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1. Executive summary 
1. This report considers submissions on the proposed Natural Resources Plan 

(proposed Plan) on provisions related to water allocation. 

2. The report outlines recommendations in response to the issues that have 

emerged from submissions. 

3. There were 1909 submission points and 169 further submissions related to 

water allocation from 117 submitters. Of these, 62 were prepared using a 

common format. 

Key issues and responses 

4. I have organised the submissions on the water allocation provisions into five 

key issues. In some cases a particular provision of the proposed Plan is 

discussed in more than one issue. The most contentious issues relate to: 

 the overall framework of the water allocation provisions of the proposed 

Plan including the conjunctive management framework 

(groundwater/surface water connectivity), minimum flows, and allocation; 

and  

 the priorities for water use including efficient allocation and transfer of 

permits. 

5. I have set out my analysis of the provisions by issue and then where possible 

by respective components of the water allocation provisions. A number of the 

issues and sub issues are interrelated and many of the provisions of the 

proposed Plan traverse more than one issue. 

6. There are also a of number submission points on a particular provision that 

span across more than one issue. Where a submission point spans more than 

one issue, I have discussed and assessed the different parts of the submission 

point under the relevant issues. 
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Overlapping topics 

7. Submissions on water allocation overlap with the following topic Section 42A 

officers’ reports: 

 Part B: Overall policy framework of the proposed plan: Objectives O1, 

O3, O4, O5, Policies P1, P3, P4, P5 and P6 (Emily Greenberg) 

 ‘Beneficial use and development’: Definition of regionally significant 

infrastructure, Objectives O2, O6, O7 and O8, Policies P7 and P11(Paul 

Denton) 

 ‘Beds of lakes and rivers’: Definitions of natural wetland and natural lake, 

Schedule A1 sites (Hearing 5) 

 ‘Coast’: Coastal management general conditions, Map 30 (Hearing 5) 

 ‘Water quality’: Objectives O24 and O25 (Hearing 4) 

 ‘Discharges to land’: Maps 26, 27a and 27c (Hearing 5) 

8. While the topics covered by this report include provisions that refer to 

 Definitions of natural wetland, natural lake, property and contaminated 

land 

 Schedule A 

 Maps 26, 27a, 27c and 30 

this report does not address submission points that seek amendments to these 

definitions, schedules or maps.  
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2. Introduction 
9. My name is Paula Hammond. I work as Policy Advisor for Wellington 

Regional Council. I have a Bachelor of Science degree from Lincoln 

University. 

10. I have been employed by the Wellington Regional Council (Council) for over 

20 years. During that time I have worked in several different positions 

including hydrological monitoring and resource consent processing. For a 

period of two years I was the Manager of the Consents department. More 

recently I have been running the pollution prevention programme for small to 

medium businesses at Council.  

11. I was seconded to the Environmental Policy department of the Council after the 

proposed Plan was notified, specifically to prepare this section 42A officer’s 

report for the hearing of submissions. 

3. Code of conduct 
12. I confirm that I have read the Code of Conduct for Expert Witnesses contained 

in the Environment Court Practice Note 2014 and that I agree to comply with 

it.  

13. I confirm that I have considered all the material facts that I am aware of that 

might alter or detract from the opinions that I express, and that this evidence is 

within my area of expertise, except where I state that I am relying on the 

evidence of another person.  

14. I am authorised to give this evidence on the Council's behalf. 

4. Scope of hearing report 
15. This report is prepared in accordance with section 42A of the Resource 

Management Act 1991 (RMA). This report considers submissions and further 

submissions (submissions) that were received by the Wellington Regional 

Council (Council) in relation to the provisions relating to Water Allocation 

within the Proposed Natural Resources Plan for the Wellington Region 

(proposed Plan). 
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Provisions/sub‐topics addressed in this report 

2 Interpretation  

Aquifer 

Bore 

Catchment management sub‐unit 

Catchment management unit 

Category A groundwater 

Category B groundwater (directly connected) 

Category B groundwater (not directly connected) 

Category C groundwater 

Core allocation 

Dewatering 

Efficient allocation 

Existing resource consent 

Flushing flows 

Geotechnical investigation bore 

Groundwater directly connected to surface water 

Groundwater not directly connected to surface water 

Health needs of people 

Mean annual low flow (MALF) 

Median flow 

Minimum flow 

Minimum flow or water level 

Minimum water level 

Pumping test 

Serious water shortage 

Stepdown allocation 
Supplementary allocation 

Surface water allocation 

Unused water 
  
3 Objectives 

3.12 Water allocation 

Objective O52: Efficient allocation 
 
4 Policies 

4.9 Taking, using, damming and diverting water 

Policy P107: The framework for taking and using water 

Policy P108: Integrating groundwater and surface water 

Policy P109: Lapse dates affecting water takes 
Policy  P110:  National  Policy  Statement  for  Freshwater  Management  requirements  for 
water takes, damming and diversion 

Policy P111: Water takes at minimum flows and water levels 

Policy P112: Priorities in drought and serious water shortage 

Policy P113: Core allocation for rivers 
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Policy P114: Priorities when demand exceeds supply 

Policy P115: Authorising takes below minimum flows and lake levels 

Policy P116: Reallocating water 

Policy P117: Supplementary allocation amounts at flows above the median flow 

Policy P118: Reasonable and efficient use 

Policy P119: Unused water 

Policy P120: Taking water for storage 

Policy P121: Preventing salt water intrusion 

Policy P122: Flow variability 

Policy P123: Direct, cumulative adverse effects 

Policy P124: Surface water intakes 

Policy P125: Taking of groundwater 

Policy P126: Site dewatering 

Policy P127: Backflow of contaminants 

Policy P128: Transfer of resource consents 

Policy P129: Minimum flows and water levels 

Policy P130: Bores 

Policy P131: Bores no longer required 
 
5 Rules  

5.6.2 Take and use of water 

Rule R136: Take and use of water ‐ permitted activity 

Rule R137: Farm dairy washdown and milk‐cooling water ‐ permitted activity 

Rule R138: Water races ‐ permitted activity 

Rule R139: Pumping test ‐ permitted activity 

Rule R140: Dewatering ‐ permitted activity 

Rule R141: Take and use of water not permitted ‐ controlled activity 

Rule R142: All other take and use ‐ discretionary activity 

5.6.3 Transferring water permits 

Rule R143: Temporary water permit transfers ‐ controlled activity 

Rule R144: Transferring water permits ‐ restricted discretionary activity 

Rule R145: Transferring water permits ‐ discretionary activity 

5.6.4 Bore construction or alteration 

Rule R146: Geotechnical investigation bores ‐ permitted activity 

Rule R147: Drilling, construction or alteration of any bore ‐ controlled activity 
Rule R148: Drilling, construction or alteration of any bore ‐ discretionary activity 
 

6 Methods 

6.8 Waste reduction and efficient use of water and energy 

Method M18: Water use groups 

Methods 19: Water management 
 

7 Ruamāhanga Whaitua 

7.1 Policies 
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Policy R.P1: Minimum flows and water levels in the Ruamāhanga Whaitua 

Policy R.P2: Core allocation in the Ruamāhanga Whaitua 

Policy R.P3: Cumulative effects on river reaches of allocating water 

7.2 Rules 
Rule R.R1: Take and use of water  in  the Ruamāhanga Whaitua  ‐ restricted discretionary 
activity 

Rule R.R2: Taking and using water ‐ discretionary activity 
Rule  R.R3:  Take  and  use  of  water  that  exceeds  minimum  flows,  lake  levels  or  core 
allocation ‐ prohibited activity 
Table  7.1:  Minimum  flows  for  rivers  in  the  Ruamāhanga  River  and  Lake  Wairarapa 
catchments 

Table 7.2: Minimum lake levels and minimum water levels for Lake Wairarapa 
Table  7.3:  Surface  water  allocation  amounts  for  rivers  and  groundwater  directly 
connected  to  surface  water  in  the  Ruamāhanga  River  catchments  above  the  Lake 
Wairarapa outflow 
Table 7.4: Surface water allocation amounts for rivers, Lake Wairarapa and groundwater 
directly connected to surface water in the Lake Wairarapa catchment 
Table  7.5: Groundwater  allocation  amounts  for  groundwater not directly  connected  to 
surface water in the Ruamāhanga River catchment 

 

8 Wellington Harbour and Hutt Valley Whaitua 

8.1 Policies 

Policy WH.P1: Minimum flows and water levels in the Wellington Harbour and Hutt Valley Wh

Policy WH.P2: Core allocation in the Wellington Harbour and Hutt Valley Whaitua 

8.2 Rules 

Rule WH.R1: Take and use of water in the Wellington Harbour and Hutt Valley Whaitua ‐ restr

Rule WH.R2: Taking and using water in the Wellington Harbour and Hutt Valley Whaitua ‐ disc

Rule WH.R3: Take and use of water from outstanding rivers and lakes ‐non‐complying activity

Rule WH.R4: Take and use of water that exceeds minimum flows, lake levels or core allocatio

Table 8.1: Minimum flows for rivers in the Wellington Harbour and Hutt Valley Whaitua 

Table 8.2: Surface water allocation amounts for rivers and groundwater directly connected to

Table 8.3: Groundwater allocation amounts for groundwater not directly connected to surfac

 
9 Te Awarua‐o‐Porirua Whaitua 

9.1 Policy 

Policy P.P1: Minimum flows and water levels in Te Awarua‐o‐Porirua Whaitua 

9.2 Rules 
Rule P.R1: Take and use of water ‐ discretionary activity 
 

10 Kāpiti Coast Whaitua 

10.1 Policies 

Policy K.P1: Minimum flows and water levels in the Kāpiti Coast Whaitua 

Policy K.P2: Core allocation for rivers in the Kāpiti Coast Whaitua 

10.2 Rules 

Rule K.R1: Take and use of water in the Kāpiti Coast Whaitua ‐ restricted discretionary activity

Rule K.R2: Take and use water ‐ discretionary activity 

Rule K.R3: Take and use of water from outstanding rivers ‐non‐complying activity 

Rule K.R4: Take and use of water that exceeding minimum flows or core allocation ‐ prohibite
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Table 10.1: Minimum flows in the Kāpiti Coast Whaitua 

Table 10.2: Surface water allocation amounts for rivers and groundwater directly connected to surface water in t

Table 10.3: Groundwater allocation amounts for groundwater not directly connected to surface water in the Kāp
 
11 Wairarapa Coast Whaitua 

11.1 Policies 

Policy WC.P1: Minimum flows and water levels in the Wairarapa Coast Whaitua 

11.2 Rules 

Rule WC.R1: Take and use of water ‐ discretionary activity 
 

12 Schedules 

Schedule P: Classifying and managing groundwater and surface water connectivity 

Schedule Q: Reasonable and efficient use criteria 

Schedule R: Guideline for stepdown allocations 

Schedule S: Guideline for measuring and reporting of water takes 

Schedule T: Pumping test 
  

 

16. Section 5 is a statutory background to the water allocation topic. 

17. Section 6 is a background to the key issues discussed in this water allocation 

report. 

