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Collated Section 32AA assessment for Soil Conservation

This table sets out only the provisions of the notified proposed Plan on this topic for which submissions were specifically received. This table does not
include provisions for which no specific submissions were received but that may be affected by consequential amendments. Where | have recommended
amendments, these are set out below. Additions to the notified text are in underline and deletions are strike-through text. The section 32AA assessment follows
alongside for each of the provisions where | have recommended amendments. Where | do not recommend any changes, the provision appears in grey.

Red text amendments = recommendations from the officer’s s42A report
Blue text amendments = updated recommendations from the officer’s Right of Reply

Note that requests for new provisions are not included in these tables.

Officer’s Right of Reply: Soil conservation

is first disturbed on a site until the time the site is
stabilised. Earthworks includes blading,
contouring, ripping, moving, removing, placing or
replacing soil or earth, by excavation, or by cutting or
filling operations, or by root raking.

Earthworks do not include:

(a)

(b)
(©)

(d)

cultivation of the soil for the
establishment of crops or pasture, and

the harvesting of crops, and

thrusting, boring, trenching or mole
ploughing associated with cable or pipe
laying and maintenance, and

the construction, repair or maintenance
of:

(i) pipelines, and
(i) electricity lines, and
(iii) telecommunication structures

Amendment Chapter Provision Text of provision with any recommended | Evaluation of amendment (section 32AA assessment)
no./Submission no. amendments
2 Interpretation | Earthworks The disturbance of a land surface from the time soil | Effectiveness and efficiency

In (d)(iv)m the construction, repair or maintenance of a bore or
geotechnical investigation has been included as this activity is dealt with
in Section 5.6.4 of the proposed Plan. | consider it more effective and
efficient to include an exemption for this activity here in the definition of
the earthworks than in Section 5.6.4.

Repair and maintenance of airfield runways are included in subclause (e)
as these this activity is treated in the same way as a road or track, and
does not require controls through Rule R99 (earthworks). This the most
effective option for ongoing repair and maintenance of these structures.

Additionally a note is included to exclude any earthworks or soil
disturbances associated with the Resource Management (National
Environmental Standards for Plantation Forestry) Regulations 2017.

Costs: (numerical and potential costs)

No specific costs have been assessed for the insertion of these
amendments. There are unlikely to be increased costs to the
infrastructure industries or the community from these exemptions.
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Officer’s Right of Reply: Soil conservation

Amendment
no./Submission no.

Chapter

Provision

Text of provision with any recommended
amendments

Evaluation of amendment (section 32AA assessment)

or lines, and

(iv) radio communication
structures, and

(v) firebreaks or fence lines
(vi) a_bore or geotechnical
investigation bore
(e) repair or maintenance of existing roads

and tracks, and airfield runways, and

() maintenance of orchards and
shelterbelts, and

(9) domestic gardening, and

(h) repair, sealing or resealing of a road,
footpath, driveway, and

(i) any earthworks or soil disturbances
covered by the Resource Management
(National Environmental Standards for
Plantation Forestry) Regulations 2017.

Benefits: (environmental, cultural, economic and social)

There is an increased benefit to industry by making these exemptions, as
this will reduce compliance costs for these activities.

Risk of acting or not acting

There is a moderate risk of not acting.

Decision about most appropriate option

This matter requires recognition by the proposed Plan and provides
useful clarification for plan users.

There is a potential double-up for bores and geotechnical bores in how
provisions are intended to operate and this proposed change will ensure
greater effectiveness of provisions.

In my opinion the proposed amendment is the most appropriate way to
achieve the purpose of the RMA and the objectives of the proposed Plan,
will have cultural, social, environmental and economic benefits, and will
not reduce opportunities for economic growth or have a negative effect on
employment.

2 Interpretation

Erosion prone land

The pre-existing slope of the land exceeds 20
degrees.

