism Industry Assn NZ

Support for the policy is acknowledged.

d. Amendments necessary

None.
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19. 6.3.2 Policy 2

a. Submitters and hearing

Sub No Submitter Status Relief Sought

119.52  [Department of Conservation |support |Retain.

130.16  |Tourism Industry Assn NZ oppose |Amend to read: "..passive, and /or
commercial or recreational activities."

b. Decision

Accept the following submissions in part:

130.16 Tourism Industry Association NZ
119.52 Department of Conservation
c. Reason

1. 119.52 — Department of Conservation

The submission is accepted in part to the extent that the policy is retained but the wording has
been amended as a result of submissions.

2. 130.16 — Tourism Industry Association NZ

It is noted that the definition of “recreation activity” excludes commercial activities. It is
therefore considered appropriate to make provision within the policy framework for
commercial activities on the surface of water, as rules to manage the effects of those activities
exist. However, the deletion of the reference to ‘active and passive’ recreation in order to
reflect activities in a more generic sense is considered the most appropriate way to achieve
this. This will be consistent with other decisions. It is also considered more consistent with
the associated issue, objective, implementation methods and the explanation and reasons.

d. Amendments necessary
Amend 6.3.2 Policy 2 to read as follows:

“To enable residents and visitors to the District to utilise the District’s lakes and rivers for a
range of activities.”
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20. 6.3.2 Policy 3

a. Submitters and hearing

Sub No Submitter Status Relief Sought
095.02 Bill Edwards oppose |Include the use of riparian plantings to control
runoff.
119.53 Department of support |Amend to read: "To protect the habitat and
Conservation cultural values of surface water bodies, in

particular Lake Rotorua and Lake Rotoiti."

130.17  |Tourism Industry support  |None sought.

Assn NZ
F021.76 |Department of support |Support the use of such a generally useful
Conservation method.

095.02

F038.11 |Te Runanga o Ngai |support |Suggested rewording will provide clarification.
Tahu / Kaikoura 119.53

b. Decision

Accept the following submission and further submission:
119.53 Department of Conservation
F038.11 Te Runanga o Ngai Tahu / Kaikoura

Accept the following submissions and further submission in part:

095.02 Bill Edwards

130.17 Tourism Industry Assn NZ

F021.76 Department of Conservation
c. Reason

1. 119.53 — Department of Conservation

The suggested wording in the relief sought is accepted, as it is more consistent with what the
objective is trying to achieve and it provides clarity and improves certainty.

2. 095.02 - Bill Edwards

It is considered appropriate to accept the relief sought to the extent that the suggestion has
merit and value as a practical non-regulatory method, especially in terms of education and
advocacy. However, to increase its effectiveness and to enhance certainty, it is considered
more appropriate to include it as a stand-alone policy. Consequential amendments are
considered necessary to provide clarification and certainty to plan users.

3. 130.17 — Tourism Industry Assn NZ

The submission is accepted in part to the extent that the policy is retained albeit amended as a
result of submissions.
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d. Amendments necessary
Add the following new policy to 6.3.2:

“To encourage the use of riparian plantings in and along the margins of waterbodies to
control surface runoff.”

2. Amend 6.3.2 Policy 3 to read as follows:

“To protect the habitat and cultural values of the surface of waterbodies, in particular
lake Rotorua and lake Rotoiti.”

Consequential amendments:
1. Add the following under 6.3.3 Implementation Methods and renumber as necessary:
“2. Education and advocacy supporting the use of riparian planting.

2. Amend the last sentence under Explanation and Reasons to read as follows:

“Lakes Rotorua and Rotoiti are of particularly significant conservation value and
cultural value. It is important that these values are retained. Methods such as planting
of riparian areas are a useful non-regulatory method of protecting the values of the
District’s waterbodies.”

D sec 6 6-31



Proposed Kaikoura District Plan

Decisions for Section 6 —Recreation and Open Space

21. 6.3.2 All Policies

a. Submitters and hearing

Sub No Submitter Status Relief Sought
110.19 Fish & Game Council |oppose |Policies need to acknowledge the
(Nelson/Marlb) possible conflict between different
recreational uses and the means to
resolve or avoid those conflicts; add
rules so that commercial and/or
motorised activities on surface waters
be discretionary.
129.50 Royal Forest & Bird support  [None sought.
Protection Society of
NZ
F035.06 Tourism Industry oppose |[Making all surface water activities
Association 11019 discretionary will add a further layer of
' costs for no specific outcome.
F004.84.50 M & J Syme oppose |F & B submissions are overly restrictive
129,50 and in many cases unrealistic adding to
' the bureaucracy.
F028.02.50 Sandy Chaffey oppose [The decisions sought are generally
129,50 unjustifiable,  restrictive,  onerous
' beyond the scope & intent of the RMA,
unreasonable and unrealistic.
F023.01.50 R & JKing oppose |Requests are unreasonable and
129,50 socialistic and do not add value or
' improvement to the environment.
F030.01.50 W M Dowle oppose [Submission is  mostly  restrictive,
129,50 unrealistic & unjustifiable. Proposed
' changes would make farming
impossible.
F010.11.50 Federated Farmers oppose |Amendments & actions are excessive -
(East Coast) 129,50 practicalities of enforcement make the
' whole thing impossible.
F009.01.50 Fed Farmers (NZ) oppose |Decisions, requests and actions sought
12950 |are generally unjustifiable,
' unreasonable, overly restrictive,
onerous and beyond the scope of the
RMA.
F005.02.50 Simon Chaffey oppose |The decisions, requests and actions
129,50 sought are unjustifiable, restrictive and
' onerous beyond the scope of the RMA.
b. Decision

Accept the following submissions in part:
129.50

Royal Forest & Bird Protection Society of NZ
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110.19 Fish & Game Council (Nelson/Marlb)

Reject the following further submissions in part:
F035.06 Tourism Industry Association
F004.84.50 M & J Syme
F028.02.50 Sandy Chaffey
F023.01.50 R & J King
F030.01.50 W M Dowle
F010.11.50 Federated Farmers (East Coast)
F009.01.50 Fed Farmers (N2)

F005.02.50 Simon Chaffey

c. Reason
1. 129.50 - Royal Forest & Bird Protection Society of NZ

The submission is accepted in part to the extent that the policies are retained, albeit amended
as a result of submissions.

2. 110.19 - Fish & Game Council (Nelson/Marlb)

It is considered that the issue of conflict is adequately provided for in Policy 1, which
recognises effects of activities on each other, and no additional policies are therefore
considered necessary. In respect of that part of the submission relating to rules, it has been
decided in section 22 (Table 22.7) and under 6.3.3 Implementation Methods that the rules
controlling activities on the surface of water be separated from the zone rules, and that they be
strengthened. It is considered that this will go some way to provide the necessary relief as
sought and the submission is therefore accepted in part.

d. Amendments necessary
As per 6.3.3 Implementation Methods and Section 22 - Table 22.7
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22. 6.3.3 Method 1

a. Submitters and hearing

Sub No Submitter Status Relief Sought
110.20 Fish & Game support  |None sought.
Council
(Nelson/Marlb)
129.51 Royal Forest & Bird [support |None sought.
Protection Society of
NZ
132.08 Canterbury Regional [oppose |Delete Method 6.3.3.1 and amend the third
Council paragraph of the Explanation and Reasons
by deleting the second sentence if the
District Council does not intend to have any
rules controlling activities on the surface of
the water.
F009.01.51 |Fed Farmers (NZ) oppose |Decisions, requests and actions sought are
12951 generally  unjustifiable,  unreasonable,
' overly restrictive, onerous and beyond the
scope of the RMA.
F010.11.51 |Federated Farmers |oppose |Amendments & actions are excessive -
(East Coast) 12951 practicalities of enforcement make the whole
' thing impossible.
F028.02.51 |Sandy Chaffey oppose |The decisions sought are generally
12951 unjustifiable, restrictive, onerous beyond the
' scope & intent of the RMA, unreasonable
and unrealistic.
F005.02.51 |Simon Chaffey oppose |The decisions, requests and actions sought
12951 |&re unjustifiable, restrictive and onerous
' beyond the scope of the RMA.
F004.84.51 |M & J Syme oppose [F & B submissions are overly restrictive
12951 and in many cases unrealistic adding to the
' bureaucracy.
F023.01.51 |R & JKing oppose |Requests are unreasonable and socialistic
12951 and do not add value or improvement to the
' environment.
F030.01.51 (W M Dowle oppose  [Submission is mostly restrictive, unrealistic
129,51 & unjustifiable. proposed changes would
' make farming impossible.
b. Decision

Accept the following submissions:

110.20
129.51

Fish & Game Council (Nelson/Marlb)
Royal Forest & Bird Protection Society of NZ
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Reject the following submission and further submissions:

132.08

F009.01.51
F010.11.51
F028.02.51
F005.02.51
F004.84.51
F023.01.51
F030.01.51

c. Reason

Canterbury Regional Council
Fed Farmers (NZ)

Federated Farmers (East Coast)
Sandy Chaffey

Simon Chaffey

M & J Syme

R & J King

W M Dowle

1. 132.08 - Canterbury Regional Council

Submission 132.08 is not considered accurate in its assessment that the Plan does not contain
any rules controlling the activities on the surface of water, as they are provided for as
restricted discretionary activities in Table 22.7. It has however been decided to separate the
rules controlling activities on the surface of water from the zone rules, and to strengthen them.
This will provide more certainty to plan users and will simplify the administration of the Plan.