18. Section 7 is an analysis of the submissions and further submissions of the 

water allocation provisions. 

19. Appendix A contains the section 32AA assessment. Appendix B contains 

recommendations for the revised water allocation provisions. 

20. Appendix C contains a clean copy of the recommendations. Appendix D 

contains a table of submission points with the recommended decisions. 

21. Appendix E contains a list of individual submitters who used a common 

template. Appendix F: contains the minutes from the pre hearing meetings. 

22. Appendix G contains copies of water shortage directions. Appendix H: 

contains the higher order planning instruments and linkages between objectives 

and other plan provisions. 

23. This report is intended to be read in conjunction with other RMA section 42A 

officers’ reports relating to the proposed Plan. These are: 
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 Part A - Introduction and procedural matters, which contains procedural 

background information, statutory context and administrative matters 

pertaining to the regional plan review and the proposed Plan;  

 Part A: Section 32 and consultation; and  

 Part B: Overall policy framework of the proposed Plan; and 

 Beneficial use and development. 

These reports are common to all topics while all other reports, including this 

one, are specific to each topic and address the submissions relevant to that 

particular aspect of the proposed Plan. 

24. This report and the associated hearing addresses submissions lodged on the 

water allocation provisions of the proposed Plan. 

25. Some of the issues addressed in this report are interrelated with matters 

addressed in the Section 42A officers’ reports: Beneficial use and development 

(Hearing 1); Natural form and function (Hearing 3); Water quality (Hearing 4); 

Discharges to land and contaminated land (Hearing 5); Beds of lakes and rivers 

(Hearing 5); and Coast (Hearing 6). 

26. This report also relies, in part, on the evidence of: 

 Mr Mike Thompson (Council Senior Environmental Scientist – 

Hydrology) – Minimum flows and allocation 

 Dr Mark Gyopari (Consultant to Greater Wellington Regional Council) – 

Modelling and investigations used to develop the conjunctive management 

framework 

 Mr Brydon Hughes (Consultant to Wellington Regional Council) – 

Conjunctive management framework 

 Dr Doug Mzila (Council Senior Environmental Scientist – Groundwater) – 

Bores, aquifer integrity and dewatering 
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5. Background – Statutory and non-statutory 
documents 

27. The regulatory requirement for a regional plan is discussed in the Section 42A 

officer’s report: Part A: Introduction and procedural matters and is not repeated 

here. Only the most relevant statutory and non-statutory documents for water 

allocation are included in this section. 

28. There are statutes, policy statements and regulations which have relevance to 

the water allocation topic. There are also two industry standards and guidance 

documents, which have no legal effect, but which provide useful information in 

resource management context. 

5.1 Resource Management Act 1991 
29. Council has responsibility under the RMA to:  

 control the use of land for the purposes of maintaining and enhancing 

water quality (section 30(1)(c)(ii) of the RMA), and 

 control the use of land for the purposes of maintaining water quantity in 

water bodies and coastal water (section 30(1)(c)(iii) of the RMA), and  

 control the taking, use, damming, and diversion of water, and the control 

of the quantity, level and flow of any water body, including – 

 the setting of any maximum or minimum levels or flows of water 

(section 30(e)(i) of the RMA) 

 the control of the range, or rate of change, of levels or flows of water, 

(section 30(e)(ii) of the RMA) 

 control discharges onto land or into water (section 30(1)(f) of the RMA) 

 if appropriate, establish rules in a regional plan to allocate any of the 

following: 

 the taking or use of water (other than open coastal water) (section 

30(1)(fa) (i) of the RMA) 
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 the taking or use of heat or energy from water (other than open coastal 

water) (section 30(1)(fa) (ii) of the RMA) 

30. The use of land outside of the coastal marine area (CMA) is controlled by 

section 9 of the RMA. This section is generally ‘enabling’ in that it generally 

enables the use of land unless that use is restricted by a national environmental 

standard NES, or a rule in a regional or district plan. If a land use is restricted 

by an NES or a regional rule, resource consent may be sought unless the use is 

prohibited. This means that if Council wishes to control any use of land in 

order to maintain and enhance water quality, it must do so by restricting this 

use through provisions in the regional plan. Restrictions on bores, drilling and 

excavation activities to maintain or enhance water quality can be implemented 

through regional rules under section 9. 

31. Section 14 of the RMA generally restricts the taking, use, damming or 

diverting of water. Some activities are ‘restricted’ by section 14 and some are 

‘enabled’. Section 14(3)(e) permits the taking and use of water for firefighting 

and in the case of fresh water for: 

 an individual’s reasonable domestic needs (section 14(3)(b)(i)); or 

 the reasonable needs of a person’s animals for drinking water, (section 

14(3)(b)(ii))1 

and the taking or use does not, or is not likely to have an adverse effect on the 

environment. 

In the case of coastal water (other than open coastal water) section 14(3)(d) of 

the RMA permits water for an individual’s reasonable domestic or recreational 

needs and the taking, use, or diversion does not or is not likely to have an 

adverse effect on the environment. 

The presumption for all other takes, uses, damming or diversions of water 

(other than open coastal water) is ‘restrictive’ in that the taking, using, 

                                                 
 
1 Amended by s8 of the Resource Legislation Amendment Act 2017 



Section 42A Report Water allocation 

NATRP-1620937158-1285 PAGE 11 OF 182 
 

damming, or diversion of water is only allowed by section 14(2) if it is 

expressly allowed by a NES, a rule in a regional plan, or by a resource consent. 

32. Discharges to land and water are controlled by section 15 of the RMA, Section 

15 is generally ‘restrictive’ when dealing with discharges to water or to land 

that may enter water – no person may discharge any contaminant to water or to 

land where it may enter water unless this discharge is expressly permitted by a 

rule in a plan, an NES or a resource consent. This means that if the Council 

wishes to permit a discharge, it must expressly be a permitted activity in the 

regional plan, otherwise resource consent will be required. Some of the 

activities in the water allocation topic (drilling of bores, dewatering, pumping 

tests) have associated discharges where the discharge may enter water. These 

associated discharges are considered as part of this report. 

5.1.1 National Policy Statement for Freshwater Management (2014) 
33. The National Policy Statement for Freshwater Management 2014 (NPS-FM) 

sets out the objectives and policies for freshwater management under the RMA. 

The NPS-FM requires regional councils to establish objectives and limits for 

fresh water in their regional plans. 

The objectives of the NPS-FM relating to water quantity are: 

B1 To safeguard the life-supporting capacity, ecosystem processes and 

indigenous species including their associated ecosystems of fresh 

water, in sustainably managing the taking, using, damming, or 

diverting of fresh water. 

B2		 To avoid any further over-allocation of fresh water and phase out 

existing over-allocation. 

B3		 To improve and maximise the efficient allocation and efficient use of 

water. 

B4 To protect significant values of wetlands and of outstanding 

freshwater bodies.  
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Policy B1 requires every regional council to establish objectives and set 

environmental flows and/or levels for all freshwater management units in its 

region. 

Policy B1 By every regional council making or changing regional plans to the 

extent needed to ensure the plans establish freshwater objectives in 

accordance with Policies CA1-CA4 and set environmental flows 

and/or levels for all freshwater management units in its region 

(except ponds and naturally ephemeral water bodies) to give effect 

to the objectives in this national policy statement, having regard to 

at least the following:  

a) the reasonably foreseeable impacts of climate change;  

b) the connection between water bodies; and  

c) the connections between freshwater bodies and coastal water.  

The NPS-FM also provides directive policies on the efficient allocation and use 

of water that regional plans must give effect to as follows: 

Policy B2 By every regional council making or changing regional plans to the 

extent needed to provide for the efficient allocation of fresh water to 

activities, within the limits set to give effect to Policy B1.  

Policy B3 By every regional council making or changing regional plans to the 

extent needed to ensure the plans state criteria by which applications 

for approval of transfers of water take permits are to be decided, 

including to improve and maximise the efficient allocation of water.  

Policy B4 By every regional council identifying methods in regional plans to 

encourage the efficient use of water. 

Two other NPS-FM policies specifically relate to allocation, requiring regional 

councils to ensure no decision will result in future over-allocation and set 

timeframes and methods by which over-allocation must be phased out. 
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Policy B5 By every regional council ensuring that no decision will likely 

result in future over-allocation – including managing fresh water 

so that the aggregate of all amounts of fresh water in a freshwater 

management unit that are authorised to be taken, used, dammed or 

diverted does not over-allocate the water in the freshwater 

management unit.  

Policy B6 By every regional council setting a defined timeframe and methods 

in regional plans by which over-allocation must be phased out, 

including by reviewing water permits and consents to help ensure 

the total amount of water allocated in the freshwater management 

unit is reduced to the level set to give effect to Policy B1.  

Policy B7 of the NPS-FM requires a policy to be included in regional plans 

until any changes under Schedule 1, to give effect to Policy B1 (allocation 

limits), Policy B2 (allocation), and Policy B6 (over-allocation) have become 

operative:  

‘1. When considering any application the consent authority must have regard 

to the following matters:  

a.  the extent to which the change would adversely affect safeguarding the 

life-supporting capacity of fresh water and of any associated ecosystem 

and  

b. the extent to which it is feasible and dependable that any adverse effect 

on the life-supporting capacity of fresh water and of any associated 

ecosystem resulting from the change would be avoided.  

2. This policy applies to:  

a. any new activity and  

b. any change in the character, intensity or scale of any established activity 

–  
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that involves any taking, using, damming or diverting of fresh water or 

draining of any wetland which is likely to result in any more than minor 

adverse change in the natural variability of flows or level of any fresh 

water, compared to that which immediately preceded the commencement of 

the new activity or the change in the established activity (or in the case of a 

change in an intermittent or seasonal activity, compared to that on the last 

occasion on which the activity was carried out).  

3. This policy does not apply to any application for consent first lodged before 

the National Policy Statement for Freshwater Management 2011 took effect 

on 1 July 2011.’ 

34. The Council is progressively implementing the NPS-FM principally through 

the whaitua process, based on a catchment-specific collaborative process with 

the community as described in Ms Greenberg’s reports Part A: Overall policy 

framework of the proposed Plan and Part B: Overall policy framework of the 

proposed Plan. 

35. Policy B7 of the NPS-FM is mirrored in the proposed Plan as Policy P110 and 

is discussed further in Issue 1 of this report. 

5.1.2 National Environmental Standards for sources of human drinking 
water (2007) 

36. The Resource Management (National Environmental Standards for Sources of 

Drinking Water) Regulations 2007 (NES-Drinking Water) have specific 

requirements (Regulations 9 and 10) that apply to permitted activity rules that 

have the potential to affect drinking water sources for registered community 

drinking water supplies (those supplying populations of 501 or more people for 

60 or more days each year). 