2 Interpretation

Plantation forestry
harvesting

Effectiveness and efficiency

The definition of plantation forestry harvesting duplicates similar
definitions in the NES-PF. Therefore, these definitions must be deleted
from the proposed Plan to give effect to RMA s44A.

Costs: (numerical and potential costs)

No specific costs have been assessed for the insertion of this definition.
There are unlikely to be increased costs to the industry or the community
from the deletion of these definitions into the proposed Plan.
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Officer’s Right of Reply: Soil conservation

Amendment
no./Submission no.

Chapter

Provision

Text of provision with any recommended
amendments

Evaluation of amendment (section 32AA assessment)

lil-vegetation-clearanes: Benefits: (environmental, cultural, economic and social)
No benefits have been calculated for the deletion of this definition but it is
By ionf likely the benefits to the industry and community will not change.

: . . . Risk of acting or not acting
established-forcommercial-purposes—being— | There is a high risk of not acting.
{a}-atleastt-heclare-oi-forestcoverofforest Decision about most appropriate option

i i . . . . g
species that has-beel E_ a6 3AG-Hac ORI 00 This is an important matter that requires recognition by the proposed Plan
and provides useful clarification for plan users. There was potential
{b}includes-all-associatedfaresiry confusion about how the provisions where intended to operate and this
infrastructure:-but proposed change will ensure greater effectiveness of the provisions.
{e)-does-notinclude— In my opinion the proposed amendment is the most appropriate way to
n £ . achieve the purpose of the RMA and the objectives of the proposed Plan,
— : will have cultural, social, environmental and economic benefits, and will
O EFGI’E 4. EEES_I iy o have an £ not reduce opportunities for economic growth or have a negative effect on
: employment.
{i-Horestspeciesinurbanareas:or
{iii} nurseries-and seed-orchards: of
cal . inaof
forest species: of
SeRoorlieanuraecs:
Pl ion.f | .
: forost oot
dige GH’S SPOGies; WiGRHS |t'e dod-to-be, o
the-treesforcommercial-purpases:
- o | includ :
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Officer’s Right of Reply: Soil conservation

Amendment
no./Submission no.

Chapter

Provision

Text of provision with any recommended
amendments

Evaluation of amendment (section 32AA assessment)

2 Interpretation

Stabilised

The process of having made an area of
disturbed soil resistant to erosion. This may be
achieved by using indurated rock or through the
application of base course, or grassing a
surface that is not otherwise resistant to
erosion. Where seeding or grassing is used on
a surface that is not otherwise resistant to
erosion, the surface is considered stabilised
once 80% vegetative ground cover has been
established over the entire area.
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Officer’s Right of Reply: Soil conservation

Amendment
no./Submission no.

Chapter

Provision

Text of provision with any recommended
amendments

Evaluation of amendment (section 32AA assessment)

A1 (S126/026)

2 Interpretation

Vegetation clearance

The clearance or destruction of woody
vegetation (exotic or native) by mechanical or
chemical means, including felling vegetation,
spraying of vegetation by hand or aerial means,
hand clearance, and the burning of vegetation.

Vegetation clearance does not include:

(a) any vegetation clearance, tree removal, or

Effectiveness and efficiency

This amendment is to provide certainty for vegetation clearance, tree
removal or trimming of vegetation associated with the Electricity (Hazards
from Trees) Regulations 2003.

Additionally a note is included to exclude any vegetation clearance or
disturbance associated with the Resource Management (National
Environmental Standards for Plantation Forestry) Regulations 2017.

Costs: (numerical and potential costs)

trimming of vegetation associated with the
Electricity (Hazards from Trees) Regulations
2003, and

(b) any vegetation clearance or vegetation
disturbance covered by the Resource
Management (National Environmental
Standards for Plantation Forestry) Regulations
2017.

No specific costs have been assessed for the insertion of this exemption
to the definition of vegetation clearance. There are unlikely to be
increased costs to industry or the community from this insertion for
vegetation clearance.