2. 110.20 - Fish & Game Council (Nelson/Marlb) & 129.51 - Royal Forest & Bird
Protection Society of NZ

Support for the method is acknowledged.

d. Amendments necessary

None.
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23. 6.3.3 Method 2

a. Submitters and hearing

Sub No Submitter Status Relief Sought
110.21 Fish & Game Council |oppose Include a specific mention of Fish and
(Nelson/Marlb) Game's involvement with habitat and
recreational interests in the Kaikoura
Lakes.
b. Decision

Accept submission 110.21 Fish & Game Council (Nelson/Marlb)

c. Reason

It is considered appropriate to make specific mention of Fish & Game in this regard, as it has
a statutory role as a Crown entity in relation to the Act.

d. Amendments necessary

Amend 6.3.3 Implementation Method 2(a) to read as follows:

...and work with the Department, Te Runanga o Ngai Tahu, and specific interest groups

such as the Fish & Game Council to ensure...”
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24. 6.3.3 Method 2 (b)

a. Submitters and hearing

Sub Submitter Status Relief Sought
110.22 |Fish & Game support |Include a provision for resolving the effects of
Council activities on the surface of water bodies on other
(Nelson/Marlb) recreational users or the environment.

119.54 |Department of |support |Delete from 2 (b) "Continue to support" and add at end
Conservation of paragraph: "..water bodies to ensure that the
adverse effects of these activities on amenity and
habitat values are adequately avoided, remedied or

mitigated."
132.09 |Canterbury oppose |Amend to read: "Support the provisions of Maritime
Regional Rules administered and enforced by the Maritime
Council Safety Authority and Bylaws made by Environment

Canterbury to regulate and control the use of vessels
on navigable waters."

b. Decision
Accept the following submissions in part:
132.09 Canterbury Regional Council

119.54 Department of Conservation

Reject the following submissions:
110.22 Fish & Game Council (Nelson/Marlb)

c. Reason
1. 132.09 - Canterbury Regional Council

The submission is accepted in part to the extent that the relief sought is granted, however the
wording has been changed to better reflect the current situation.  The amendment is
considered appropriate, as it is consistent with other related decisions.

2. 119.54 - Department of Conservation

The submission is rejected in part, as the words “continue to support” reflect the current
situation.  Furthermore, method 2(b) relates to Maritime Rules and Navigation Safety
Bylaws, which do not control effects on the natural and physical environment.  The
submission is accepted in part to the extent that these are provided for in method 2(a). The
Maritime Rules and Navigation Safety Bylaws regulate navigation safety on inland waters
and are primarily concerned about the health, safety and welfare of people in that respect.

3. 110.22 - Fish & Game Council (Nelson/Marlb)
The submission is rejected, as implementation method 1 already provides the relief sought.
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d. Amendments necessary
Amend 6.3.3 Implementation Method 2(b) to read as follows:

“Continue to support the provisions of Maritime Rules administered and enforced by the
Maritime Safety Authority and Navigation Safety Bylaws made by the Regional Council to
regulate and control the use of vessels on navigable waters.”
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25. 6.3.3 Implementation Methods

a. Submitters and hearing

Sub No Submitter Status Relief Sought
129.52 Royal Forest & Bird [N/a Add new method for Council to identify
Protection Society of waterways that are appropriate for
NZ motorised craft, and those that are not; add
rules to prohibit jet skis on all estuaries and
freshwater waterways, include these rules
in appropriate sections in Plan.
F028.02.52 |Sandy Chaffey oppose |The decisions sought are generally
129 52 unjustifiable, restrictive, onerous beyond
' the scope & intent of the RMA,
unreasonable and unrealistic.
F023.01.52 |R & JKing oppose |Requests are unreasonable and socialistic
129 52 and do not add value or improvement to
' the environment.
F030.01.52 |W M Dowle oppose |Submission is mostly restrictive, unrealistic
129 52 & unjustifiable. proposed changes would
' make farming impossible.
F009.01.52 |Fed Farmers (NZ) oppose |Decisions, requests and actions sought are
12952 generally  unjustifiable, unreasonable,
' overly restrictive, onerous and beyond the
scope of the RMA.
F005.02.52 |Simon Chaffey oppose |The decisions, requests and actions sought
1295 |are unjustifiable, restrictive and onerous
' beyond the scope of the RMA.
F010.11.52 |Federated Farmers |oppose |Amendments & actions are excessive -
(East Coast) 12952 practicalities of enforcement make the
' whole thing impossible.
F004.84.52 |M & J Syme oppose |F & B submissions are overly restrictive
129 52 and in many cases unrealistic adding to the
' bureaucracy.
b. Decision

Accept the following submission in part:

129.52

Reject the following submissions:

F028.02.52 Sandy Chaffey
F023.01.52 R & JKing
F030.01.52 W M Dowle
F009.01.52 Fed Farmers (NZ)
F005.02.52 Simon Chaffey

Royal Forest & Bird Protection Society of NZ
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F010.11.52 Federated Farmers (East Coast)
F004.84.52 M & J Syme

c. Reason

In terms of a new method to identify waterways that are appropriate for motorised craft, it has
been explained in an earlier decision that Method 1 provides the necessary relief. Another
method is therefore considered unnecessary. Provision of rules to control the effects of
activities on the surface of water is consistent with Council’s functions and powers under
section 6, 7 and 8 of the Act. Previously, the Plan controlled the effects of activities on
the surface of water through its rules in section 22. (Rural Zone). However, it is considered
appropriate to include separate, specific rules in the Plan to manage effects of activities on the
surface of waterbodies. It is considered that the creation of district wide rules collectively
with the recommended changes to Section 22 — Table 22.7 will simplify the interpretation of
the Plan, thereby providing certainty to plan users. It is also considered more effective and
efficient to include the rules within the same section that provides the necessary policy
framework. To this end the better and more relevant option is considered to be Section 6 as
opposed to Section 22.

It is considered that the only waterbodies in the district with the potential for the use of
powered watercraft are Lake Rotorua, Lake Rotoiti, the Clarence River and the Lyell Creek.
The concern is the effects of the use of “motorised watercraft” on the above waterbodies,
albeit commercial or recreational. It is noted that land use resource consent for a commercial
activity will still be required under Section 22 of the Plan. However, in terms of activities on
the surface of water, provision has been made to require resource consents for these types of
activities in order to assess the effects of those activities on a case-by-case basis. It is
considered necessary to distinguish between the use of motorised watercraft in general and
the use of jet skis and jet boats, since the latter have a particularly intrusive noise with a very
high nuisance value. It is not considered that the adverse effects as a result of the use of jet
skis and jet boats can be adequately avoided, remedied or mitigated, therefore it should not be
contemplated at all.

In terms of activity classification, it is recognised that the blanket provision recommended in
the officer’s report to allow “any activity not provided for as a restricted discretionary
activity, unrestricted discretionary activity and prohibited activity as a permitted activity” is
too broad and not effects based. A more precautionary approach is therefore considered
necessary. The potential and actual adverse effects of the use of non-motorised vessels such
as rafting, kayaking, etc are considered negligible and these activities are therefore provided
for as permitted activities. However, the use of any other non-listed motorised watercraft is
provided for as restricted discretionary activities in order to allow Council to assess potential
effects of such activities on other users, recreational values, amenity values, ecological and
conservation values and cultural values, etc. It is considered necessary to include cultural
values to the list, as this is a matter of national importance under section 6 of the Act.

The submission is therefore accepted in part to the extent that the amendments will go some
way in providing the relief sought.

d. Amendments necessary
Add the following new district wide rule at the end of section 6:
“Recreation and Open Space Rules

6.1 Activities on the Surface of Waterbodies
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Activities specified in the following table shall be assessed as permitted, restricted
discretionary, unrestricted discretionary, or prohibited as shown, in respect of this section of

the Plan.
Table 6.1
Status Activity Conditions
Permitted The use of any non-motorised vessel.
Restricted The use of any motorised watercraft, | Council’s discretion is restricted to

Discretionary

other than those listed as unrestricted
discretionary or prohibited activities.

the following matters

(i) Effects on other users.

(i) Effects on recreational values.
(iii) Effects on amenity values.

(iv) Effects on ecological and
conservation values.

(v) Effects on cultural values.

Unrestricted
Discretionary

The use of any motorised watercraft,
other than those listed as prohibited
activities, on Lake Rotorua, Lake
Rotoiti, the Clarence River or Lyell
Creek.

Discretion is not restricted to any
particular matter.

Prohibited The use of jet skis or jet boats on Lake | Application may not be made for
Rotorua, Lake Rotoiti, the Clarence | resource consent.
River or Lyell Creek and any of its
tributaries.
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26. 6.4 Issue 3

a. Submitter and hearing

Sub No Submitter Status Relief Sought

110.23 Fish & Game Council |support Include "..or land use intensification" to
(Nelson/Marlb) the end of the sentence.

119.55 Department of support Retain.
Conservation

F021.65 Department of support Need to ensure that the public retain
Conservation 110.23 access to waterways & the coast.

b. Decision

Accept the following submission and further submission:
110.23 Fish & Game Council (Nelson/Marlb)
F021.65 Department of Conservation

Accept the following submission in part:

119.55 Department of Conservation

c. Reason
1. 110.23 - Fish & Game Council (Nelson/Marlb)

It is considered that the amendment will assist in clarifying the activities, which can lead to
adverse effects and for which Council has a responsibility under the Act. It is recognised that
land use intensification and the subdivision of land are mutually exclusive and it is therefore
appropriate to include the words as suggested in order to capture both types of activities and
their effects.

2. 119.55 - Department of Conservation

The submission is accepted in part to the extent that the issue is retained albeit amended by
submissions.

d. Amendments necessary
Add the following at the end of 6.4 Issue 3:

...or land use intensification.”
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27. 6.4.1 Objective 3

a. Submitters and hearing

Sub No Submitter Status Relief Sought
125.17 Federated Farmers of |oppose Amend to read: ".... of these areas and
NZ Inc which recognises the rights and
interests of private property security
and privacy."
110.24 Fish & Game Council |support None sought.
(Nelson/Marlb)
119.56 Department of support Retain.

Conservation

F010.01.17 Federated Farmers support Support.