37. The NES-Drinking Water requires regional councils to consider the effects of 

activities on drinking water sources in their decision making. Specifically, it 

requires that permitted activities in regional plans will not result in community 

drinking water supplies being unsafe for human consumption following 

existing treatment. 
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38. The construction of bores (and deep excavations in particular areas) can lead to 

pathways for contaminants to reach groundwater sources that are used for 

community drinking water supplies. These contaminants may endanger human 

health as existing treatment processes may not eliminate these contaminants. 

5.1.3 National Water Conservation (Lake Wairarapa) Order 1989 
39. A matter of national significance that must be considered in the proposed Plan 

is the National Water Conservation (Lake Wairarapa) Order 1989 (Lake 

Wairarapa WCO). Section 67(4)(a) of the RMA requires that a regional plan is 

not inconsistent with a water conservation order. 

40. The Lake Wairarapa WCO declares the wildlife habitat created in part by the 

natural fluctuations of the water levels an outstanding feature of Lake 

Wairarapa. The Lake Wairarapa WCO also states that no rights to divert water 

within Lake Wairarapa shall be granted and no water rights shall be granted if 

the effect would be to diminish significantly the outstanding wildlife habitat 

feature of any part of the lake. 

41. Lake Wairarapa is included in Schedule A of the proposed Plan, which 

identifies outstanding water bodies. 

5.1.4 Proposed National Environmental Standards on ecological flows 
and water levels (2008): Discussion document 

42. The proposed National Environmental Standards on ecological flows and water 

levels (proposed NES-Ecological Flows) aims to promote consistency in the 

way we decide whether the variability and quantity of water flowing in rivers, 

ground water systems, lakes and wetlands is sufficient. 

43. The proposed NES-Ecological Flows would do this by: 

setting interim limits on the alteration to flows and/or water levels where 

limits have not been imposed through regional plans or water 

conservation orders; and 

providing a process for selecting the appropriate technical methods for 

evaluating the ecological component of environmental flows and water 

levels. 
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44. The proposed NES-Ecological Flows have been used to inform the minimum 

flows and allocations amounts in the water allocation provisions of the 

proposed Plan. Thompson and Mzila (2015) and Thompson (2015) discuss 

how the proposed NES-Ecological Flows have been used to inform the 

provisions of the proposed Plan. 

5.1.5 RMA Regulations 
Resource Management (Measuring and Reporting of Water Take) Regulations 
2010. 

45. The Resource Management (Measuring and Reporting of Water Take) 

Regulations 2010 (Measuring and Reporting Regulations) establish the 

minimum requirements a consent holder must meet for measuring and 

reporting on their water take. The Measuring and Reporting Regulations do not 

apply to permitted activities. 

46. The Measuring and Reporting Regulations apply to water permit holders with a 

rate of take greater than 5L/s. The regulations came in to effect in 2010 and 

provided transitional provisions for water permit holders to comply with the 

regulations. The Measuring and Reporting Regulations required all water 

permit holders with a rate of take greater than 5L/s to comply with the 

regulations by 10 November 2016. 

47. The Measuring and Reporting Regulations specify the accuracy of the device 

used to record the volume of water taken (and verification requirements) and 

type of records a water permit holder must keep and provide to the regional 

council. 

48. Schedule S of the proposed Plan specifies the measuring and recording of the 

taking of water shall be consistent with the Measuring and Reporting 

Regulations. 

5.1.6 Regional Policy Statement for the Wellington Region 2013 
49. The Regional Policy Statement for the Wellington Region 2013 (RPS) 

identifies the following regionally significant issues relating to water allocation 

(section 3.4: Fresh water). 



Section 42A Report Water allocation 

NATRP-1620937158-1285 PAGE 17 OF 182 
 

Poor ecosystem function in rivers, lakes and wetlands 

The ecosystem function of some rivers, lakes and wetland has been impaired, 

with some wetland and lowland stream ecosystems coming under particular 

pressure. Some activities that can impair ecosystem function are: 

…. 

(h) taking water from rivers and groundwater connected to rivers, wetlands 

and springs. 

There is increasing demand on limited water resources 

There is a limited amount of water in water bodies available for human use 

and demand is increasing. The efficient management of water in the region’s 

water bodies is a matter of vital importance for sustaining the wellbeing of 

people, communities and the regional economy.  

50. The RPS has three objectives relating to water allocation. These are: 

Objective 12: The quantity and quality of fresh water: 

(a) Meet the range of uses and values for which water is required 

(b) Safeguard the life supporting capacity of water bodies; and 

(c) Meet the reasonable foreseeable needs of future generations. 

Objective 13: The region’s river, lakes and wetlands support healthy 
functioning ecosystems. 

Objective 14: Fresh water available for use and development is allocated and 
used efficiently. 

51. A wide range of policies in the RPS direct how these objectives are to be 

achieved. Those policies that are relevant to water allocation include: 

 Policy 12: Management purposes for surface water bodies – regional 
plans 
Regional plans shall include policies, rules and/or methods that: 



Section 42A Report Water allocation 

PAGE 18 OF 182 NATRP-1620937158-1285 
 

require that water quality, flows and water levels, and the aquatic 

habitat of surface water bodies are to be managed for the 

purpose of safeguarding aquatic ecosystem health; and  

manage water bodies for other purposes identified in regional plans. 

 Policy 13: Allocating water – regional plans 
Regional plans shall include policies and/or rules that: 
(a) establish allocation limits for the total amount of water that can be 

taken from rivers and lakes, taking into account aquatic ecosystem 
health; and 

(b) establish allocation limits for the total amount of water that can be 
taken from groundwater, taking into account the aquatic ecosystem 
health of rivers, lakes and wetlands, and preventing saltwater 
intrusion. 

 
 Policy 17: Water allocation and use for the health needs of people – 

regional plans 
Regional plans shall include policies, rules and/or methods to ensure the 
allocation and use of water from any river or groundwater source 
provides sufficiently for the health needs of people, including: 
(a)  the taking of water by any statutory authority that has a duty for 

public water supply under any Act of Parliament; 
(b)  the taking of water for reticulation into a public water supply 

network; and 
(c)  the taking of water for community supplies. 
 

 Policy 18: Protecting aquatic ecological function of water bodies – 
regional plans 
Regional plans shall include policies rules and/or methods that: 
….. 
b) promote the retention of natural flow regimes – such as flushing flows 
…. 
d) Promote the installation of off-line water storage; 

….. 
 
 Policy 20: Using water efficiently – regional plans 

Regional plans shall include policies, rule and/or methods that: 
(a) promote the efficient allocation and use of water; and  
(b) promote water harvesting. 

52. RPS Policy 40 requires when undertaking a review of a regional plan particular 

regard shall be given to requiring that water quality, flows and water levels and 

aquatic habitats of surface water bodies are managed for the purpose of 

safeguarding aquatic ecosystem health. 
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53. RPS Policy 43 requires that when undertaking a review of a regional plan 

particular regard shall be given to: 

 Maintaining or enhancing the functioning of ecosystems in the water body, 

 Minimising the effect of the proposal on groundwater recharge areas that 

are connected to surface water bodies, and 

 Maintaining natural flow regimes required to support aquatic ecosystem 

health 

54. The most relevant RPS methods include: 

 Method 11: prepare and disseminate information about water 

conservation and the efficient use of water. 

 Method 34: prepare, with interested parties a regional water strategy to 

guide local authorities on sustainable water use, demand management and 

security of supply, and rural and urban water quality. 

 Method 36: support industry-led environmental accords and codes of 

practice where these will lead to the achievement of objectives of this 

Regional Policy Statement. 

 Method 48: investigate whether allowing water permits to be transferred 

will provide a more equitable use of allocated water. 

 Method 56: assist the community to adopt sustainable practices to … use 

water and energy efficiently and conserve water and energy. 

5.1.7 Operative regional plans 
55. The operative plans relevant to water allocation are the Regional Freshwater 

Plan for the Wellington Region (Freshwater Plan) and the Regional Coastal 

Plan for the Wellington Region (Coastal Plan). 

Regional Freshwater Plan for the Wellington Region 

56. The Freshwater Plan permits minor abstractions of water (up to 20 cubic 

metres per day). The Freshwater Plan also contains permitted activities for: 

damming and diverting water by existing structures; diversion of water from an 
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artificial stream or water race; and the diversion of groundwater. These last 

three permitted activities will be assessed in Hearing Stream 5 – Beds of lakes 

and rivers. 

57. The Freshwater Plan has three non-complying activities for the taking of water. 

The first (Rule 19) is for the taking of water from the Lower Hutt Groundwater 

Zone where the taking of water exceeds the allocation amount specified in the 

rule. The second (Rule 19A) is for the taking of water from identified streams 

where the taking of water exceeds the allocation amounts specified in the rules. 

The third (Rule 19B) is a non-complying activity that relates to the taking of 

water from identified groundwater areas where the take would result in the 

amount of water allocated exceeding the allocation amounts specified in the 

rule. All other takes of water are a discretionary activity. 

58. The construction of bores is a discretionary activity. 

59. There are general objectives in the Freshwater Plan and objectives specific to 

water quantity. When considering an application for resource consent under the 

Freshwater Plan, Council must have regard to both the general and specific 

objectives. 

60. The specific water quantity objectives relate to: 

 enabling the taking and using of water while ensuring flows, water levels, 

safe yields are sufficient to maintain the natural and amenity values of 

water bodies,  

 water being used efficiently, and 

 the flows in rivers and water levels in lakes and wetlands are consistent 

with the values of tangata whenua. 

61. Policies in the Freshwater Plan identify minimum flows, core allocations, and 

supplementary allocation levels for key rivers in the region that have been 

identified as those most under pressure from the take and use of water. In 

addition, stepdown levels (the flow at which the amount of water allocated 

reduces) and stepdown allocations (the amount of water available to be 
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allocated at the stepdown level) are specified for those rivers. Minimum flow 

levels for Lake Wairarapa are also included in a policy. 

62. In addition to rivers, policies in the Freshwater Plan identify allocation limits 

(referred to as safe yields) for groundwater aquifers that have again been 

identified as the most under pressure from abstractions. 

63. The Freshwater Plan also includes a policy to ensure that land use permits to 

construct a bore avoid damage to the structural integrity of an aquifer, or the 

contamination of an aquifer from external sources. 

64. Other policies in the Freshwater Plan: 

 Give priority over other users to the abstraction of water for the public 

health needs of people 

 Specify the amount of water available to allocate (per hectare) for 

irrigation purposes 

 Encourage users to take groundwater as an alternative to surface water, 

where appropriate 

 Ensure groundwater takes avoid adverse effects on surface water bodies 

and nearby bores 

 Allow the transfer of water permits in certain circumstances 

 Encourage water conservation and ‘users committees’ 

Regional Coastal Plan for the Wellington Region  

65. The Coastal Plan contains objectives, policies and rules relating to the taking, 

use, damming or diversion of water in the CMA. 