Benefits: (environmental, cultural, economic and social)

There is potentially an increased benefit by providing certainty to plan
users for this activity.

Risk of acting or not acting

There is a high risk of not acting.

Decision about most appropriate option

This is an important matter that requires recognition by the proposed Plan
and provides useful clarification for plan users. There was potential
confusion about how the provisions where intended to operate and this
proposed change will ensure greater effectiveness of the provisions.

In my opinion the proposed amendment is the most appropriate way to
achieve the purpose of the RMA and the objectives of the proposed Plan,
will have cultural, social, environmental and economic benefits, and will
not reduce opportunities for economic growth or have a negative effect on
employment.
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Officer’s Right of Reply: Soil conservation

Amendment Chapter Provision Text of provision with any recommended |Evaluation of amendment (section 32AA assessment)
no./Submission no. amendments

3 Objectives 3.9 Soil
A2 (S307/024) 3 Objectives Objective O42: Soil Soils are healthy;-anrd-productive; and retaina | Effectiveness and efficiency

health and erosion

range of uses:, and accelerated soil erosion is
reduced.

This amendment gives effect to the RMA s5, and RPS Objective 30,
which is to ensure soils are healthy and retain a range of uses.

By ensuring soils remain healthy, means in-effect there are a wide range
of uses that soils can be used for. This ensures the life supporting
capacity of soils is maintained.

Costs: (numerical and potential costs)

There are no costs associated with these recommendations.
Benefits: (environmental, cultural, economic and social)

There is potentially an increased environmental benefit by giving effect to
high order documents (RPS, Objective 30) and improving the
effectiveness of this provision.

Risk of acting or not acting

There is a moderate risk of not acting, that the decisions version will not
provide clear outcomes.

Decision about most appropriate option

This is an important matter that requires recognition by the proposed Plan
and provides useful clarification for plan users. There was potential
confusion about how the provisions where intended to operate and this
proposed change will ensure greater effectiveness of the provisions.

In my opinion the proposed amendment is the most appropriate way to
achieve the purpose of the RMA and the objectives of the proposed Plan,
will have cultural, social, environmental and economic benefits, and will
not reduce opportunities for economic growth or have a negative effect on
employment.
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Officer’s Right of Reply: Soil conservation

Amendment Chapter Provision Text of provision with any recommended |Evaluation of amendment (section 32AA assessment)
no./Submission no. amendments
3 Objectives Objective O47: Sediment | The amount of sediment-laden runoff entering
runoff water is reduced.
4 Policies Peliey-RPO7-Managirg The-diseharge-ofsedimento-stirineawalar Effectiveness and efficiency
- L . | recommend that Policy P97 is deleted. This policy repeats the core
activibies-shall-bo SEEDYUSIRGASOUEE | oloments of Policy P98 as proposed and therefore redundant.
. .| The source control approach is a component of good management
S.sgd management |a|.aet|ses SHaHe teed practices and does not require to be specifically mentioned here in this
sts. ahageme 8 OSIOR-ana-Seaime eoRtie policy.
minimise-the-adverse-effects-of sediment-laden | The additional reference to good management practices repeats the
stormwater-discharges: definition of the same in the proposed Plan. This is not effective policy
£f I making.
appropriately-offset. Offsetting of sediment discharges is not developed in the proposed Plan,

and it is unclear how offsetting would actually work for a discharge, as
there is no further explanation on the matter. It is more effective to delete
the sentence.

This deletion will improve the policy approach for the management of
discharges of sediment from land use activities.

Costs: (numerical and potential costs)

No specific costs have been assessed for this deletion and none are
anticipated.

Benefits: (environmental, cultural, economic and social)

There is potentially an increased benefit by improving the effectiveness of
the land use activity provisions.

Risk of acting or not acting

There is a moderate risk of not acting.