(East Coast) 19517
F030.29.17 W M Dowle support This submission is supportive on
19517 ongoing production while preserving
' the environment and rural lifestyle.
F032.04 Forest & Bird oppose This objective is necessary to meeting
(Central Office) 195.17 the requirement of the Act in favour of
' public access.
F005.08.17 Simon Chaffey support This submissions is unrestrictive and
19517 realistic and imposes no financial
' burden.

b. Decision

Accept the following submissions and further submissions in part:

125.17 Federated Farmers of NZ Inc
110.24 Fish & Game Council (Nelson/Marlb)
119.56 Department of Conservation

F010.01.17 Federated Farmers (East Coast)
F030.29.17 W M Dowle
F005.08.17 Simon Chaffey

Reject the following further submission:
F032.04 Forest & Bird (Central Office)

c. Reason
1. 125.17 - Federated Farmers of NZ Inc

It is noted that the Act’s status of providing public access as a matter of national importance is
not conditional on recognising or providing for property rights, security or privacy of owners.
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However, it is considered reasonable to expect public access to respect normal farming
routines, and to avoid disruption during certain times such as lambing and calving. It is
acknowledged that this is covered to a certain degree in the Tenth Schedule to the Act, which
relates to the instrument for creating an esplanade strip or access strip, especially the
opportunity it provides to negotiate an appropriate outcome with the landowner/occupier.
The submission is accepted in part to the extent that the amendment will go some way to
provide the relief sought. This decision will also be consistent with the amendments to 6.4.1
Policy 1.

2. 110.24 - Fish & Game Council (Nelson/Marlb) & 119.56 - Department of
Conservation

The submissions are accepted in part to the extent that the objective is retained but the
wording has been altered as a result of submissions.

d. Amendments necessary
Amend 6.4.1 Objective 3 to read as follows:

“ ..where such access does not compromise normal farming activities, or the cultural,
natural, conservation....”
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28. 6.4.2 Policy 1

a. Submitters and hearing

Sub No Submitter Status Relief Sought
130.18 |Tourism support  |None sought.
Industry Assn
NZ
132.13 |Canterbury oppose |Amend to: "To maintain and enhance public access to
Regional the Districts Lakes, Rivers and Coastal Areas, except
Council where restrictions are necessary to:" Add four new
points on conservation values; protection of flood
control and public safety; avoiding conflicts.

b. Decision
Accept the following submissions in part:

130.18 Tourism Industry Assn NZ
132.13 Canterbury Regional Council
c. Reason

1. 132.13 - Canterbury Regional Council

The submission is accepted in part to the extent that the relief sought is granted but the
wording has been amended to refer to the generic term ‘waterbodies’, which for the purposes
of this Plan include lakes, rivers and wetlands. The amended wording is therefore more
consistent with other decisions.

However, it is acknowledged that the use of the words “where there is a demand” is not
appropriate, as it is inconsistent with the Regional Policy Statement. It is also accepted that
necessity of demand is not considered appropriate as a policy but that demand will rather be
assessed through the appropriate implementation method.

2. 130.18 - Tourism Industry Assn NZ

The submission is accepted in part to the extent that the policy is retained albeit amended as a
result of submissions.

d. Amendments necessary
Delete 6.4.2 Policy 1 and replace with the following:

“ To maintain and enhance access to the District’s waterbodies and coastal areas, where
practicable, and where adverse effects of such access are avoided, remedied or mitigated,
except where restrictions are necessary to:

a) safeguard the conservation values
b) protect the stability or performance of flood control and other essential structures
c) avoid conflicts with activities of landowners or occupiers

d) protect public safety.”
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29. 6.4.2 Policy 2

a. Submitters and hearing

Sub No Submitter Status Relief Sought
130.19 Tourism support, Include "Tourism Industry Association New
Industry Assn  |with change |Zealand" in the list of parties likely to be
NZ consulted over this Policy.
b. Decision

Reject submission 130.19 Tourism Industry Association NZ

c. Reason

It is not considered appropriate to specifically list the Tourism Industry Association NZ in the
list of interested parties to be consulted with, as the term “interested parties” does not

preclude them.

It is considered unnecessary to specifically refer to this group, as they do not

have any statutory role under the Act in relation to this objective.

d. Amendments necessary

None.
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30. 6.4.2 Policy 3

a. Submitters and hearing

Sub No Submitter Status Relief Sought
130.20 Tourism Industry Assn NZ support  |None sought.
b. Decision

Accept submission 130.20 Tourism Industry Association

c. Reason

Support for the policy is acknowledged.

d. Amendments necessary

None.
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31. 6.4.2 Policy 4

a. Submitters and hearing

Sub No Submitter Status Relief Sought
130.21 Tourism Industry Assn NZ support None sought.
b. Decision

Accept submission 130.21 Tourism Industry Association

c. Reason

Support for the policy is acknowledged.

d. Amendments necessary

None.
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32. 6.4.2 Policy 5

a. Submitters and hearing

Sub No Submitter Status Relief Sought
130.22 Tourism Industry Assn NZ support  [None sought.
b. Decision

Accept submission 130.22 Tourism Industry Association

c. Reason

Support for the policy is acknowledged.

d. Amendments necessary

None.
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33. 6.4.2 All Policies

a. Submitters and hearing

Sub No Submitter Status Relief Sought
110.25 Fish & Game Council support  [Policy 1 should include the word
(Nelson/Marlb) "physically” and adverse effects
should be restricted to those
cultural, natural or hazards only
as specified in the objective.
119.57 Department of Conservation support  |Retain.
b. Decision
Accept the following submission in part:
119.57 Department of Conservation
Reject the following submission:
110.25 Fish & Game Council (Nelson/Marlb)

c. Reason

1. 119.57 — Department of Conservation

The submission is accepted in part to the extent that the policies are retained albeit amended

as a result of submissions.

2. 110.25 - Fish & Game (Nelson/Marlb)

It is considered that the word “practicable” is used in its ordinary dictionary meaning of
“where physically capable”. There is therefore no need to add the word “physically”. It is
noted that Objective 1 does not specify effects but rather refers to certain values. It is
considered that adverse effects may be wider than those values specified in the objective and
for that reason it is considered inappropriate to restrict adverse effects to only certain types of

effects.

d. Amendments necessary

None.
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34. 6.4.3 Implementation Methods

a. Submitters and hearing

Sub No  |Submitter Status Relief Sought
110.26 Fish & Game Council |? Identify and maintain a database of
(Nelson/Marlb) esplanade reserves and note the extent of
public access enhancement. Identify and
provide to the public about many unformed
public roads in the District which are often
located adjacent to waterbodies.
119.46 Department of n/a Add new method "Zoning: The plan
Conservation identifies a Conservation Zone on the
planning maps."
119.47 Department of n/a Add new method - Rules: Plan rules permit
Conservation appropriate  activities based on the
conservation, amenity, recreation, or
landscape value associated with the
particular reserve or type of reserve, subject
to performance standards.
119.48 Department of n/a Add new method - Performance standards:
Conservation Performance standards address matters
which ensure that open space within the
Conservation Zone is used and developed in
a manner which is compatible with the
amenities of adjoining residential areas.
119.58 Department of support  [Retain.
Conservation
F021.66 |Department of support  [Would better provide for enhancement of
Conservation 11026  |&ccess.
F035.07 |Tourism Industry support  [Support.
Association 119 47
b. Decision

Accept the following submissions and further submission in part:

110.26 Fish & Game Council (Nelson/Marlb)
119.58 Department of Conservation
F021.66 Department of Conservation

Reject the following submissions and further submission:

119.46 Department of Conservation
119.47 Department of Conservation
119.48 Department of Conservation
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F035.07 Tourism Industry Association
c. Reason
1. 110.26 - Fish & Game Council (Nelson/Marlb)

The submission is accepted in part to the extent that it is considered appropriate to include a
method referring to the identification and maintenance of a publicly available record of the
area and location of esplanade reserves, esplanade strips and access strips, for the following
reasons:

(i)  Pursuant to section 35 of the Act Council is obliged to keep such a record for public
use, the amendment will therefore be consistent with that requirement; and

(i)  Itis consistent with current practice; and
(iii) It will provide clarity and improves certainty to plan users.

The submission is rejected in part to the extent that all unformed legal roads are already
shown on the planning maps and it is therefore considered inappropriate and unnecessary to
repeat the information elsewhere.

2. 119.58 - Department of Conservation

The submission is accepted in part to the extent that the implementations methods are retained
but have been amended as a result of submissions.