66. The taking and use of water other than that water found in a river, stream, 

estuary, lake or aquifer in the CMA is a permitted activity. The taking or use of 

water for the operational needs of vessels in the CMA is also a permitted 

activity. 

67. The Coastal Plan provides for minor takes from significant rivers or lakes in 

the CMA as a controlled activity. The taking, use, damming or diversion of 

water from the CMA, other than open coastal water, in any Area of Significant 
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Conservation Value is a non-complying activity. All remaining takes and use 

of water, not provided for in the other rules are a discretionary activity. 

68. The disturbance of the foreshore and seabed associated with drilling is a 

permitted activity provided the drilling equipment has a maximum diameter of 

less than 200mm and the drilling occurs outside the Hutt Aquifer Zone. Any 

drilling that is not provided for under other rules is a discretionary activity. 

69. Policies in the Coastal Plan seek to: 

 Allow any activity involving the taking and use of water in the CMA 

provided the activity has no discernible adverse effects 

 Allow the taking of water for the operational needs of ships 

 In general, provide for the taking and use of water in the CMA as a 

permitted or controlled activity. 

5.1.8 Non-regulatory guidance and industry standards  
NZS 4411:2001 - Environmental standard for drilling of soil and rock drilling 
standards 

70. The NZS 4411:2001 - Environmental standard for drilling of soil and rock 

drilling standards (drilling standards) set out the minimum national 

environmental performance requirements for drilling of soil and rock, the 

construction, testing and maintenance of bores, the decommissioning of holes 

and bores and record keeping. The drilling standards are discussed in relation 

to Rule R146: Geotechnical investigation bores, and Rule R147: Drilling, 

construction or alteration of any bore in section 4.1 of this report. 

Operational Code: NZCP1: Design and Operation of Farm Dairies 

71. The Operational Code: NZCP1: Design and Operation of Farm Dairies (the 

Code) has been developed to assist dairy farm operators to produce and supply 

raw milk that is safe, wholesome and fit for purpose. The Code describes one 

way that dairy farm operators can demonstrate compliance with legislative 

requirements. The Code is applicable for the consideration of Rule R137: Farm 

dairy washdown and milk-cooling water and is discussed in Issue 2.6 of this 

report. 
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6. Background – Issues 

6.1 Overview of issues 
72. There were two issues 2  identified for water allocation in the Wellington 

Region. The issues are set out below. 

Issue 1: Impacts of taking, using, damming or diverting water 

People and communities taking, using, damming or diverting water for their 

social and economic benefit can have adverse effects on in-stream values 

People and communities take, use, dam and divert water for a wide variety of 

purposes. They also want to protect the in-stream values of rivers, lakes and 

wetlands. The taking and use of water can have an adverse effect on aquatic 

ecosystem health, mahinga kai, Māori use and recreation values of water 

bodies. 

Issue 2: Efficient use of water 

Use of water in the region is increasing demand on limited water resources. 

Accommodating people’s needs for water is becoming more and more difficult 

because a number of water resources in the region are already fully allocated 

and others are close to full allocation. To ensure the amount of water that is 

available to be taken is used to its potential, it is essential that the water is used 

in the most efficient manner. 

6.2 Consultation 
73. Consultation on water allocation was included as part of the overall 

consultation process for the development of the proposed Plan (see Section 

42A officer’s report: Part A: Section 32 and consultation). Throughout the 

consultation process specific workshops were held with stakeholders to 

continue the development of policies and rules for water allocation and water 

quality. 

74. In 2010 Council began an engagement process with the regional community, 

the results of which provided direction on water quantity management, 

                                                 
 
2 Section 32 report: Water quantity, section 2 
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including that people wanted water allocation constrained within ecological 

limits.3 

75. In 2012 and 2013, a series of stakeholder workshops were held for specific 

topics such as efficient use, minimum flows, allocation limits, existing and new 

users. A summary of the workshops can be found in Review of Greater 

Wellington Public Engagement and Consultation for the Natural Resources 

Regional Plan 2009-2013 (2013a). 

76. Following the release of the Regional Plan Working Document for Discussion 

(2013b) and discussions around the proposed changes to the NPS-FM, a further 

series of workshops were held specifically on water quantity issues. Matters for 

discussion included allocation limits, minimum flows, existing and new users, 

efficient use, transferable permits, permitted uses and priorities for allocation. 

6.3 Overview of proposed plan policy framework 
77. Due to the integrated nature of the proposed Plan, the water allocation 

provisions are provided for in a suite of connected objectives and policies. For 

example, Objective O5 (addressed in Ms Greenberg’s reports Part A: Overall 

policy framework of the proposed plan and Overall policy framework of the 

proposed plan - Part B) is highly relevant to the water allocation topic as the 

objective describes the minimum management goals for the region’s freshwater 

bodies. Objective O5 also applies to water quality and discharges. 

78. The proposed Plan, through the objectives, policies, rules and other methods 

seeks to minimise the adverse effects on water bodies from the taking and use 

of water, and ensure the use of water is efficient. 

                                                 
 
3 Section 32 report: Water quantity, section 3.2.4 
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Objectives 

79. The only objective addressed in this report is Objective O52. However, I 

consider the following objectives to be relevant to water allocation, even 

though they are addressed in other Section 42A officers’ reports. (Objectives 

O3, O6, O7, O8, O25 and O52 were discussed in the Section 32 report: Water 

quantity.) 

Objectives addressed in Section 42A report: Overall policy framework of the 

proposed plan - Part B: 

Objective O3 – Mauri is sustained and enhanced, particularly the mauri of 

fresh and coastal waters. 

Objective O5- Fresh water bodies and the coastal marine area, as a minimum 

are managed to: 

(a) Safeguard aquatic ecosystem health and mahinga kai, and 

(b) Provide for contact recreation and Māori customary use, and 

(c) In the case of fresh water, provide for the health needs of people. 

Objectives addressed in Section 42A report: Beneficial use and development: 

Objective O6 – Sufficient water of a suitable quality is available for the health 

needs of people. 

Objective O7 – Freshwater is available in sufficient quantities and is of a 

suitable quality for the reasonable needs of livestock. 

Objective O8 – The social, economic, cultural and environmental benefits of 

taking and using water are recognised and provided for within the allocation 

framework of the Plan. 

Objective to be addressed in Section 42A report: Water quality: 

Objective O25 – To safeguard aquatic ecosystem health and mahinga kai in 

fresh water bodies and coastal marine area: 
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(a) water quality, flows, water levels and aquatic and coastal habitats are 

managed to maintain aquatic ecosystem health and mahinga kai, and 

(b) restoration of aquatic ecosystem health and mahinga kai is 

encouraged, and 

(c) where an objective in Tables 3.4, 3.5, 3.6, 3.7 or 3.8 is not met, a fresh 

water body or coastal marine area is improved over time to meet that 

objective. 

Objective 52 - The efficiency of allocation and use of water is improved and 

maximised through time, including by means of: 

(a) efficient infrastructure and application methods, and 

(b) good management practice, including irrigation, domestic municipal and 

industry practices, and 

(c) maximising reuse, recovery and recycling of water and contaminants, and 

(d) enabling water to be transferred between users, and 

(e) enabling water storage outside river beds. 

Policies 

80. The proposed Plan contains a broad range of policies directed at managing the 

adverse effects of taking and using water. Those policies that are addressed in 

this report include: 

 Policy P107: Framework for taking and using water 

 Policy P108: Integrating groundwater and surface water 

 Policy P109: Lapse dates affecting water takes 

 Policy P110: National Policy Statement for Freshwater Management 
requirements for water takes, damming and diversion 

 Policy P111: Water takes at minimum flows and water levels 

 Policy P112: Priorities in drought and serious water shortage 
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 Policy P113: Core allocation for rivers 

 Policy P114: Priorities when demand exceeds supply 

 Policy P115: Authorising takes below minimum flows and lake levels 

 Policy P116: Reallocating water 

 Policy P117: Supplementary allocation amounts at flows above the median 
flow 

 Policy P118: Reasonable and efficient use 

 Policy P119: Unused water 

 Policy P120: Taking water for storage 

 Policy P121: Preventing salt water intrusion 

 Policy P122: Flow variability 

 Policy P123: Direct, cumulative adverse effects 

 Policy P124: Surface water intakes 

 Policy P125: Taking of groundwater 

 Policy P126: Site dewatering 

 Policy P127: Backflow of contaminants 

 Policy P128: Transfer of resource consents 

 Policy P129: Minimum flows and water levels 

 Policy P130: Bores 

 Policy P131: Bores no longer required 

81. In addition to these policies, the five whaitua chapters also include specific 

whaitua related policies. The policies in Section 4 of the proposed Plan apply 

to the take and use of water in the whaitua chapters in addition to the specific 

policies in each whaitua chapter. The policies in the whaitua chapters include: 

 Policy R.P1: Minimum flows and water levels in the Ruamāhanga 

Whaitua 

 Policy R.P2: Core allocation in the Ruamāhanga Whaitua 
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 Policy WH.P1: Minimum flows and water levels in the Wellington 

Harbour and Hutt Valley Whaitua 

 Policy WH.P2: Core allocation in the Wellington Harbour and Hutt Valley 

Whaitua 

 Policy P.P1: Minimum flows and water levels in Te Awarua-o-Porirua 

Whaitua 

 Policy K.P1: Minimum flows and water levels in the Kāpiti Coast Whaitua 

 Policy K.P2: Core allocation in the Kāpiti Coast Whaitua 

 Policy WC.P1: Minimum flows and water levels in the Wairarapa Coast 

Whaitua 

Rules 

82. The objectives and policies mentioned above are to be implemented by rules 

supported by non-regulatory methods. Permitted and controlled activity Rules 

R136, R137, R138, R139, R140 and R141 include conditions to manage 

adverse effects by limiting the amount of water that may be taken. The 

permitted and controlled activities apply across the region, including within the 

whaitua chapters. Where the take and use of water does not meet the permitted 

or controlled rules, the rules in the whaitua chapters apply.  

83. The rules for the taking and use of water in three of the five whaitua chapters 

range from restricted discretionary activities to prohibited activities. The 

remaining two whaitua chapters have only one discretionary activity rule for 

the taking and use of water. These rules are only applicable to the take and use 

of water within the specific whaitua. 

84. Discretionary activity Rule R142 is a general rule applying across the region 

and provides for the take and use of water that would otherwise contravene 

sections 14(2) or 14(3) of the RMA and is not specified in the proposed Plan as 

a permitted, controlled, restricted discretionary, discretionary, non-complying, 

or prohibited activity. 

85. Also addressed in this report are rules that control the drilling of bores within 

the region. Permitted activity Rule R146 limits the type of bore that can be 

constructed and includes conditions related to the location and construction 
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method. Controlled activity Rule R147 provides for most other bores, other 

than those that are associated with hydrocarbon exploration or production. 