Decision about most appropriate option
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Officer’s Right of Reply: Soil conservation

Amendment Chapter Provision Text of provision with any recommended |Evaluation of amendment (section 32AA assessment)
no./Submission no. amendments
This is the most appropriate decision for the proposed Plan. The deletion
removes duplication in the proposed and increases the efficiency for the
management of land use activities.
In my opinion the proposed amendment is the most appropriate way to
achieve the purpose of the RMA and the objectives of the proposed Plan,
will have cultural, social, environmental and economic benefits, and will
not reduce opportunities for economic growth or have a negative effect on
employment.
4 Policies Policy P98: Accelerated | Earthworks, vegetation clearance and
soil erosion plantation forestry harvesting activities that
have the potential to result in significant
accelerated soil erosion, or to lead to off-site
discharges of silt and sediment to surface
water bodies, shall use measures, including
good management practice, to:
(@  minimise the risk of accelerated soil
erosion, and
(b)  control silt and sediment runoff, and
(c) ensure the site is stabilised and
vegetation cover is restored.
5 Rules 5.4.4 Earthworks and
vegetation clearance
A3 (S311/023, 5 Rules Rule R99: Earthworks- | The use of land, and the associated discharge | Effectiveness and efficiency
S308/033) permitted activity of sediment-laden+unoff stormwater into water

or onto or into land where it may enter water
from earthworks ef-up to a total eentigueus
area_up-te of 3000m? per property per 12
month period is a permitted activity, provided
the following conditions are met:

The discharge of sediment is more effective than the use of sediment
laden run-off, as sediment laden run-off is a specific use of words,
whereas discharge of sediment captures all discharges of sediment from
the activity.

The use of the word ‘contiguous’ has caused confusion and
misunderstanding and has the potential to be abused within the context of
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Officer’s Right of Reply: Soil conservation

Amendment
no./Submission no.

Chapter

Provision

Text of provision with any recommended
amendments

Evaluation of amendment (section 32AA assessment)

(a) soil or debris from earthworks is not placed
where it can enter a surface water body or the
coastal marine area, and

(b) earthworks will not create or contribute to
instability or subsidence of a slope or another
land surface at or beyond the boundary of the
property where the earthworks occurs, and

(c) work areas are stabilised within six months
after the completion of the earthworks.

(d) any earthworks shall not, after the zone of
reasonable mixing, result in any of the
following effects in receiving waters:

(i) the production of conspicuous oil or
grease films, scums of foams, or floatable
or suspended materials, or

(ii) any conspicuous change in colour or
visual clarity, or

(iif) any emission of objectionable odour,
or

(iv) the rendering of fresh water unsuitable
for consumption by animals, or

(v) any significant adverse effect on
aquatic life, and

(e) earthworks shall not occur within 5m of a
surface water body except for activities
permitted by Rule R114 or Rule R115.

Note

the rule. The replacement words ‘up to a total area of 3000m? is more
certain about the amount of earthworks able to be achieved per year per
property.

The insertion of a new clause (e) for a set-back of 5m from a surface

water body for earthworks is appropriate and effective, as is will provide a
buffer or margin where stream banks can be protected and further reduce
any potential discharge of sediment-laden runoff to a surface water body.

An exemption has been added to new clause (e) to remove the
consequential error with Rule R114 and R115.

A note has been included in Rule R99 to exclude any earthworks or soil
disturbances associated with the Resource Management (National
Environmental Standards for Plantation Forestry) Regulations 2017.

Costs: (numerical and potential costs)

No specific costs have been assessed for the insertion of these new
words ‘discharge of sediment’ or ‘up to a total area’ of 0.3ha. There are
unlikely to be increased costs to land owners or communities from this
insertion.

Benefits: (environmental, cultural, economic and social)

There is potentially an increased environmental benefit by ensuring the
discharge component of the rule is more effective and the amount of
earthworks that can be undertaken is more certain and effective. There
are increased environmental benefits from the insertion of set-back of 5m
from surface water bodies.