3. 119.46 - Department of Conservation; 119.47 - Department of Conservation &
119.48 - Department of Conservation

It has been decided to reject the Department’s submission, which requested the incorporation
of a new Conservation Zone into the Plan. These submissions are therefore rejected in order
to be consistent with that decision.

d. Amendments necessary
Add the following new Implementation Method under 6.4.3:

“ Keeping publicly available records of the area and location of all esplanade reserves,
esplanade strips and access strips in the District.”
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35. 6.5 Anticipated Environmental Results

a. Submitters and hearing

Sub No Submitter Status Relief Sought
119.59 Department of |support Retain, but add: "Implementation of the policies
Conservation and methods in a manner that will result in the

maintenance of the ecological, conservation,
recreation and landscape values of these open
spaces."

b. Decision

Accept submission 119.59 Department of Conservation

c. Reason

It is considered appropriate to provide the relief sought, as the amendment will provide
additional clarification and enhances certainty as to what Council and the community are
hoping to achieve. It will also recognise broader values associated with the management of
open space. In total the outcome will be strengthened as a result of the amendment.

d. Amendments necessary
Add the following additional result to 6.5 Anticipated Environmental Results:

“Implementation of the policies and methods in a manner that will result in the maintenance
of the ecological, conservation, recreation and landscape values of these open spaces.”
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36. New Policy 6

a. Submitters and hearing

Sub No Submitter Status | Relief Sought
129.53 Royal Forest & Bird n/a Add new policy 6: "To recognise the
Protection Society of NZ role of unformed legal roads in
providing access to waterways and
public lands and recreation areas."
F021.05 Department of Conservation |support | Makes  better  provision  for
12953 appropriate access to waterbodies
' and the coast & in keeping with s6
& 7 RMA.
F030.01.53 |W M Dowle Oppose | Submission is mostly restrictive,
12953 unrealistic & unjustifiable.
' proposed changes would make
farming impossible.
F028.02.53 |Sandy Chaffey Oppose | The decisions sought are generally
12953 unjustifiable, restrictive, onerous
' beyond the scope & intent of the
RMA, unreasonable and unrealistic.
F004.84.53 |M & J Syme Oppose | F & B submissions are overly
restrictive and in many cases
129.53 unrealistic adding to the
bureaucracy.
F023.01.53 |R & JKing Oppose | Requests are unreasonable and
12953 socialistic and do not add value or
' improvement to the environment.
F005.02.53 |Simon Chaffey Oppose | The decisions, requests and actions
129.53 sought are unjustifiable, restrictive
' and onerous beyond the scope of the
RMA.
F010.11.53 |Federated Farmers (East Oppose | Amendments &  actions are
Coast) 129.53 excessive -  practicalities  of
' enforcement make the whole thing
impossible.
F009.01.53 |Fed Farmers (N2) Oppose | Decisions, requests and actions
12953 sought are generally unjustifiable,
' unreasonable, overly restrictive,
onerous and beyond the scope of the
RMA.
b. Decision

Accept the following submissions:
Royal Forest & Bird Protection Society of NZ

129.53
F021.05

Department of Conservation
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Reject the following further submissions:

F030.01.53
F028.02.53
F004.84.53
F023.01.53
F005.02.53
F010.11.53
F009.01.53

c. Reason

W M Dowle

Sandy Chaffey

M & J Syme

R & J King

Simon Chaffey

Federated Farmers (East Coast)
Fed Farmers (N2Z)

It is noted that the unformed legal roads already exist and are shown on the planning maps. It
is also noted that the implementation methods identify opportunities for public access
provided by unformed legal roads in consultation with adjoining landowners and recreational
users. However, it is acknowledged that access via unformed legal roads are not recognised
in the policies. It is therefore considered appropriate to include a new policy to that effect.

d. Amendments necessary

Add the following new policy under 6.4.2:

“6. To recognise the role of existing unformed legal roads in providing access to
waterbodies, public lands, and recreation areas.”
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37. New Policy 7

a. Submitters and hearing

Sub No Submitter Status Relief Sought
129.54 Royal Forest & Bird n/a Add new policy 7: "To identify
Protection Society of NZ waterways and public lands where
public foot access for recreation is
inadequate and work with landholders,
community organisations and other
interested parties to improve access."
F030.01.54 (W M Dowle oppose Submission is  mostly restrictive,
129.54 unrealistic & unjustifiable. Proposed
' changes would make farming
impossible.
F023.01.54 (R & JKing oppose Requests are unreasonable and
129,54 socialistic and do not add value or
' improvement to the environment.
F021.06 Department of support  |Makes better provision for appropriate
Conservation 129.54 access to waterbodies and the coast &
' in keeping with s6 & 7 RMA.
F028.02.54 |Sandy Chaffey oppose The decisions sought are generally
129 54 unjustifiable,  restrictive,  onerous
' beyond the scope & intent of the RMA,
unreasonable and unrealistic.
F009.01.54 |Fed Farmers (NZ) oppose Decisions, requests and actions sought
129 54 are generally unjustifiable,
' unreasonable, overly  restrictive,
onerous and beyond the scope of the
RMA.
F005.02.54 |Simon Chaffey oppose The decisions, requests and actions
129 54 sought are unjustifiable, restrictive and
' onerous beyond the scope of the RMA.
F004.84.54 |M & J Syme oppose F & B submissions are overly
129,54 restrictive and in many cases
' unrealistic adding to the bureaucracy.
F010.11.54 |Federated Farmers oppose Amendments & actions are excessive -
(East Coast) 129,54 practicalities of enforcement make the
' whole thing impossible.
b. Decision

Accept the following further submissions:

F030.01.54 W M Dowle
F023.01.54 R & JKing
F028.02.54 Sandy Chaffey
F009.01.54

Fed Farmers (N2Z)
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F005.02.54 Simon Chaffey
F004.84.54 M & J Syme
F010.11.54 Federated Farmers (East Coast)

Reject the following submission and further submission:

129.54 Royal Forest & Bird Protection Society of NZ
F021.06 Department of Conservation
c. Reason

It is considered unnecessary to provide a new policy as sought, as it is already provided for in
Policy 1, as amended.

d. Amendments necessary
None.
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38. New Policy 8

a. Submitters and hearing

Sub No Submitter Status Relief Sought
129.55 Royal Forest & Bird |n/a Add new policy 8 - refer to taking
Protection Society of NZ esplanade reserves to protect the
natural character and conservation
values of the coast, water ways etc,
and to meet S 229 of the RMA when
subdivision of less than 4 ha
allotments occurs on land adjoining
rivers etc.#
F009.01.55 |Fed Farmers (N2) oppose Decisions, requests and actions sought
129,55 are generally unjustifiable,
' unreasonable,  overly  restrictive,
onerous and beyond the scope of the
RMA.
F005.02.55 |Simon Chaffey oppose  |The decisions, requests and actions
129 55 sought are unjustifiable, restrictive
' and onerous beyond the scope of the
RMA.
F030.01.55 |W M Dowle oppose Submission is  mostly restrictive,
129 55 unrealistic & unjustifiable. propoged
' changes would make farming
impossible.
F010.11.55 |Federated Farmers (East [oppose |Amendments & actions are excessive -
Coast) 129,55 practicalities of enforcement make the
' whole thing impossible.
F004.84.55 |M & J Syme oppose F & B submissions are overly
129 55 restrictive and in many cases
' unrealistic adding to the bureaucracy.
F021.07 Department of |support |Makes better provision for appropriate
Conservation 129 55 access to waterbodies and the coast &
' in keeping with s6 & 7 RMA.
F023.01.55 |R & JKing oppose Requests are unreasonable and
129 55 _socialistic and do not add value or
' improvement to the environment.
F028.02.55 |Sandy Chaffey oppose The decisions sought are generally
129,55 unjustifiable,  restrictive,  onerous
' beyond the scope & intent of the RMA,
unreasonable and unrealistic.
b. Decision

Accept the following further submissions:

F009.01.55 Fed Farmers (N2Z)
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F005.02.55
F030.01.55
F010.11.55
F004.84.55
F023.01.55
F028.02.55

Simon Chaffey

W M Dowle

Federated Farmers (East Coast)
M & J Syme

R & J King

Sandy Chaffey

Reject the following submission and further submission:

129.55
F021.07

c. Reason

Royal Forest & Bird Protection Society of NZ
Department of Conservation

It is considered that a new policy as suggested is unnecessary, as this is already covered in

policy 3. Furthermore it is noted that the conservation purposes for applying esplanade
reserves and strips are covered in section 13 dealing with subdivision, in particular Policy
13.6.2. However, it is recognised that provision for esplanade reserves was omitted from the

text, which is considered an oversight and clearly contrary to the intent and purpose of the

policy. It is considered necessary to rectify this omission in order to bring it in line with the

second paragraph in Explanation and Reasons under the heading Ecological, Conservation,

Heritage and Ngai Tahu Values on the one hand and the provisions of the Act on the other

hand. A consequential amendment is therefore required to achieve this.

d. Amendments necessary

As a consequential amendment, add the words “esplanade reserves™ after the words
“voluntary agreements” in Policy 13.6.2
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39. New Policy 9

a. Submitter and hearing

Sub No Submitter Status Relief Sought
129.56 Royal Forest & [n/a Add new policy 9 - refer to taking esplanade
Bird Protection reserves to protect the natural values of the coast,
Society of NZ etc when any industrial, service, commercial,
recreational, community activity, or visitor
accommodation is to be developed on land within
100 metres.
F030.01.56 |W M Dowle oppose  [Submission is mostly restrictive, unrealistic &
129.56 unjustifiable.  Proposed changes would make
' farming impossible.
F028.02.56 |Sandy Chaffey |oppose |The decisions sought are generally unjustifiable,
12956 restrictive, onerous beyond the scope & intent of
' the RMA, unreasonable and unrealistic.
F004.84.56 |M & J Syme oppose |F & B submissions are overly restrictive and in
12956 |many cases unrealistic adding to the bureaucracy.
F010.11.56 |Federated oppose |Amendments & actions are excessive -
Farmers (East 12956 practicalities of enforcement make the whole thing
Coast) ' impossible.
F009.01.56 |Fed Farmers |oppose [Decisions, requests and actions sought are
(N2) 129.56 generally unjustifiable, unreasonable, overly
' restrictive, onerous and beyond the scope of the
RMA.
F005.02.56 |Simon Chaffey |oppose |The decisions, requests and actions sought are
12956 unjustifiable, restrictive and onerous beyond the
' scope of the RMA.
F023.01.56 |R & JKing oppose [Requests are unreasonable and socialistic and do
129.56 not add value or improvement to the environment.
b. Decision

Accept the following further submissions:

Federated Farmers (East Coast)

F030.01.56 W M Dowle
F028.02.56 Sandy Chaffey
F004.84.56 M & J Syme
F010.11.56

F009.01.56 Fed Farmers (N2)
F005.02.56 Simon Chaffey
F023.01.56 R & J King
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Reject the following submission and further submission:
129.56 Royal Forest & Bird Protection Society of NZ

c. Reason

It is considered that a new policy as suggested is unnecessary, as the taking of esplanade
reserves at the time of subdivision is adequately already covered in the policies, as amended,
as well as in the amended policy framework of section 13 (subdivision). In addition, the
suggested wording is considered inappropriate for a policy, as it reads more like a rule.

d. Amendments necessary

None.
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40. New Objective & Policies

a. Submitters and hearing

Sub No

Submitter

Status

Relief Sought

119.41

Department of
Conservation

n/a

Add second objective to refer to the maintenance
and enhancement of natural and historic values
contained within reserves and other lands
managed by the Department of Conservation.