Bores that cannot meet the controlled or permitted activity conditions are a 

discretionary activity under Rule R148. 

Methods 

86. Method M17: Reduce waste and use water and energy efficiently, commits 

Council to work with city and district councils to reduce waste and encourage 

the efficient use of water and energy. 

87. Method M18: Water use groups, commits Council to support water use groups 

and provide, where available, accurate technical information to assist user 

groups. 

88. Method M19: Water management commits Council to, with city and district 

councils, encourage the efficient use of water. 

6.4 Feedback on implementation of proposed Plan 
89. The proposed Plan was notified on 31 July 2015 and the provisions have had 

legal effect since that date. The Hearing Panel has requested feedback on 

experience with implementing the proposed Plan. The following matters may 

assist the Hearing Panel to deliberate on both the effectiveness of the proposed 

Plan’s provisions and the appropriateness of any recommended amendments. 

90. Council officers have reported that the water allocation provisions are 

generally working as intended. There are a couple of areas where they 

suggested the provisions could be improved. 

 Rule R140: Dewatering, provides for the take of water and the associated 

diversion and discharge of that water for the purpose of dewatering a site 

as a permitted activity. However, the note associated with the rule states 

that discharges to water, or to land where it may enter water are provided 

for by Rule R42. There is confusion around whether Rule R140 provides 

for the discharge or not. Submissions received on this issue and the 

recommended changes are discussed in Issue 4.2 of this report. 
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 Rule R146: Geotechnical investigation bores, permits the drilling, 

construction or alteration of geotechnical bores in the region, except where 

the bore is located in a drinking water supply protection area shown on 

Map 26, Map 27a, Map 27b, or Map 27c. The Freshwater Plan requires 

resource consent for geotechnical bores that occur in the Lower Hutt 

Groundwater Zone, in order to ensure the Hutt aquifers are protected. 

Officers have noted that Rule R146 allows geotechnical bores in the Hutt 

Valley (where they do not occur within the drinking water supply 

protection area shown on Map 27b) where they could potentially 

compromise the integrity of the Hutt aquifer system. Additionally, officers 

have commented that the definition of ‘bore’ in the Freshwater Plan is 

broader than in proposed Plan and therefore, particularly in the Hutt 

Valley, some activities that require consent under the Freshwater Plan do 

not get captured by the proposed Plan. Submissions received on this issue 

and the recommended changes are discussed in Issue 4.1 of this report. 

 Rules R.R3, WH.R4 and K.R4 prohibit the take and use of water where 

minimum flows or core allocation is exceeded. While these rules will have 

a prohibited activity status when the proposed rules become operative, 

under section 87B(1)(c) of the RMA until that time an application for a 

prohibited activity must be treated as a discretionary activity. Officers 

have assessed applications for relatively small takes of a temporary nature 

(e.g. to take water for dust suppression) that would have been prohibited, if 

the proposed Plan was operative. Officers consider the effects of these 

takes can be easily mitigated through consent conditions and are concerned 

that in the future they will be prohibited. Submissions received on this 

issue and the recommended changes are discussed in Issue 2.4 of this 

report. 

 Officers have noted that Rule R.R3 will also prohibit the taking of water 

below minimum flows to supply the water race network in the Wairarapa. 

The water races were primarily established to supply water for stock and 
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are still mainly used for this purpose although other uses such as irrigation, 

domestic uses and frost protection have also been permitted4. Once the 

proposed Plan becomes operative, a resource consent to continue operating 

the water races below minimum flows, cannot be applied for as it will be a 

prohibited activity. There are no specific submissions on this issue in 

regard to Rule R.R3, only several generic submissions from Federated 

Farmers of New Zealand (Federated Farmers) (S352/261), the Minister of 

Conservation (S75/200) and Rangitāne o Wairarapa Inc. (S279/218). Two 

submissions, one each from South Wairarapa District Council (S366/107) 

and Masterton District Council (S367/107) address the overall issue of 

water races. I discuss this issue further in Issue 2.3 of this report. 

  

                                                 
 
4 Wairarapa Water Use Project: Water Races - Information Review (Tonkin and Taylor Limited) 
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7. Analysis of submissions 

7.1 Overview of submissions received 
91. There were approximately 1909 submissions points and 182 further submission 

points received on provisions relevant to water allocation. Of these, 62 were in 

common formats prepared by the: 

 Wairarapa Water Users Common Format (52 submission) 

 Land Matters Common Format (10 submissions) 

92. Individual submitters who used one of the above common formats have been 

grouped as a single entry per relevant point throughout the tables in this report 

to avoid repetition and duplication. See Appendix E for a list of individual 

submitters who used these templates. 

93. The RMA was amended in December 2013, and no longer requires a report 

prepared under section 42A or the Council decision to address each individual 

submission point but, instead, requires a summary of the issues raised in the 

submissions.  

7.2 Pre hearing meetings 
94. Five pre-hearing meetings were held on three different issues. 

95. The first pre-hearing meeting was held on the fish screen provisions in the 

permitted activity rules. A copy of the minutes is attached in Appendix F and 

the outcomes of the pre hearing are discussed in Issue 2.6 of this report. 

96. Two pre-hearing meetings were held on the bore provisions and the extent of 

the Hutt Aquifer, particularly in relation to the Wellington Harbour and the 

commercial port area. A copy of the minutes is attached in Appendix F and the 

outcomes of the pre-hearing are discussed in Issue 4.1 of this report. 

97. Two pre-hearing meetings were held on the conjunctive management 

framework, minimum flow and allocation provisions in the Ruamāhanga 

whaitua. A copy of the minutes is attached in Appendix F and the outcomes of 

the pre-hearings are discussed in Issues 2.2, 2.3 and 2.4 of this report. 
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7.3 Key issues 
98. I have set my analysis out under the following headings:  

 Issue 1 – Giving effect to the NPS-FM (page 34) 

 Issue 2 – Framework for allocating water (page 41) 

 Issue 3 – Water Use (page 120) 

 Issue 4 – Aquifers, bores and dewatering (page 154) 

 Issue 5 – Methods (page 179) 

Issue 1. Giving effect to the NPS-FM 

Background 

99. There are a number of submission points on whether the provisions of the 

proposed Plan give effect to the NPS-FM. In this issue, I consider the broader 

submissions on how the water allocation provisions of the proposed Plan give 

effect to the NPS-FM. Submission points on individual provisions, that relate 

to the NPS-FM, are discussed in subsequent issues where all submissions 

pertaining to that issue are considered. 

100. The NPS-FM sets out the objectives and policies for freshwater management 

under the RMA. Ms Greenberg’s reports Part A: Overall policy framework of 

the proposed plan and Part B: Overall policy framework of the proposed plan 

presented to Hearing Stream 1 together with Mr Smaill’s evidence, discuss 

how the proposed Plan gives effect to the NPS-FM and Council’s approach to 

implementing the NPS-FM. 

101. As explained in these reports, Council has adopted a progressive 

implementation programme in accordance with Policies E1(b) and E1(c) of the 

NPS-FM. Mr Smaill’s evidence explains that the proposed Plan will fully 

implement the NPS-FM by 2024, once the recommendations from each of the 

whaitua committees are notified as plan changes or variations in accordance 

with Council’s implementation programme. 
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102. In the interim, in accordance with section 55 of the RMA, the NPS-FM requires 

regional plans to include two policies from the NPS-FM, Policies A4 and B7 

until provisions to give effect to specified provisions of the NPS-FM become 

operative. Policy B7 is the policy relevant to water allocation and is included in 

the proposed Plan as Policy P110. An assessment of the wording and format of 

Policy P110 is discussed below. Policy A4 is included in the proposed Plan as 

Policy P66 and will be addressed in Hearing 4 in the s42A officers’ report: 

Water quality. 

Submissions and assessment 

103. Wellington Fish & Game Council (Fish & Game) (S308/073, S308/074, 

S308/075, S308/076, S308/077, S308/078, S308/79, S308/080, 308/128) 

submits that the proposed policies (Policies P111, P112, P113, P114, P115) 

and Schedule Q are inconsistent with section 14(3)(b) of the RMA and the 

NPS-FM and do not ensure takes and uses of water are first necessary, second 

reasonable, and where they are both necessary and reasonable, are used 

efficiently. S308 requests that the policies are amended to ensure takes below 

minimum flow are consistent with section 14(3)(b) and do not result in 

significant impacts on aquatic life including cumulative impacts. Further 

submissions by Horticulture New Zealand (Horticulture NZ) (FS71/105, 

FS71/109, FS71/110 and FS71/154) oppose the submission by Fish & Game to 

amend the various provisions. 

104. Rangitāne o Wairarapa Inc. (S279/142, S 279/146) submit that Policies P111 

and P115 do not give effect to NPS-FM and the policy and rules should be 

amended so that they do not provide for takes to occur below the minimum 

flow levels set in the plan. A further submission by WWU (FS36/021) opposes 

the submission point made by S279. 

105. My understanding of these submission points is that because Policies P111 and 

P115 allow water to be taken in certain circumstances below the minimum 

flows/levels set for waterbodies in the proposed Plan; this does not give effect 

to the NPS-FM, in particular Policy B1. Policy B1states: 
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By every regional council making or changing regional plans to the extent 

needed to ensure the plans establish freshwater objectives in accordance 

with Policies CA1-CA4 and set environmental flows and/or levels for all 

freshwater management units in its region (except ponds and naturally 

ephemeral water bodies) to give effect to the objectives in this national 

policy statement, having regard to at least the following: 

the reasonably foreseeable impacts of climate change; 

the connection between water bodies; and  

the connection between freshwater bodies and coastal water. 

106. As explained above in paragraphs 100 and 101, Council is progressively 

implementing the NPS-FM requirements in accordance with Policy E1(b) and 

E1(c) of the NPS-FM and the Council’s NPS-FM implementation plan. 

107. Policy B1 requires Council to establish freshwater objectives in accordance 

with Policies CA1-CA4 and set environmental flows and/or levels for all 

freshwater management units in its region. In particular Policy CA2 requires 

Council to follow processes in developing freshwater objectives for all 

freshwater management units. Council is using the collaborative whaitua 

process to determine these freshwater objectives which must also include the 

two national compulsory values; Te Hauora o te Wai/the health and mauri of 

water and Te Hauora o te Tangata/the health and mauri of the people. 

108. While Council is in the process of establishing freshwater objectives and 

environmental flows and/or levels required by Policy B1 (in accordance with 

Policies CA1-CA4 through the whaitua process) Policy B7 of the NPS-FM 

requires regional plans to include the prescribed policy until any changes under 

Schedule 1 to give effect to Policy B1, Policy B2 and Policy B6 have become 

operative. Policy P110 of the proposed Plan reflects the prescribed policy.  