Risk of acting or not acting

There is a moderate risk of not acting.

Decision about most appropriate option

This is an important matter that requires recognition by the proposed Plan
and provides useful clarification for plan users. There was potential
confusion about how the provisions where intended to operate and this
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Officer’s Right of Reply: Soil conservation

Amendment Chapter Provision Text of provision with any recommended |Evaluation of amendment (section 32AA assessment)

no./Submission no. amendments
Rule R99 does not control any earthworks or | Proposed change will ensure greater effectiveness of the provisions.
soil disturbances covered by the Resource In my opinion the proposed amendment is the most appropriate way to
Management (National Environmental achieve the purpose of the RMA and the objectives of the proposed Plan,
Standards for Plantation Forestry) Requlations | will have cultural, social, environmental and economic benefits, and will
2017. not reduce opportunities for economic growth or have a negative effect on

employment.
A4 (S311/024, 5Rules Rule R100: Vegetation | The use of land, and the associated discharge | Effectiveness and efficiency
S84/031) clearance on erosion of sediment-laden-runoff stormwater into water

prone land - permitted
activity

or onto or into land where it may enter water
from vegetation clearance of up fo a total
contigbous area up-te of 2ha per property per
12 month period on erosion prone land is a
permitted activity, provided the following
conditions are met:

(a) any soil or debris from the vegetation
clearance is not placed where it can enter a
surface water body or the coastal marine area,
and

(b) any soil disturbances associated with the
vegetation clearance shall not after the zone
of reasonable mixing, result in any of the
following effects in receiving waters:

(i) the production of conspicuous oil or
grease films, scums of foams, or floatable
or suspended materials, or

(ii) any conspicuous change in colour or
visual clarity, or

(iii) any emission of objectionable odour,
or

(iv) the rendering of fresh water unsuitable

The discharge of sediment is more effective than the use of sediment
laden run-off, as sediment laden run-off is a specific use of words,
whereas discharge of sediment captures all discharges of sediment from
the activity.

The use of the word ‘contiguous’ has caused confusion and
misunderstanding and has the potential to be abused within the context of
the rule. The replacement words ‘up to a total area of 2ha’ are more
certain about the areas of vegetation clearance able to be cleared per
year per property on erosion prone land.

New clause (c) provides for the protection of riparian vegetation. The
riparian strip is an important mitigation measure for the prevention of
sediment to water bodies, as required by Objective 027 of the proposed
Plan. A distance of 5m from the bank of a surface water body is a
minimum.

An exemption has been added to new clause (c) to remove the
consequential error with Rule R114 and R115.

The note added about vegetation clearance controlled in district plans
and from regulation will provide for increased effectiveness of this rule,
and prevent further conflicts.

Additional note has been included to exclude any vegetation clearance or
disturbances associated with the Resource Management (National
Environmental Standards for Plantation Forestry) Regulations 2017.
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Officer’s Right of Reply: Soil conservation

Amendment Chapter Provision Text of provision with any recommended |Evaluation of amendment (section 32AA assessment)
no./Submission no. amendments
for consumption by animals, or Costs: (numerical and potential costs)
(v) any significant adverse effect on No specific costs have been assessed for the insertion of these new
aquatic life. words for discharge of sediment. There are unlikely to be increased costs
(c) vegetation clearance shall not occur within |t industry or the community from this insertion.
5m of a surface water body except for There are unlikely to be increased costs to people and the community
activities permitted by Rule R114 or Rule R115. | from the protection of the riparian strips where they exist. The strip
Notes: provides protection for instream habitat and mitigates sediment.
(a) Vegetation clearance is also controlled by | Benefits: (environmental, cultural, economic and social)
provisions in district plans and bylaws. and the | There is potentially an increased environmental benefit by ensuring the
Electricity (Hazards from Trees) Requlations discharge component of the rule is more effective and rivers and streams
2008. are better protected from a set-back of 5m width.
(b) Rule R100 does not control any vegetation | Risk of acting or not acting
clearance or vegetation disturbances covered ] . .
by the Resource Management (National There is a moderate risk of not acting.
Environmental Standards for Plantation Decision about most appropriate option
Forestry) Requlations 2017. " . . "
This is an important matter that requires recognition by the proposed Plan
and provides useful clarification for plan users. There was potential
confusion about how the provisions where intended to operate and this
proposed change will ensure greater effectiveness of the provisions.
In my opinion the proposed amendment is the most appropriate way to
achieve the purpose of the RMA and the objectives of the proposed Plan,
will have cultural, social, environmental and economic benefits, and will
not reduce opportunities for economic growth or have a negative effect on
employment.
A5 (consequential 5Rules Rule R101; Earthworks | The use of land, and the associated discharge | Effectiveness and efficiency