119.42

Department of
Conservation

n/a

Add new policy: Policy 1 Recognise the value of
lands managed by the Department of
Conservation for the protection of their natural
and historic resources by incorporating them into
a Conservation Zone.

119.43

Department of
Conservation

n/a

Add new policy: Policy 2 Recognise the land in
the Conservation Zone as an open space
resource in which priority is given to the
conservation and protection of natural areas,
landscape features and scenic, botanical,
ecological and habitat values.

119.44

Department of
Conservation

n/a

Add new policy: Policy 3 Restrict the range of
activities and associated development in the
Conservation Zone to a type and nature which,
while allowing enjoyment of the qualities of the
open space, has least impact on conservation
values.

129.47

Royal Forest &
Bird Protection
Society of NZ

n/a

Add new policy 6: "To ensure that the range of
public open space in the District reflects the
diversity of the District’s natural environment,
including its rivers, lakes, wetlands, coastal
areas and mountain environments."

F009.01.47

Fed Farmers
(N2)

oppose
129.47

Decisions, requests and actions sought are
generally unjustifiable, unreasonable, overly
restrictive, onerous and beyond the scope of the
RMA.

F005.02.47

Simon Chaffey

oppose
129.47

The decisions, requests and actions sought are
unjustifiable, restrictive and onerous beyond the
scope of the RMA.

F023.01.47

R & JKing

oppose
129.47

Requests are unreasonable and socialistic and
do not add value or improvement to the
environment.

F030.01.47

W M Dowle

oppose
129.47

Submission is mostly restrictive, unrealistic &
unjustifiable. proposed changes would make
farming impossible.

F028.02.47

Sandy Chaffey

oppose
129.47

The decisions sought are generally unjustifiable,
restrictive, onerous beyond the scope & intent of
the RMA, unreasonable and unrealistic.
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F010.11.47 |Federated oppose [Amendments & actions are excessive -
Farmers (East practicalities of enforcement make the whole
129.47 - .
Coast) thing impossible.
F004.84.47 |M & J Syme oppose |F & B submissions are overly restrictive and in
12947 |many cases unrealistic adding to the
bureaucracy.

b. Decision

Reject the following submissions:

119.41
119.42
119.43
119.44
129.47

Accept the following further submissions:
Fed Farmers (N2Z)

F009.01.47
F005.02.47
F023.01.47
F030.01.47
F028.02.47
F010.11.47
F004.84.47

c. Reason

Department of Conservation

Department of Conservation

Department of Conservation

Department of Conservation
Royal Forest & Bird Protection Society of NZ

Simon Chaffey
R & J King
W M Dowle
Sandy Chaffey

Federated Farmers (East Coast)

M & J Syme

1. 119.41 - Department of Conservation; 119.42 - Department of Conservation;
119.43 - Department of Conservation & 119.44 - Department of Conservation

These submissions are rejected in order to be consistent with other decisions to decline the
introduction of a new Conservation Zone in the Plan (Planning map 5).

2. 129.47 - Royal Forest & Bird Protection Society of NZ

It is considered that a new policy as suggested is unnecessary, as 6.2.2 Policy 2 already allows
consideration of a number of matters on a case-by-case basis and the policy as suggested will

not add any value to the Plan.
wording what the policy is trying to achieve.

It is also considered that it is unclear from the suggested

In terms of effectiveness and efficiency it is

therefore considered appropriate to reject the submission.

d. Amendments necessary

None.
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1. 7.1 Introduction

a. Submitters and hearing

Sub No Submitter Status Relief Sought
100.01 Ecology Watch Oppose |Amend last line of fifth paragraph to read:
Kaikoura Ltd "....potential to change the character of
Kaikoura."
100.02 Ecology Watch Oppose |Add to the last line of the fifth paragraph: "The
Kaikoura Ltd degree to which the existing character and
amenity values of Kaikoura township as a small
coastal village are maintained or enhanced will
depend on the nature, scale and quality of future
development."
100.03 Ecology Watch Oppose |Amend sixth paragraph to read: " ...also lead to
Kaikoura Ltd effects in relation to the following:..."
F004.04 |M & J Syme support |The thrust of the submission makes good
planning sense.  Kaikoura will need more
100.01 Lo
accommodation in the future.
F004.05 |M & JSyme support |The thrust of the submission makes good
planning sense.  Kaikoura will need more
100.02 Lo
accommodation in the future.
F004.06 |M & J Syme support |The thrust of the submission makes good
planning sense.  Kaikoura will need more
100.03 Lo
accommodation in the future.
b. Decision

Accept the following submissions and further submissions:

100.01
100.02
100.03
F004.04
F004.05
F004.06

c. Reason

Ecology Watch Kaikoura Ltd
Ecology Watch Kaikoura Ltd
Ecology Watch Kaikoura Ltd
M & J Syme
M & J Syme
M & J Syme

It is considered that the suggested wording provides a more explicit link between and
explanation of development, the existing character of the District, and the potential effects of
development.

d. Amendments necessary

1. Amend paragraph 5 under 7.1 Introduction to read as follows:
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“ ...However, this growth has the potential to change the character of Kaikoura. The
degree to which the existing character and amenity values of Kaikoura Township as a
small coastal village are maintained or enhanced will depend on the nature, scale and
quality of future development.

2. Amend paragraph 6 under 7.1 Introduction to read as follows:

The combination of growth and development can also lead to effects in relation to the
following:...”
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2. 7.2.1 Objective 1

a. Submitters and hearing

Sub No Submitter Status Relief Sought
130.25 Tourism Industry Assn NZ support None sought.
132.16 Canterbury Regional Council support None sought.
b. Decision

Accept the following submissions:

130.25 Tourism Industry Assn NZ
132.16 Canterbury Regional Council
c. Reason

Support for the objective is acknowledged.

d. Amendments necessary

None.
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3. 7.2.2 All Policies

a. Submitters and hearing

Sub No Submitter Status Relief Sought
130.26 |Tourism Industry Assn [support |None sought.
NZ
132.17 |Canterbury Regional support  [Move policy 2 under Issue 2.
Council
132.14 |Canterbury Regional ? Add policy: "To avoid subdivision and
Council development on areas of versatile soils (Class
I and Il under the LUC system) where the
activity may be sited on less versatile soils in
the locality unless the land use would better
achieve the purpose of the Act."

b. Decision
Accept the following submission:
130.26 Tourism Industry Assn NZ

Reject the following submissions:

132.17 Canterbury Regional Council
132.14 Canterbury Regional Council
c. Reason

1. 130.26 — Tourism Industry Assn

Support for the policies is acknowledged.

2. 132.17 - Canterbury Regional Council

It is considered that policy 2 better relates to Issue 1, in that this issue is about effects of urban
growth on roads, rather than the efficient use of roads. It is considered that the relief sought
by the submitter is already provided for under Issue 3 in 7.3.2 Policy 1 and duplication of the
policy is therefore considered unnecessary.

3. 132.14 - Canterbury Regional Council

It is noted that “versatile soils” is no longer a specific concern under the Act as it was under
the Town and Country Planning Act. It is considered that the Act refers to protecting the “life
supporting capacity” of soils, rather than their versatility. Given this, it is considered that the
suggested policy is not well aligned with the Act or recent case law, and that it is not
necessary.

d. Amendments necessary

None.
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4. 7.2.2 Policy 1

a. Submitters and hearing

Sub No Submitter Status Relief Sought
129.57 Royal Forest & Bird support Retain.
Protection Society of
NZ
132.18 Canterbury Regional support Retain.
Council
F010.11.57 |Federated Farmers oppose Amendments & actions are excessive -
(East Coast) 129.57 practicalities of enforcement make the
' whole thing impossible.
F030.01.57 |W M Dowle oppose Submission is  mostly  restrictive,
129,57 unrealistic & unjustifiable. proposed
' changes  would make  farming
impossible.
F005.02.57 |Simon Chaffey oppose The decisions, requests and actions
129,57 sought are unjustifiable, restrictive and
' onerous beyond the scope of the RMA.
F004.84.57 |M & J Syme oppose F & B submissions are overly restrictive
129.57 and in many cases unrealistic adding to
' the bureaucracy.
F023.01.57 |R & JKing oppose Requests are unreasonable and
129,57 socialistic and do not add value or
' improvement to the environment.
F028.02.57 |Sandy Chaffey oppose The decisions sought are generally
129,57 unjustifiable, restrictive,  onerous
' beyond the scope & intent of the RMA,
unreasonable and unrealistic.
F009.01.57 |Fed Farmers (N2) oppose Decisions, requests and actions sought
129,57 are generally unjustifiable,
' unreasonable, overly restrictive,
onerous and beyond the scope of the
RMA.
b. Decision

Accept the following submissions:

129.57
132.18

Reject the following further submissions:

F010.11.57
F030.01.57 W M Dowle
F005.02.57 Simon Chaffey

Royal Forest & Bird Protection Society of NZ
Canterbury Regional Council

Federated Farmers (East Coast)
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F004.84.57 M & J Syme
F023.01.57 R & J King
F028.02.57 Sandy Chaffey
F009.01.57 Fed Farmers (N2Z)

c. Reason

It is appropriate to retain this policy, as it gives effect to the objective and is consistent with
both the Regional Policy Statement and the provisions of the Act. It is noted that Section
106 of the Act, which provides a clear mandate in this regard, is not prohibitive in nature but
allows Council discretion to allow development under certain circumstances. It is
considered that the policy is necessary to assist Council in establishing a framework within
which to accommodate future urban development.