109. In my view, the Policy B7 envisages there will be a period of time where a plan 

does not give effect to Policy B1, Policy B2 and Policy B6 and directs councils 

to include the prescribed policy in the interim. In my opinion, by the proposed 

Plan including Policy P110, Policy B7 is given effect to and therefore the 



Section 42A Report Water allocation 

NATRP-1620937158-1285 PAGE 37 OF 182 
 

requirements of Policy B1, Policy B2 and Policy B6 do not need to be met until 

the process outlined in Policies CA1-CA4 is completed. 

110. However, in addition to Policy P110, the proposed Plan establishes a 

framework to manage water takes until the NPS-FM is fully implemented. One 

of the management tools is the establishment of minimum flows.  

111. Minimum flows are discussed in detail in section 2.3 of this report, and 

recognise that on occasion rivers and streams will naturally fall below the 

minimum flow. When this occurs, is it reasonable to expect that water can no 

longer be used for any purpose, other than maintaining the in-stream values? In 

my opinion, there are certain uses of water, such as for the health needs of 

people and stock drinking water, which need to occur in order to meet the most 

basic needs of life. These basic needs of life are provided for specifically 

through other legislation. For example, Drinking-water Standards 2005 for 

New Zealand (Revised 2008) state Safe drinking -water, available to everyone, 

is a fundamental requirement for public health, and section 10 of the Animal 

Welfare Act 1999 requires an owner to: 

The owner of an animal, and every person in charge of an animal, must 
ensure that the physical, health, and behavioural needs of the animal are 
met in a manner that is in accordance with both— 

(a) good practice; and 

(b) scientific knowledge. 

Section 4 of the Animal Welfare Act states that the term: 

physical, health, and behavioural needs, in relation to an animal, 
includes— 

(a) proper and sufficient food: 

(ab) proper and sufficient water… 

It would be inappropriate for the proposed Plan to be inconsistent with these 

pieces of legislation. Policies P111, P112 and P115 provide for these basic uses 

below the minimum flow and I consider this is appropriate. 
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112. Policy P115 provides for three other uses; industry, rootstock protection and 

uses where the abstraction is from groundwater. The merits of allowing these 

takes to continue below minimum flow are discussed in detail in section 3.1 of 

this report. 

113. One of the other tools the proposed Plan uses to manage water takes is 

allocation which is discussed and described in section 2.4 of this report. 

114. In my opinion, the provisions of the proposed Plan do give effect to the NPS-

FM as minimum flows have been set (albeit there are provisions that allow 

limited amount of water for specific uses to be taken below the minimum flow) 

and allocation provisions ensure there is no future over-allocation. 

115. Policy B2 of the NPS-FM requires regional plans to provide for the efficient 

allocation of freshwater to activities, within the limits set to give effect to 

Policy B1. Policy B2 will be implemented by the Plan when the limits in 

Policy B1 have been set. 

116. Policy B3 of the NPS-FM requires regional plans to state the criteria by which 

transfer of water take permits are to be decided, including to improve and 

maximise the efficient allocation of water. Policy P128 and Rules R143, R144 

and R145 state the criteria for the transfer of water take permits and include 

efficiency criteria. I therefore consider Policy B3 is given effect to. 

117. Policy B4 requires regional plans to identify methods to encourage the efficient 

use of water. Methods M17, M18, M19 (in addition to Policies P116, P118, 

P119 and P128) describe the means by which Council will encourage the 

efficient use of water. I therefore consider Policy B4 is given effect to. 

118. Policy B5 requires Council to ensure that no decision will likely result in future 

over-allocation in the freshwater management unit. The allocation provisions 

of the proposed Plan are discussed on Section 2.4 of this report. In summary, 

the provisions of the proposed Plan set an allocation limit of whichever is the 

greater of the total amount allocated by resource consent or the allocation 

amounts in the whaitua tables. While, in some cases this may mean the amount 

of water allocated is greater than the allocation amount specified in the whaitua 
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tables, the provisions ensure no additional future allocation can occur. I 

therefore consider Policy B5 is given effect to. 

119. Policy B6 requires Council to set a defined timeframe and methods in the plan 

by which over-allocation must be phased out, to ensure the total amount of 

water allocated in the freshwater management unit is reduced to the level set to 

give effect to Policy B1. Given that the allocation levels are still being 

considered through the whaitua process, I consider it is appropriate that the 

proposed Plan, as yet, does not contain any provisions to phase out over-

allocation. Policy P116 of the proposed Plan does not allow water that becomes 

available due to resource consents being surrendered, lapsed, cancelled or not 

replaced to be reallocated in situations where the consented amount of water 

exceeds the allocation amounts provided for in the whaitua chapters. I therefore 

consider that Policy B6 is given effect to. 

120. As discussed above, Policy B7 of the NPS-FM is given effect to by Policy 

P110 of the proposed Plan. 

121. Fish & Game (S308/072) considers that the whaitua chapters should be 

consistent with the freshwater objectives in Section 3 of the proposed Plan. Its 

submission is that as proposed, the policies and schedule are inconsistent with 

section 14(3)(b) and the NPS-FM and does not ensure the takes and uses of 

water are first necessary, second reasonable, and where necessary and 

reasonable, are used efficiently. Fish & Game submits that the policies in the 

whaitua chapters should not be more lenient than those set out in Policy P107 

and should achieve the freshwater objectives in section 3 including Table 3.4. 

122. My understanding is that section 14(3)(b) of the RMA addresses water uses 

that are not prohibited by section 14(2). Section 14(3)(b) provides for takes that 

are required for: 

 an individual’s reasonable domestic needs, and  

 the reasonable needs of a person’s animals for drinking water,  

and that take does not, or is not likely to have an adverse effect on the 

environment. 
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The take and use of water under section 14(3)(b) therefore do not need 

resource consent and do not need to consider the objectives and policies of the 

proposed Plan. 

123. Section 14(3)(a) provides for the taking, using, damming or diverting of water 

provided it is expressly allowed by a national environmental standard, a rule in 

a regional plan as well as a rule in a proposed regional plan, or a resource 

consent. In my view, section 14 does not require any necessity, reasonableness 

or efficiency test where resource consent is required, however, objectives, 

policies and rules in a regional plan can provide direction in these areas. The 

objectives and policies will only be relevant where resource consent is 

required. 

124. The proposed Plan clearly provides direction on what is considered reasonable 

and efficient through Objective 52, Policies P118 and P119 and Schedule Q. 

With regard to whether a take is necessary, I consider the plan provides 

guidance on the type of uses of water that have priority through Objectives O5, 

O6 and O7 and Policies P111, P112, P114 and P115.  

125. It is also my view that the amount of water that is necessary, is a function of its 

intended use. The amount of water that is necessary for a particular use is 

determined by the reasonable and efficiency criteria. 

126. S308 also raises the issue that the whaitua chapters should not be more lenient 

than Policy P107 and should achieve the water quality objectives in section 3. I 

have discussed this issue in greater depth in sections 2.3 and 2.4 of this report, 

but in summary, I consider that the policies and rules in the whaitua chapters 

are entirely consistent with Policy P107 and the minimum flow and allocation 

provisions in the proposed Plan are there to implement the water quality 

objectives together with the other provisions (the take and use of water is not 

the only factor that affects water quality) of the proposed Plan. 

127. Royal Forest & Bird protection Society of New Zealand (Forest & Bird) 

(S353/116) submits with regard to Policy P110 the NPS-FM does not have any 

transitional provisions and request everything after (b) be deleted. A further 

submission by DairyNZ and Fonterra Co-Operative Group Limited (Dairy NZ 
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and Fonterra) (FS84/040) oppose this point as the proposed amendments do not 

allow a balanced consideration of measures that will avoid adverse effects. 

128. In my opinion, the NPS-FM Policy B7 requires every regional council to 

amend their regional plans to include the wording contained in Policy B7. 

Policy P110 of the proposed Plan is intended to implement Policy B7 of the 

NPS-FM, however a formatting error in the proposed Plan distorts the 

interpretation of the policy.  

129. I recommend that Policy P110 is reformatted so that it is the same as Policy B7 

in the NPS-FM. I also recommend changing natural wetland in Policy P110 

back to wetland to reflect the exact wording of Policy B7 of the NPS-FM. The 

definition of natural wetland in the proposed Plan is more specific than wetland 

as defined in the RMA. 

Summary of recommendation 

130. Recommended amendments to the following provisions can be found in 

Appendix B: 

Section Provision 

Policy Policy P110 – reformat and amend wording of wetland. 

 

131. I do not recommend any changes to Policy P107 as a result of submissions on 

this issue. 

Issue 2. Framework for allocating water 

132. There were approximately 891 submission points received on issues relating to 

the framework for allocating water. I have grouped these concerns into the 

following sub-topics: 

 Issue 2.1 Overall allocation framework of the proposed Plan 

 Issue 2.2 Integrating the take and use of groundwater and surface water 

 Issue 2.3 Minimum flows/levels 

 Issue 2.4 Core allocation 
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 Issue 2.5 Supplementary allocation 

 Issue 2.6 Permitted and controlled activities 

Issue 2.1 Overall allocation framework of the proposed Plan  

Background 

133. I have briefly described the provisions of the plan that relate to the water 

allocation topic in section 6.3 of this report. In the following issues, the 

provisions are discussed in detail and I do not propose to repeat that analysis in 

this issue. 

134. The RPS establishes two key elements of the proposed Plan’s framework for 

taking and using water. Policy 12: Management purposes for surface water 

bodies, requires regional plans to include policies, rules and/or methods that 

require flows and water levels to be managed for the purpose of safeguarding 

aquatic ecosystem health and for other purposes identified in regional plans. 

Policy 13: Allocating water, requires regional plans to include policies and/or 

rules that establish allocation limits for the total amount of water that can be 

taken from rivers, lakes and groundwater, taking into account aquatic 

ecosystem health the aquatic ecosystem health of rivers, lakes and wetlands 

and preventing salt water intrusion. 

135. Policy P107: Framework for taking and using water, sets the structure for water 

allocation in the Wellington Region. The policy recognises 1) groundwater and 

surface water connectivity; 2) allocation limits provided for in other sections of 

the proposed Plan; and 3) minimum flows and water levels also provided for in 

other sections of the proposed Plan.  