change)

and vegetation clearance
- discretionary activity

of sediment-laden+unoff stormwater into water
or onto or into land where it may enter water
from earthworks not permitted by Rule R99 or
vegetation clearance on erosion prone land
that is not permitted by Rule-R99-¢r Rule R100

This amendment includes the consequential changes for the discharge of
sediment amendment in Rule R99 and R100. This is explained above in
the respective rules.

The additional re-drafting closes-off the error that occurred for vegetation
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Officer’s Right of Reply: Soil conservation

Amendment
no./Submission no.

Chapter

Provision

Text of provision with any recommended
amendments

Evaluation of amendment (section 32AA assessment)

is a discretionary activity.

Note:

Rule R101 does not control any earthworks or
vegetation clearance covered by the Resource
Management (National Environmental
Standards for Plantation Forestry) Regulations
2017

clearance on non-erosion prone land, by adding the wording erosion
prone land for Rule R100.

Additional note has been included to exclude any earthworks or
vegetation clearance associated with the Resource Management
(National Environmental Standards for Plantation Forestry) Regulations
2017.

Costs: (numerical and potential costs)

No specific costs have been assessed for the insertion of this definition.
There are unlikely to be increased costs to the industry or the community
from the insertion of these words into Rule R101 of the proposed Plan.

Benefits: (environmental, cultural, economic and social)

There is potentially an increased environmental benefit by improving the
effectiveness of the provisions for earthworks and vegetation clearance.

Risk of acting or not acting

There is a moderate risk of not acting.

Decision about most appropriate option

This is an important matter that requires recognition by the proposed Plan
and provides useful clarification for plan users. There was potential
confusion about how the provisions where intended to operate and this
proposed change will ensure greater effectiveness of the provisions.

In my opinion the proposed amendment is the most appropriate way to
achieve the purpose of the RMA and the objectives of the proposed Plan,
will have cultural, social, environmental and economic benefits, and will
not reduce opportunities for economic growth or have a negative effect on
employment.

AT (S435/008,
$163/112, S77/002,
S$100/004, S131/007,
S275/007, S14/032)

5 Rules

Effectiveness and efficiency

Rule R102 duplicates regulations in the National Environmental Standard
for Plantation Forestry Regulations 2017. This rule must be deleted from
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Officer’s Right of Reply: Soil conservation

Amendment
no./Submission no.

Chapter

Provision

Text of provision with any recommended
amendments

Evaluation of amendment (section 32AA assessment)

the proposed Plan to give effect to RMA s44A.
Costs: (numerical and potential costs)

No specific costs have been assessed for this deletion as the rule is
replaced by the National Environmental Standard for Plantation Forestry
Regulations 2017.

Benefits: (environmental, cultural, economic and social)

No specific benefits have been assessed for this deletion as the rule is
replaced by the National Environmental Standard for Plantation Forestry
Regulations 2017.

Risk of acting or not acting

There is a high risk of not acting.