d. Amendments necessary

None.
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5. 7.2.2 Policy 4

a. Submitters and hearing

Sub No Submitter Status Relief Sought
100.04 Ecology Watch oppose |Amend to include provision for tourist
Kaikoura Ltd accommodation facilities outside urban
zone boundaries.
F008.09 |Environment oppose |Wording and amendments place undue
Canterbury emphasis on the provision of tourist
100.04 S g N
facilities and servicing of those facilities.
F032.05 |Forest & Bird (Central |oppose |Tourist development outside urban zones
Office) 100,04 |May be unacceptable.
F004.07 |M & J Syme support |The thrust of the submission makes good
planning sense. Kaikoura will need more
100.04 o
accommodation in the future.
b. Decision

Accept the following further submissions:
F008.09
F032.05

Environment Canterbury
Forest & Bird (Central Office)

Reject the following submission and further submissions:

100.04 Ecology Watch Kaikoura Ltd
F004.07 M & J Syme
c. Reason

It is considered inappropriate to provide the relief sought, as it is too specific, is clearly
favouring the tourism industry above other activities without having regard to effects and is

therefore inconsistent with part 11 of the Act.

d. Amendments necessary

None.
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6. 7.2.2 Policy 6

a. Submitters and hearing

Sub No Submitter Status Relief Sought
010.40 Kaikoura District n/a Amend to read "unplanned".
Council
129.58 Royal Forest & Bird support |Amend to read: "To discourage
Protection Society of NZ unplanned urban growth between the
coastal settlements of South Bay, Goose
Bay and Oaro."
F030.01.58 |W M Dowle oppose |Submission is  mostly  restrictive,
129 58 unrealistic & unjustifiable.  Proposed
' changes would make farming impossible.
F026.09 Ailsa Howard oppose |This is too narrow - fails to recognise the
129 58 importance of views from other
' visible/visited areas.
F028.02.58 |Sandy Chaffey oppose |The decisions sought are generally
129 58 unjustifiable, restrictive, onerous beyond
' the scope & intent of the RMA,
unreasonable and unrealistic.
F010.11.58 |Federated Farmers (East |oppose [Amendments & actions are excessive -
Coast) 12958 practicalities of enforcement make the
' whole thing impossible.
F009.01.58 |Fed Farmers (NZ) oppose |Decisions, requests and actions sought
12958 |are generally unjustifiable,
' unreasonable, overly restrictive, onerous
and beyond the scope of the RMA.
F004.84.58 |M & J Syme oppose |F & B submissions are overly restrictive
129 58 and in many cases unrealistic adding to
' the bureaucracy.
F005.02.58 |Simon Chaffey oppose |The decisions, requests and actions
129 58 sought are unjustifiable, restrictive and
' onerous beyond the scope of the RMA.
F023.01.58 |R & JKing oppose |Requests are  unreasonable and
129,58 socialistic and do not add value or
' improvement to the environment.
b. Decision

Accept the following submission and further submissions:

010.40

F030.01.58 W M Dowle
F026.09 Ailsa Howard
F028.02.58 Sandy Chaffey
F010.11.58

Kaikoura District Council

Federated Farmers (East Coast)
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F009.01.58 Fed Farmers (N2Z)
F004.84.58 M & J Syme
F005.02.58 Simon Chaffey
F023.01.58 R & J King

Reject the following submission:
129.58 Royal Forest & Bird Protection Society of NZ

c. Reason
1. 010.40 - Kaikoura District Council
It is considered necessary to provide the relief sought in order to correct a typographical error.

2. 129.58 - Royal Forest & Bird Protection Society of NZ

It is considered inappropriate to amend the policy as suggested, as it is too narrow and
excludes other areas along the coast, without reason. It is noted that the general philosophy
of the objective and policy is to discourage unplanned growth anywhere outside residential,
settlement or business zones along the coast, due to potential adverse effects. Limiting the
policy as suggested will therefore detract from the general intent of the objective and policy
and will be inconsistent with Part 11 of the Act.

d. Amendments necessary

None.
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7. 7.2.2Policy 7

a. Submitters and hearing

Sub No

Submitter

Status

Relief Sought

VO11.01

Whale Watch Kaikoura
Ltd

Oppose

Amend the proposed policy 7.2.2.7 to
read, or similar: "To provide for a new
satellite settlement to the south of
Kaikoura township." Make any other
consequential amendments.

OVFS2.09

RD Hughes Holdings Ltd

Oppose
OV11.01

Ocean Ridge is not a satellite settlement
because the zone is very close to the
township and is reliant on an integrated
road network, on the town’s services and
businesses, and is to be connected to the
reticulated sewerage scheme.

b. Decision

Accept further submission OVFS2.09 RD Hughes Holdings Ltd
Reject submission VO11.01 Whale Watch Kaikoura Ltd

c. Reason

The relief sought is considered inappropriate, as it lacks accuracy and substance. It is noted
that the Ocean Ridge Comprehensive Living Zone is in close proximity to the Kaikoura
Township, will be connected to the town’s reticulated sewerage system, is not self sufficient
but rather will be reliant on the town’s businesses and industries for employment and
services. It is further noted that an integrated road network will provide the necessary
Importantly, the intention for the Zone to become
the western outer edge of the Kaikoura Township is acknowledged and supported. For the
above reasons the Ocean Ridge Comprehensive Living Zone is not considered a satellite

linkage between the Zone and the Town.

town.

d. Amendments necessary

None.
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8. 7.2 Explanation and Reasons

a. Submitters and hearing

Regional Council

Sub No Submitter Status Relief Sought
100.06 Ecology Watch  |oppose Add a new paragraph after the fourth
Kaikoura Ltd paragraph to include consideration for
alternative locations for tourist
accommodation facilities outside the urban
boundaries, to give tourist greater choice.
132.15 Canterbury ? Add a new paragraph describing the versatile
Regional soils and their location of the District, and
Council that future urban growth or subdivision need
to take into account of protecting these soils,
and develop on less versatile soils if choice
permits.
132.19 Canterbury ? Add a new sentence to the second paragraph
Regional explaining that Policy 7.2.2.1 provides for
Council development where risk is low, and that land
outside risk areas has a 10% chance in 50
years of having a flood event; also include the
risk of coastal erosion is low.
F008.10 Environment oppose Wording and amendments place undue
Canterbury emphasis on the provision of tourist facilities
100.06 - e
and servicing of those facilities.
F004.09 M & J Syme support The thrust of the submission makes good
planning sense. Kaikoura will need more
100.06 o
accommodation in the future.
F020.69 Ecology Watch  |support Urban development in areas at low risk from
Kaikoura 132 19 hazards is appropriate and sustainable.
V013.03 Canterbury (Addition of a paragraph at the end of the

Explanation and Reasons) Should the
Variation be adopted, amend the second
sentence of the proposed new paragraph as
follows:

"The Ocean Ridge Comprehensive Living
Zone is connected with Kaikoura Township,
being reliant on the town's services including
being connected to the town's reticulated
sewage system. While also reliant to a greater
extent on the town's business, it is intended
that the retail sale of convenience goods are to
be provided for within the Zone. This will
reduce the frequency that residents may need
to travel into the township for convenience
goods and will foster a greater sense of on-site
community."

Make any other consequential amendments to
give effect to the amendments sought.
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V013.04

Canterbury
Regional
Council

(Addition of a paragraph at the end of the
Explanation and Reasons) Should the
Variation be adopted, amend the last
sentence of the proposed new paragraph as
follows:

"The Ocean Ridge Comprehensive Living
Zone will, at least initially, depart from the
desired growth pattern of Kaikoura
township which is to locate within or on the
periphery of the existing township.
However, a high degree of servicing and
transport connectivity is to be provided
between the zone and the existing township,
including that of alternative transport to
private motor vehicles. In time Ocean Ridge
will form a natural outer extent for
Kaikoura in this direction with the Kaikoura
Golf Course and Kowhai River forming the
western  barrier provided site-specific,
cultural and landscape constraints between
the existing township and this site can be
adequately addressed."

Make any other consequential amendments
to give effect to the amendments sought.

OVFS2.10

RD Hughes
Holdings Ltd

Oppose
OV13.03

No person can compel the establishment of
a shop to sell convenience goods, even if it
would be preferable. The provisions can
however provide the opportunity for retail
sales to establish and it is therefore
submitted that the sentence be amended, as
follows:

“The Ocean Ridge Comprehensive Living
Zone is connected with Kaikoura Township,
being reliant on the town’s services and is
to be connected to the town’s reticulated
sewerage system. While also reliant on the
town’s businesses, the zone provides the
opportunity for some visitor accommodation
and other small-scale business to establish
in a defined area. The establishment of
such business would be convenient for
residents and assist in fostering a sense of
community.”

OVFS3.06

Transit New
Zealand

Support
OV13.03

Mixed use development would encourage
local trips rather than travelling to
Kaikoura. Transit would support
initiatives that reduce trip numbers on the
State Highway.

OVFS2.11

RD Hughes
Holdings Ltd

Oppose
0OVv13.04

The relief sought is inappropriate as there
is no basis for the explanation to assert that
the location of the proposed comprehensive
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zone departs from the desired growth of

Kaikoura.
OVFS3.07 | Transit New Support Encouragement of multi-modal transport
Zealand 0V13.04 leads to sustainable management of the

transport system.

b. Decision
Accept the following submissions and further submissions:

132.19 Canterbury Regional Council
F008.10 Environment Canterbury
F020.69 Ecology Watch Kaikoura

Accept the following submissions and further submissions in part:
VO13.03 Canterbury Regional Council
VO13.04 Canterbury Regional Council
OVFS2.10 RD Hughes Holdings Ltd
OVFS3.06 Transit New Zealand
OVFS2.11 RD Hughes Holdings Ltd
OVFS3.07 Transit New Zealand

Reject the following submissions and further submissions:

100.06 Ecology Watch Kaikoura Ltd
132.15 Canterbury Regional Council
F004.09 M & J Syme

c. Reason

1. 132.19 - Canterbury Regional Council

It is considered necessary to include the relief sought, as it provides useful background
information as to what 7.2.2 Policy 1 is trying to achieve. It is considered the amendment
will improve certainty and provide clarity to plan users and is therefore considered
appropriate to be included in the Plan.