136. There are a number of provisions in the proposed Plan that implement the three 

parts of Policy P107. I have set these provisions out in Table 2 below. The 

minimum flow provisions are discussed in Issue 2.3, allocation provisions in 

Issue 2.4 and groundwater connectivity to surface water in Issue 2.2.  
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Table 2: Provisions relating to Policy P107 

 Policies Rules Schedules 

Minimum flow Policy P111 
Policy P115  
Policy R.P1 
Policy WH.P1  
Policy P.P1 
Policy K.P1  
Policy WC.P1 

Rule R.R1 
Rule WH.R1 
Rule P.R1 
Rule K.R1 
Rule WC.R1 
 
 

Schedule R 

Allocation Policy P108 
Policy P113 
Policy P117 
Policy P118 
Policy P119 
Policy R.P2 
Policy WH.P2 
Policy K.P2 

Rule R.R1 
Rule WH.R1 
Rule P.R1 
Rule K.R1 
Rule WC.R1 

Schedule Q 

Groundwater 
connectivity to surface 
water 

Policy P108 Rule R.R1 
Rule WH.R1 
Rule P.R1 
Rule K.R1 
Rule WC.R1 

Schedule P 

 

137. In addition to the policies, schedules and rules mentioned above, there are a 

number of other policies in the proposed Plan that relate to water quantity, that 

are in addition to Policy P107. Policies such as Policy P26: Natural processes, 

and Policy P122: Flow Variability also provide guidance and need to be 

considered when assessing an application to take and use water. 

Submissions and assessment 

138. Rangitāne o Wairarapa Inc. (S279/063) submits that there is no objective 

guiding regulatory outcomes for the taking, use, damming and diversion of 

freshwater. South Wairarapa District Council (SWDC) (FS26/025) and 

Masterton District Council (FS30/024) do not specifically oppose the outcomes 

sought by S279 but suggest that a specific objective is not necessary as the 

matters are adequately covered elsewhere in the objective and policy 

framework.  



Section 42A Report Water allocation 

PAGE 44 OF 182 NATRP-1620937158-1285 
 

139. Fish & Game (S308/021) submits that section 3.5 of the proposed Plan only 

addresses water quality and the proposed Plan does not adequately recognise or 

provide for the sustainable management of water quantity. S308 wishes to see 

the proposed Plan contain water quantity objectives. 

140. I consider that through the integrated nature of the proposed Plan, there are a 

number of objectives that guide the outcomes for taking, using, damming and 

diversion of freshwater. For example, Objective 5 of the proposed Plan states: 

Fresh water bodies and the coastal marine area, as a minimum, are managed 

to: 

(a) safeguard aquatic ecosystem health and mahinga kai, and 

(b) provide for contact recreation and Māori customary use, and 

(c) in the case of fresh water, provide for the health needs of people. 

141. Objective 5 and related submissions were considered in Hearing Stream 1 in 

Ms Greenberg’s report Part B: Overall framework of the plan and I note Ms 

Greenberg’s recommendation to amend the wording of Objective 5, but not the 

intent. 

142. Objectives O6 and O7 state that sufficient water of a suitable quality is 

available for the health needs of people and for the reasonable needs of 

livestock. Objectives O6 and O7 were discussed in Mr Denton’s report – 

Beneficial use and development. 

143. Objective O25 states: 

144. To safeguard aquatic ecosystem health and mahinga kai in freshwater bodies 

and coastal marine area: 

(a) Water quality, flows, water levels and aquatic and coastal habitats are 

managed to maintain aquatic ecosystems health and mahinga kai, 

and….. 
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145. I consider that all of these objectives guide the outcomes for the take and use of 

water and need to be considered when assessing a resource consent application. 

In my view, I do not consider it necessary to introduce a specific objective for 

water quantity. 

146. Fish & Game (S308/071) and Rangitāne o Wairarapa Inc. (S279/140) submit 

that Policy 107 does not establish the allocation framework. The framework 

should include minimum flows, core allocations, requirement to maintain 

hydrological processes and variability etc. 

147. In my view Policy P107 does set the framework for managing the taking and 

using of water in the proposed Plan and gives effect to Policies 12 and 13 of 

the RPS. I also consider that Policy P107 (in conjunction with other policies 

and rules of the proposed Plan) works towards implementing and achieving the 

outcomes of Objectives O3, O5, O6, O7 and O25. Policy P107 itself does not 

set minimum flows or core allocations, instead it recognises that the three key 

parameters (minimum flow, core allocation and groundwater connectivity to 

surface water) are provided for in other provisions. Table 2 above shows those 

linkages to the other provisions of the proposed Plan. 

148. With regard to flow variability, I consider there are two policies that are 

relevant to ensuring flow variability is maintained; Policy P26: Natural 

processes, and Policy P122: Flow variability. While flow variability is not 

mentioned in Policy P107, Policies P26 and P122 should be read and 

considered in conjunction with Policy P107. In addition, it could be said that to 

a certain degree, establishing minimum flow provisions and core allocations 

will allow flow variability and functioning of natural processes.  

149. I do not recommend any changes to Policy P107 as a result of submission 

points from Fish & Game (S308/071) and Rangitāne o Wairarapa Inc. 

(S279/140). However, Policy P107 and the related provisions are discussed 

further throughout this report where I have recommended some changes. 

150. Te Runanga o Toa Rangatira (S326/006) considers water rights for Māori need 

to be addressed. S326 submits that the proposed Plan should allow for changes 
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that may result from water right negotiations between crown and mana 

whenua. 

151. My understanding is that any negotiations between the crown and mana 

whenua that affect the provisions of the proposed Plan will be required to be 

given effect to through a subsequent plan change.  

152. Rangitāne o Wairarapa Inc. (S279/154) and Fish & Game (S308/083) submit 

that the proposed Plan fails to adopt the integrated management of water takes 

and use with water quality. Both S279 and S308 request new policies and 

associated rules be added to the Plan that direct the take and use of fresh water 

be managed in an integrated manner with associated land uses and discharges. 

Further submission by Wairarapa Regional Irrigation Trust (FS52/006) opposes 

the submission point by Fish & Game as is it not possible to determine the 

implications without precise wording. 

153. The whaitua committees are tasked with establishing water quality limits, 

water quantity limits and integrating management. The proposed Plan contains 

numerical allocation for water quantity at catchment and sub-catchment scales. 

There is no such numerical allocation at catchment and sub-catchment scales 

for water quality. These are to be set by the whaitua process. Once limits for 

quantity and quality are established by whaitua committees they will be in a 

position to improve the integration of water quality and quantity management. 

Summary of recommendation 

154. I do not recommend any changes to the proposed Plan as a result of 

submissions on this issue. 

Issue 2.2 Integrating the take and use of groundwater and 
surface water – Conjunctive management framework 

Background 

155. The hydrological cycle describes the continuous movement of water above, on 

and below the Earth’s surface. Water above the surface is found in rivers, lakes 

and wetlands, while below the surface, groundwater is stored in the pores and 

spaces in the soil, sediment and rocks. Both surface water and groundwater are 

recharged from rainfall. 
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156. Surface water and groundwater do not exist in isolation. Their interaction is 

inherently complex, with many variables occurring across time and spatial 

scales. Due to this interaction/connectivity, the management of groundwater 

must also consider any effects on surface water. The degree of connectivity is 

often expressed as the amount of depletion a groundwater take will have on a 

river or stream (stream depletion effect). The greater the level of stream 

depletion a groundwater take has on a river or stream, the greater the 

connectivity. 

157. The current Freshwater Plan has separate policies for the take and use of 

surface water and groundwater. There is no integration between the 

management of surface water and groundwater. In simplistic terms this has the 

potential to result in over-allocation of surface water resources, particularly 

where groundwater resources are directly connected to surface water. 

158. As more data and knowledge have been collected over time in the Wellington 

Region, significant advances have been made in developing models (by 

Council scientists and technical experts) since 2005 that better define and 

quantify surface/groundwater connectivity for the Ruamāhanga, Hutt and 

Kāpiti catchments. 

159. Policy 13(b) of the RPS requires regional plans to include policies and/or rules 

that establish allocation limits for the total amount of water that can be taken 

from groundwater, taking into account the aquatic ecosystem health of rivers, 

lakes and wetlands, and preventing saltwater intrusion. It is clear that Policy 13 

of the RPS recognises the taking of groundwater can have an effect on the 

aquatic ecosystems of rivers, lakes and wetlands. Policy P107 of the proposed 

Plan recognises groundwater connectivity to surface water and sets the 

framework for managing the connectivity and any associated effects on rivers, 

lakes and wetlands through the various provisions of the proposed Plan (e.g. 

Policy P108, Schedule P, Policy P111 and Policy P115). 

160. Policy P108 provides for groundwater that has a direct connection to surface 

water to be managed within the same allocation budget as surface water. 
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Groundwater that does not have a direct connection to surface water is 

managed through separate groundwater allocation budgets.  

161. Integral to Policy P107 and Policy P108 is Schedule P: Classifying and 

managing groundwater and surface water connectivity. Schedule P has been 

derived from work carried out by Council scientists and consultants. The 

technical reports on the conjunctive management framework for the 

Ruamāhanga, Hutt and Kāpiti describe the detail behind Schedule P5. 

162.  Schedule P describes and classifies the differing degrees of 

groundwater/surface water connectivity and the management approach for the 

different degrees of connectivity. 

Schedule P: Classifying and managing groundwater and surface water 
connectivity - Connectivity 

163. Schedule P divides groundwater into three categories based on the degree of 

connectivity to surface water. Groundwater in Category A areas are considered 

to have a direct connection to a surface water body. Groundwater in Category 

C areas are considered to not have a direct connection with a surface water 

body. Groundwater in Category B areas may have a direct connection with 

surface water, and further investigation and quantification of the degree of 

connectivity is required. Mr Hughes’ evidence describes in more detail the 

connectivity of the different groundwater categories. 

164. The proposed Plan spatially defines where the different groundwater categories 

are located in Section 7 - Ruamāhanga Whaitua, Section 8 - Wellington 

Harbour and Hutt Valley Whaitua and Section 10 - Kāpiti Coast Whaitua6. The 

figures (Figures 7.2-7.9, Figures 8.1 and 8.2 and Figures 10.1 and 10.2) within 

these sections, delineating the location and depths of the groundwater 

categories, were derived from catchment specific groundwater models and 

                                                 
 
5 Wairarapa Valley groundwater resource investigation: Framework for conjunctive water management, 
Conjunctive water management recommendations for the Hutt Valley and Kāpiti Coast groundwater 
resource investigation: Proposed framework for conjunctive management. 
6 Groundwater resources in the Porirua and Wairarapa Coast whaitua have not been mapped spatially 
defined due to limited groundwater resources in these whaitua and limited demand for water from 
groundwater sources.  
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technical information. Evidence provided by Dr Gyopari and Mr Hughes’ 

details how the models were developed and the resulting connectivity 

classifications. 

Schedule P: Classifying and managing groundwater and surface water 
connectivity - Management approach 

165. Schedule P describes how each of the groundwater categories will be managed 

in terms of allocation, restrictions at minimum flows and saline intrusion. 

Additionally, the management approach for Category A takes provides for 

circumstances where there is clear hydrogeological evidence demonstrating 

that surface water depletion effects are less than expected, and therefore will 

not be regarded the same as surface water takes in respect to allocation and 

minimum flow restrictions. 