Decision about most appropriate option

The amendment is the most appropriate way to achieve the purpose of
the RMA and the objectives of the proposed Plan, will have cultural,
social, environmental and economic benefits, and will not reduce
opportunities for economic growth or have a negative effect on
employment.
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Officer’s Right of Reply: Soil conservation

Amendment
no./Submission no.

Chapter

Provision

Text of provision with any recommended
amendments

Evaluation of amendment (section 32AA assessment)

—
aeelu i atﬁe tle qua. iHigs tllat eelu : eaﬁ 4SQ
sites-and
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Officer’s Right of Reply: Soil conservation

Amendment Chapter Provision Text of provision with any recommended | Evaluation of amendment (section 32AA assessment)
no./Submission no. amendments
. e of f ol
m&(") afy sighificantadvorse-oficct on-aquati
A8 (S163/113, 5 Rules Rule- R103-Plantation The-use-ofland and-the discharge-of Effectiveness and efficiency
5152/078) ier:estpy-hapvesnng— . Rule R103 duplicates similar regulations in the National Environmental
. . . Standard for Plantation Forestry Regulations 2017. This rule must be
EI ° :Ete 0 sty alnnestn 9; I mRasEleg APTORE | Jeleted from the proposed Plan to give effect to RMA sd4A.
_Ge'ﬁ't'FeHGd-aGt'NFt'y—. e Costs: (numerical and potential costs)
Matters-ef-control No specific costs have been assessed for this deletion as the rule is
. . replaced by the National Environmental Standard for Plantation Forestry
EI.]F‘ 2 "EStIFE aceordance-wilh Sehadule Regulations 2017.
2 M : . . Benefits: (environmental, cultural, economic and social)
. No specific benefits have been assessed for this deletion as the rule is
3-Metnods-to-manage-and-cotain-siasi replaced by the National Environmental Standard for Plantation Forestry
4-Methodsforstaotisation-afterharvesting Regulations 2017.
5-Design-and-location-of river crossings-and Risk of acting or not acting
cUiverts There is a high risk of not acting.
6-Metnods for minifmising-bed disturbance Decision about most appropriate option
o i ivi . 0 .
F peets. OF SeaifeRL O FecENIAG St race The amendment is the most appropriate way to achieve the purpose of
“at.a odies-and-any-downstrear feceiing the RMA and the objectives of the proposed Plan, will have cultural,
social, environmental and economic benefits, and will not reduce
Note opportunities for economic growth or have a negative effect on
Pl ion.f . | employment.
p GV'S'G S j dlstllet p a |S.
12 Schedules | Sehedule-O:Plantatien | Schedule-O-Plantation-forestny-harvest-plan Effectiveness and efficiency
Ofestry-harvestpi acel evdneoredhoneniionoi-een Schedule O duplicates Schedule 3 in the National Environmental
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Officer’s Right of Reply: Soil conservation

Amendment
no./Submission no.

Chapter

Provision

Text of provision with any recommended
amendments

Evaluation of amendment (section 32AA assessment)

Standard for Plantation Forestry Regulations 2017. This schedule must
be deleted from the proposed Plan to give effect to RMA s44A.

Costs: (numerical and potential costs)

No specific costs have been assessed for this deletion as this schedule is
replaced by the National Environmental Standard for Plantation Forestry
Regulations 2017.

Benefits: (environmental, cultural, economic and social)

No specific benefits have been assessed for this deletion as this schedule
is replaced by the Resource Management (National Environmental
Standards for Plantation Forestry) Regulations 2017.

Risk of acting or not acting

There is a high risk of not acting.

Decision about most appropriate option

The amendment is the most appropriate way to achieve the purpose of
the RMA and the objectives of the proposed Plan, will have cultural,
social, environmental and economic benefits, and will not reduce
opportunities for economic growth or have a negative effect on
employment.
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Officer’s Right of Reply: Soil conservation

Amendment
no./Submission no.

Chapter

Provision

Text of provision with any recommended
amendments

Evaluation of amendment (section 32AA assessment)

Page 19 of 19