2. V013.03 and V0O13.04 — Canterbury Regional Council

The submissions are accepted in part to the extent that some of the suggested wording are
considered appropriate and have been included. However, it is considered that the wording
suggested by the further submitters equally adds value to the text and these have also been
considered acceptable in part. It is considered that the amendment will provide clarity as to
what the objective and associated policies are trying to achieve and will improve certainty to
plan users. It is also considered that the amended text will go a long way in providing the
relief sought from all the submitters. In addition, the amendment will be consistent with
other decisions made in this regard and the intention of allowing the variation to the Plan.
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3.

100.06 - Ecology Watch Kaikoura Ltd

In order to be consistent with other decisions, it will be inappropriate to provide the relief
sought. It is considered that development outside appropriately zoned areas are likely to have
significant adverse effects, which should be assessed as part of the resource consent procedure
on a case-by-case basis. This will ensure consistency with Part Il of the Act.

4,

132.15 - Canterbury Regional Council

The submission is rejected to ensure consistency with Part 11 of the Act, which is no longer
concerned about versatile soils, and other decisions.

d. Amendments necessary

1.

Add the following at the end of the second paragraph under 7.2 Explanation and
Reasons:

“For flood hazard and inundation, low flood risk generally means land which is outside
the risk areas as indicated on the flood hazard maps, or for areas not included in these
maps, where the probability of a flood event is less than a 10% chance in 50 years (0.2%
Annual Exceedance Probability). The risk from coastal erosion is low on land outside
the Coastal Hazard Lines, shown in the Regional Council’s Proposed Regional Coastal
Environment Plan.”

Amend the last paragraph under 7.2 Explanation and Reason, as introduced by Variation
3 to the Plan, to read as follows:

“Provision has been made for a comprehensive residential living environment on 135 ha
of rolling hill country just west of Kaikoura Township between State Highway 1 and
Green Lane/Ludstone Road. Unlike the Residential A and B Zones, the Ocean Ridge
Comprehensive Living Zone has specific controls on the number and location of houses,
which are to be developed in a setting of open space and native restoration plantings.

The Ocean Ridge Comprehensive Living Zone is connected with Kaikoura Township,
being reliant on the town’s services including being connected to the town’s reticulated
sewerage system. While also reliant to a greater extent on the town’s businesses, the
zone provides the opportunity for some visitor accommodation and other small-scale
business such as a convenience store to establish within the zone. The establishment of
such small-scale business will be convenient for residents, will reduce the frequency that
residents may need to travel into the township and will assist in fostering a sense of
community.

A high degree of transport connectivity is also to be provided between the Ocean Ridge
Comprehensive Living Zone and the existing township, including that of alternative
transport to private motor vehicles. In time the Ocean Ridge Comprehensive Living Zone
will form a natural outer extent for Kaikoura Township in this direction with the
Kaikoura Golf Course and the Kowhai River forming the western barrier.”
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9. 7.2.3 Implementation Methods

a. Submitters and hearing

Sub No Submitter Status Relief Sought
100.05 Ecology Watch oppose |Add new method: "4. Resource consents
Kaikoura Ltd to assist tourist accommodation and
urban development on a site specific
basis."”
129.60 Royal Forest & Bird n/a Add new method: "Encouraging
Protection Society of alternatives to septic tanks, such as
NZ composting toilets, where contamination
of water is possible and connection to a
reticulated sewage treatment system is
difficult.”
129.61 Royal Forest & Bird n/a Add new method - refer to the provision
Protection Society of of a landscape and scenic corridor
NZ alongside State Highway 1 and the Inland
Kaikoura Road and associated rules and
performance standards for structures and
changing land use.
130.27 Tourism Industry Assn  |support |None sought.
NZ
F032.06 Forest & Bird (Central [oppose [Method implies consents would be
Office) 100.05 granted to facilitate development rather
' than address effects.
F004.08 M & J Syme support |The thrust of the submission makes good
100.05 planning sense. Kaikoura will need more
' accommodation in the future.
F023.01.60 (R & JKing oppose |[Requests are  unreasonable and
129,60 socialistic and do not add value or
' improvement to the environment.
F030.01.60 |W M Dowle oppose |Submission is  mostly  restrictive,
129,60 unrealistic & unjustifiable.  proposed
' changes would make farming impossible.
F009.01.60 |[Fed Farmers (NZ) oppose [Decisions, requests and actions sought
12960 |&re generally unjustifiable, unreasonable,
' overly restrictive, onerous and beyond
the scope of the RMA.
F010.11.60 |Federated Farmers oppose |Amendments & actions are excessive -
(East Coast) practicalities of enforcement make the
129.60 A .
' whole thing impossible.
F028.02.60 |[Sandy Chaffey oppose [The decisions sought are generally
129.60 unjustifiable, restrictive, onerous beyond
' the scope & intent of the RMA,
unreasonable and unrealistic.
F020.70 Ecology Watch support |Connection to services may not be
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Kaikoura 129.60 |practicable and alternative servicing
options should be encouraged.
F005.02.60 [Simon Chaffey oppose |The decisions, requests and actions
129,60 sought are unjustifiable, restrictive and
' onerous beyond the scope of the RMA.
F004.84.60 |M & J Syme oppose |F & B submissions are overly restrictive
129.60 and in many cases unrealistic adding to
' the bureaucracy.
F020.71 Ecology Watch oppose |[Submission lacks certainty and is
Kaikoura 129 61 unclear.
F005.02.61 [Simon Chaffey oppose |The decisions, requests and actions
129 61 sought are unjustifiable, restrictive and
' onerous beyond the scope of the RMA.
F004.84.61 |M & JSyme oppose |F & B submissions are overly restrictive
129 61 and in many cases unrealistic adding to
' the bureaucracy.
F023.01.61 (R & JKing oppose |[Requests are  unreasonable and
129 61 socialistic and do not add value or
' improvement to the environment.
F026.10 Ailsa Howard support |Support.
129.61
F010.11.61 |Federated Farmers oppose [Amendments & actions are excessive -
(East Coast) 129 61 practicalities of enforcement make the
' whole thing impossible.
F009.01.61 |Fed Farmers (NZ) oppose [Decisions, requests and actions sought
12961 |2® generally unjustifiable, unreasonable,
' overly restrictive, onerous and beyond
the scope of the RMA.
F028.02.61 |Sandy Chaffey oppose |The decisions sought are generally
129 61 unjustifiable, restrictive, onerous beyond
' the scope & intent of the RMA,
unreasonable and unrealistic.
F030.01.61 |W M Dowle oppose |Submission is  mostly  restrictive,
129.61 unrealistic & unjustifiable.  proposed
' changes would make farming impossible.
b. Decision

Accept the following submission and further submissions:

F032.06

F023.01.60
F030.01.60
F009.01.60
F010.11.60

Forest & Bird (Central Office)
R & J King

W M Dowle

Fed Farmers (N2Z)

Federated Farmers (East Coast)
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F028.02.60 Sandy Chaffey
F005.02.60 Simon Chaffey
F004.84.60 M & J Syme

F020.71 Ecology Watch Kaikoura
F005.02.61 Simon Chaffey
F004.84.61 M & J Syme

F023.01.61 R &JKing

F010.11.61 Federated Farmers (East Coast)
F009.01.61 Fed Farmers (N2Z)
F028.02.61 Sandy Chaffey
F030.01.61 W M Dowle

Accept the following submission and further submissions in part:
130.27 Tourism Industry Assn NZ

Reject the following submissions and further submissions:

100.05 Ecology Watch Kaikoura Ltd
129.60 Royal Forest & Bird Protection Society of NZ
129.61 Royal Forest & Bird Protection Society of NZ
F004.08 M & J Syme
F026.10 Ailsa Howard
F020.70 Ecology Watch Kaikoura

c. Reason

1. 130.27 - Tourism Industry Assn NZ

The submission is accepted in part to the extent that the implementation methods have been
retained albeit amended as a result of submissions.

2. 100.05 - Ecology Watch Kaikoura Ltd

It is considered inappropriate to provide the relief as sought, as it is too specific and assumes
Council will favour consents for development outside of the areas zoned for development.
This submission is rejected in order to be consistent with other decisions.

3. 129.60 - Royal Forest & Bird Protection Society of NZ

It is considered unnecessary to provide the new method as suggested, as it is already
adequately and more appropriately provided for in section 13 Policy 13.3.2.2(2) dealing with
subdivision.
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4. 129.61 - Royal Forest & Bird Protection Society of NZ

It is considered unnecessary to provide the new method as suggested by this submission, as it

is already adequately and more appropriately provided for in section 11 dealing with
Landscape and Visual Amenity.

d. Amendments necessary
None.
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10. 7.2.3 Method 3

a. Submitters and hearing

Sub No Submitter Status Relief Sought
129.59 Royal Forest & Bird support  |Retain.
Protection Society of NZ
F028.02.59 |Sandy Chaffey oppose |The decisions sought are generally
129 59 unjustifiable, restrictive, onerous beyond
’ the scope & intent of the RMA,
unreasonable and unrealistic.
F004.84.59 |M & J Syme oppose |F & B submissions are overly restrictive
129 59 and in many cases unrealistic adding to
' the bureaucracy.
F009.01.59 |Fed Farmers (NZ) oppose |Decisions, requests and actions sought
12959 |are generally unjustifiable,
' unreasonable, overly restrictive, onerous
and beyond the scope of the RMA.
F005.02.59 |Simon Chaffey oppose |The decisions, requests and actions
129 59 sought are unjustifiable, restrictive and

onerous beyond the scope of the RMA.

F010.11.59 |Federated Farmers (East |oppose |Amendments & actions are excessive -

Coast) 12959 practicalities of enforcement make the
' whole thing impossible.
F030.01.59 |W M Dowle oppose [Submission is  mostly  restrictive,
129.59 unrealistic & unjustifiable.  proposed
' changes would make farming impossible.
F023.01.59 |R & JKing oppose |Requests are  unreasonable and
129 59 socialistic and do not add value or
' improvement to the environment.
b. Decision
Accept the following submission:
129.59 Royal Forest & Bird Protection Society of NZ

Reject the following further submissions:
F028.02.59 Sandy Chaffey
F004.84.59 M & J Syme
F009.01.59 Fed Farmers (N2Z)
F005.02.59 Simon Chaffey
F010.11.59 Federated Farmers (East Coast)
F030.01.59 W M Dowle
F023.01.59 R & J King
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c. Reason

Support for the method is acknowledged. The method is considered appropriate, as it is
consistent with Part Il of the Act and Council’s other documents such as the Long Terms
Council Community Plan.

d. Amendments necessary

None.
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11. 7.3 Issue 2

a. Submitters and hearing

Sub No Submitter Status Relief Sought
112.01 Ministry for the oppose |Delete.
Environment
132.20 Canterbury Regional [support |Retain.
Council
F020.72  |Ecology Watch support [Support the philosophy of the submission that
Kaikoura activities should not be restricted to existing
112.01
urban areas.
F032.07 |Forest & Bird oppose |Current issue is relevant to reducing greenhouse
(Central Office) 11201 |98 emissions.
Ecology Watch oppose |It is not always efficient, necessary or
F020.76 Kaikoura 13220 appropriate for urban development to occur
within existing urban areas.
b. Decision

Accept the following submission and further submission:
132.20 Canterbury Regional Council
F032.07 Forest & Bird (Central Office)

Reject the following submission and further submissions:

112.01 Ministry for the Environment
F020.76 Ecology Watch Kaikoura
F020.72 Ecology Watch Kaikoura

c. Reason

1. 132.20 - Canterbury Regional Council

Support for the issue is acknowledged. Retention of the issue is considered appropriate, as it
is consistent with Part Il of the Act and Council’s Long Term Council Community Plan.

2. 112.01 — Ministry for the Environment

The submitter’s claim for a more effects based assessment of development as opposed to a
directive approach is noted and the philosophy in general is supported. However, in the
context of this issue, its objective, policies, etc. the submission is not considered valid, as the
issue clearly relates to existing Council owned reticulated infrastructure in relation to urban
form. In the explanations and reasons it is clearly explained that effects of future
development on the existing infrastructure should not be seen as a barrier to development.
Rather, continued demand as a result of additional growth will be factored into any required
upgrades, which are to be paid by developers by means of development contributions. It
should also be noted that regard should be given to the fact that this is only one issue to be
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considered in the context of development and proximity to infrastructure will not be given
priority when considering urban growth. It is for these reasons that the submission and
further submission are rejected.

d. Amendments necessary

None.
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12. 7.3.1 Obijective 2

a. Submitters and hearing

Sub No Submitter Status Relief Sought

112.02 Ministry for the oppose Delete.
Environment

130.28 Tourism Industry Assn NZ  |support None sought.

132.21 Canterbury Regional support Retain.
Council

F020.73  |Ecology Watch Kaikoura support Support the philosophy of the
112.02 submission that activities should not
' be restricted to existing urban areas.

F020.77 |Ecology Watch Kaikoura oppose It is not always efficient, necessary

or appropriate for urban
132.21 S
development to occur within existing
urban areas.

b. Decision

Accept the following submissions:
130.28 Tourism Industry Assn NZ
132.21 Canterbury Regional Council

Reject the following submission and further submissions:

112.02 Ministry for the Environment
F020.73 Ecology Watch Kaikoura
F020.77 Ecology Watch Kaikoura

c. Reason

1. 112.02 — Ministry for the Environment

The submitter’s claim for more effects based assessment of development as opposed to a
directive approach is noted and supported. However, in the context of this objective, the
submission is not considered valid, as the objective clearly deals with existing Council
owned reticulated infrastructure in relation to urban form. In the explanations and reasons it
is clearly explained that effects of future development on the existing infrastructure should
not be seen as a barrier to development. Rather, continued demand as a result of additional
growth will be factored into any required upgrades, which are to be paid by developers by
means of contributions.  For these reasons the submission and further submission are
rejected.

2. 130.28 - Tourism Industry Assn NZ

Support for the objective is acknowledged. Retention of the objective is considered
appropriate, as it is consistent with Part Il of the Act and Council’s Long Term Council
Community Plan.
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3. 132.21 - Canterbury Regional Council
Support for the objective is acknowledged.

d. Amendments necessary

None.
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13. 7.3.2 All Policies

a. Submitters and hearing

Sub No Submitter Status Relief Sought
130.29 Tourism support None sought.
Industry Assn
NZ
100.08 Ecology Watch |Oppose Add new policy: "To provide for additional
Kaikoura Ltd tourist ~ accommodation  through  either
independent infrastructure or public

infrastructure funded by financial contributions."

F004.10 M & J Syme support The thrust of the submission makes good
100.08 planning sense.  Kaikoura will need more
' accommodation in the future.

b. Decision
Accept the following submission:
130.29 Tourism Industry Assn NZ

Reject the following submissions and further submissions:

100.08 Ecology Watch Kaikoura Ltd
F004.10 M & J Syme
c. Reason

1. 130.29 — Tourism Industry Assn NZ

Support for the policies is acknowledged. Retention of the policies is considered
appropriate, as they are consistent with Part 11 of the Act and Council’s Long Term Council
Community Plan.

2. 100.08 — Ecology Watch Kaikoura Ltd

The submission is rejected, as visitor accommodation is adequately provided for in 7.7.2
Policy 2 and it is considered unnecessary to repeat the provision.

d. Amendments necessary

None.
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14.7.3.2 Policy 1

a. Submitter and hearing

Sub No Submitter Status Relief Sought
100.07 |Ecology Watch oppose [Amend policy 1 to read: "To encourage the
Kaikoura Ltd efficient use of existing...."
112.03  |Ministry for the ? Delete.
Environment
132.22 |Canterbury support  |Retain.
Regional Council
F004.11 |M & J Syme support | The thrust of the submission makes good planning
100.07 sense. Kaikoura will need more accommodation
' in the future.
F020.74 |Ecology Watch support |Support the philosophy of the submission that
Kaikoura 112.03 activities should not be restricted to existing urban
' areas.
F020.78 |Ecology Watch oppose [lt is not always efficient, necessary or appropriate
Kaikoura for urban development to occur within existing
132.22
urban areas.
b. Decision

Accept the following submission:

132.22

Canterbury Regional Council

Reject the following submission and further submissions:

100.07
112.03
F004.11
F020.74
F020.78

c. Reason

Ecology Watch Kaikoura Ltd
Ministry for the Environment
M & J Syme
Ecology Watch Kaikoura
Ecology Watch Kaikoura

1. 132.22 - Canterbury Regional Council

Support for the policy is acknowledged. Retention of the policy is considered appropriate,
as it is consistent with Part Il of the Act and Council’s Long Term Council Community Plan.

2. 100.07 - Ecology Watch Kaikoura Ltd

The replacement of the word “ensure” with the word *“encourage” is not considered
appropriate, as it would result in a lower level of assessment for development outside the
urban areas, where it would rather be more appropriate to have a higher level of assessment

due to potential adverse effects.

effectiveness and efficiency.

This submission is therefore rejected for reasons of
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3. 112.03 — Ministry for the Environment

The submitter’s claim for more effects based assessment of development as opposed to a
directive approach is noted and supported. However, in the context of the objective and the
policies that give effect to it, the submission is not considered valid, as they clearly deal with
existing Council owned reticulated infrastructure in relation to urban form. In the
explanations and reasons it is clearly explained that effects of future development on the
existing infrastructure should not be seen as a barrier to development. Rather, continued
demand as a result of additional growth will be factored into any required upgrades, which
are to be paid by developers by means of contributions. The submission and further
submission are rejected in order to be consistent with other related decisions.

d. Amendments necessary
None.
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15. 7.3.2 Policy 2

a. Submitters and hearing

Sub No Submitter Status Relief Sought

112.04 Ministry for the Environment |? Delete.

132.23 Canterbury Regional Council |support |Retain.

F020.75 |Ecology Watch Kaikoura support |Support the philosophy of the
submission that activities should not

112.04 be restricted to existing urban areas.
F020.79  |Ecology Watch Kaikoura oppose |It is not always efficient, necessary or
13223 appropriate for urban development to
' occur within existing urban areas.
b. Decision
Accept the following submission:
132.23 Canterbury Regional Council

Reject the following submission and further submissions:

112.04 Ministry for the Environment
F020.75 Ecology Watch Kaikoura
F020.79 Ecology Watch Kaikoura
F020.78 Ecology Watch Kaikoura

c. Reason

1. 132.23 - Canterbury Regional Council

Support for the policy is acknowledged. Retention of the policy is considered appropriate,
as it is consistent with Part Il of the Act and Council’s Long Term Council Community Plan.

2. 112.04 — Ministry for the Environment

The submitter’s claim for more effects based assessment of development as opposed to a
directive approach is noted and supported. However, in the context of the objective and the
policies that give effect to it, the submission is not considered valid, as they clearly deal with
existing Council owned reticulated infrastructure in relation to urban form. In the
explanations and reasons it is clearly explained that effects of future development on the
existing infrastructure should not be seen as a barrier to development. Rather, continued
demand as a result of additional growth will be factored into any required upgrades, which
are to be paid by developers by means of contributions.  T