166. Category A groundwater takes are allocated from the surface water allocation 

amounts in Tables 7.3, 7.4, 8.2 and 10.2. Category A takes are also subject to a 

50% restriction of the amount of water consented when the relevant river or 

stream falls below the minimum flow (Policy P115). Mr Hughes’ evidence 

describes that ‘due to the immediacy of impact, groundwater abstracted from 

Category A aquifers can be considered as being analogous to direct surface 

water abstraction in terms of the magnitude and temporal response in effects on 

surface water flows’. Allocation is discussed in more detail in Issue 2.4 of this 

report. Minimum flow restrictions are discussed in more detail in Issue 2.3 of 

this report. 

167. Category C groundwater takes are allocated from the groundwater allocation 

amounts in Tables 7.5, 8.3 and 10.3. Category C takes are not subject to 

restrictions at minimum flows. 

168. Category B groundwater takes are a little more complicated. Those Category B 

takes that are considered to have a direct connection to surface water (stream 

depletion effects greater than 60% of the rate of take or stream depletion 

effects greater than 10L/s) are allocated proportionately from the surface water 

allocation amounts and the groundwater allocation amounts. Category B takes 

with a direct connection to surface water are subject to restrictions when the 

relevant river or stream falls below the minimum flow. The level of restriction 
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will be determined through the consent process and will be based on the degree 

of connectivity and stream depletion effect of a particular take. 

169. Category B takes that do not meet the threshold of direct connection to surface 

water (stream depletion effects less than 60% of the rate of take or stream 

depletion effects less than 10L/s 7 ) are allocated from the groundwater 

allocation amounts. Category B takes that do not have a direct connection to 

surface water are not subject to restrictions when the relevant river or stream 

falls below the minimum flow. Essentially, these Category B takes are 

managed the same as a Category C take. 

170. Category A groundwater users are perhaps the most affected by the provisions 

of the proposed Plan compared to the Freshwater Plan. Under the proposed 

Plan they are subject to restrictions at minimum flow and the allocation for the 

take is from the surface water budget, while under the Freshwater Plan they 

were not subject to restrictions and allocation was from the groundwater 

budget. Since 2011, the consenting process has considered the effects of 

Category A takes on minimum flows as a relevant section 104(c) matter in 

decision assessments. Only one objection has been received from consent 

applicants to decisions which have included restrictions to the use of water 

below minimum flows. 

171. The implications of minimum flow restrictions are discussed in Issue 2.3 and 

allocation in Issue 2.4 of this report. 

Pre hearing meetings 

172. Two pre-hearing meetings were held in the Wairarapa. At the first meeting 

held on 17 April 2017, Council gave an overview of how the provisions of the 

proposed Plan worked including the main differences between the proposed 

Plan and the Freshwater Plan. Council’s technical experts also presented on: 

 two-phase modelling undertaken in the Ruamāhanga catchment 

 groundwater/surface water connectivity in the Wairarapa Valley 
                                                 
 
7 The Category B criteria are confusing and I recommend changes in paragraph 183 of this report 
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 minimum flows 

 allocation limits 

 naturalising low flows and how they are used to identify a surface water 

allocation envelope. 

173. As a result of the first meeting a second meeting was held on 18 May 2017 

where four topics were discussed. Those topics were: 

 Regional scale mapping – how the proposed Plan allows for local variation 

 Definitions of categories in Schedule P 

 Irrigation reliability – what happens at minimum flows 

 Naturalisation of low flows. 

174. A copy of the meetings minutes are attached in Schedule C. 

Submissions and assessment 

175. There were approximately 536 submission points on the integration of taking 

and using water. Many of the submissions focused on the data and information 

used by Council to determine the groundwater categories (Schedule P) and 

spatial map where the groundwater categories are located, particularly in the 

Ruamāhanga whaitua. 

Schedule P and related provisions 

176. Submissions from WWU (S124/009, S124/010, S124/029, S124/030), 

Irrigation NZ (S306/019), Federated Farmers (S352/256, S352/268), Jim 

Headley (S340/001) and AJ Barton (S327/004) focus on seeking clarification 

and verification, calibration of the groundwater categories in the interpretation 

sections, Policy P107, Schedule P, and Figures 7.2-7.8.  

177. My understanding of the submitters’ issues is that the model used to describe 

and derive the conjunctive management framework (including Category A, B 

and C definitions, allocation limits, catchment management units and sub units 

and Schedule P) is too uncertain for the Ruamāhanga catchment. The 
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submitters’ assert that the model is a regionally based approach formulated on 

limited data and based on many assumptions. Therefore, the model does not 

provide enough detail to accurately determine the classification of a particular 

bore (from which to abstract water) at a particular depth and specific location. 

Dr Gyopari’s expert evidence addresses these issues and based on his 

conclusions I consider that the information and models that Council has used to 

develop the provisions in the proposed Plan are founded on the best 

information available given the complexities of groundwater systems. There is 

enough certainty at a catchment and sub catchment level to have confidence in 

the mapped groundwater categories. In addition, Schedule P enables a resource 

consent applicant, to provide Council with evidence that a particular take does 

not have the expected stream depletion effects for that category. Council can 

then use its discretion to apply the management approach of another category. 

In most cases, an applicant for a groundwater take would rather not be 

classified as a Category A take, as the proposed Plan directs, through Policy 

P115, that these takes reduce the volume of water taken by 50% when the 

relevant river or stream reaches minimum flows. I discuss the impact of 

minimum flow restrictions in more detail in section 2.3. 

178. AJ Barton (S327/014, S327/013) asks that the arbitrary depth when assessing 

the degree of hydraulic connection be removed. S327 asserts that such a single 

criterion is overly simplistic and misleading and ignores the recognised 

heterogeneity and behaviour of the groundwater system. A single zone may 

contain different aquifers at different depths and locations and therefore not all 

aquifers within a specific zone should be considered to be from a single 

category.  

179. AJ Barton (S327/015) suggests that considerable evidence exists that the Lake 

Category C groundwater zone extends up into the lower Ruamāhanga valley 

towards the Huangarua confluence (Figure 7.9 of the proposed Plan). AJ 

Barton’s submission (S327/017, S327/016) requests the Lower Ruamāhanga 

Category A boundary be moved upstream to the vicinity of the Huangarua 

confluence, which will recognise the thick aquitard that exists above the Q2 

aquifer downstream of the confluence. S327 contends that the boundaries 

shown on the maps in Chapter 7 reflect the underlying assumptions used in the 
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hydrogeological modelling rather than the actual groundwater system and the 

maps are derived from regional scale mapping and ignore local variation in 

groundwater conditions.  

180. AJ Barton (S327/007, S327/008) also states that fundamental to the application 

of Policies P107 and P108 is the accurate, realistic and practical understanding 

of groundwater connectivity to surface water. The default position should not 

be the assumption of connectivity. Limitations of regional scale modelling 

need to be recognised when considering resource consents.  

181. AJ Barton (S327/002, S327/003, S327/007) supported by further submissions 

from Federated Farmers (FS36/005, FS36/006 and FS36/010) requests that the 

definitions of Categories A, B and C be amended to better explain the degree 

of hydraulic connectivity. Definitions need to recognise local variations, and 

the potential for such variations to cause significant differences in the expected 

behaviour of the groundwater system.  

182. I consider that the purpose of the allocation provisions, including the maps and 

boundaries shown in Chapter 7 (and in the other whaitua chapters of the 

proposed Plan), is to provide a catchment/sub-catchment context and 

assessment of the water balance and the amount of water that is available to be 

allocated from surface water and groundwater on a catchment or sub-catchment 

basis. Local variation is provided for in Schedule P under the general 

management approach where the provision states for Category A groundwater: 

Groundwater takes in aquifers directly connected to surface water are 

subject to the same core allocation and restrictions as surface water 

takes unless there is clear hydrogeological evidence demonstrating that 

surface water depletion effects from takes are less than expected. Such 

clear new hydrogeological evidence may be advanced by a resource 

consent applicant seeking a new consent or an existing user amending an 

existing resource consent. 

I therefore consider the allocation provisions to be appropriate as they set a 

catchment based framework while Schedule P allows for local variation to be 

considered through the resource consent process. 
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183. I do, however, consider that Schedule P is complicated and confusing, 

particularly for Category B takes. In my opinion, Schedule P needs to describe 

two different Category Bs; High connection Category B groundwater and 

Moderate connection Category B groundwater and specify the connectivity 

criteria for each. The second column of Schedule P that references groundwater 

directly connected to surface water and groundwater not directly connected to 

surface water can then be deleted (and the corresponding definitions in the 

interpretation section can also be deleted).  

184. I also recommend the management approach for each groundwater category 

more specifically describe and reference the allocation and restriction 

approaches (e.g. refer to Policy P115 and Schedule R in relation to 

restrictions). Submission points from Federated Farmers (S352/291) and 

DairyNZ and Fonterra (S316/141) support referencing Policy P115 and 

Schedule R in Schedule P.  

185. A draft of the proposed changes to Schedule P was circulated prior to the 

second pre-hearing meeting in the Wairarapa. While the parties at the pre-

hearing still had concerns about the models and data used to develop the 

schedule (discussed above in paragraph 176), there was general agreement that 

the proposed changes were an improvement on the original schedule, 

particularly clarifying Category B takes. 

186. Concern was expressed at the pre-hearing meeting with the pumping duration 

parameter proposed in Moderate connection (Category B) groundwater and 

that it may not be representative of the ‘typical’ Wairarapa irrigation season. 

The pumping rate and duration were introduced to Schedule P - Category B to 

clarify how the stream depletion effect is to be calculated. Parties at the pre 

hearing meeting were unsure if one of the options, pumping at maximum rate 

for a period of 90 days, was representative of a typical take over a Wairarapa 

irrigation season.  

187. As a result, Mr Thompson undertook a desk top analysis looking at the 

metering records for the 10 largest groundwater users in the Ruamāhanga 

Valley over the 2014/2015 irrigation season. Eight takes had good enough 
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records to assess and the maximum continuous period of pumping ranged from 

65 to 116 days. One take operated at 90-100% of their maximum allowable rate 

for a continuous period of over 80 days. 

188. Based on Mr Thompson’s information and discussions with Mr Hughes, the 

following approach to calculate stream depletion for high or moderate 

Category B groundwater is proposed. The approach tries to strike a balance 

between what is theoretically permitted under consent conditions and ‘typical’ 

water use. 

High connection (Category B) groundwater considered to be:  

(a) groundwater takes with a weekly average rate of abstraction of greater than 5L/sec, and 

(b) groundwater takes with a stream depletion effect from local surface waters of greater than 60% of the rate 
of take OR a calculated maximum rate of stream depletion of greater than 10L/sec*. Stream depletion effect 
is calculated using an assessed pumping rate required to meet demand 9 out of every 10 years (90th 
percentile) over a 90 day maximum demand period. 

 

Moderate connection (Category B) groundwater is considered to be: 

(a) groundwater takes with a weekly average rate of abstraction of 5L/sec or less, or 

(b) groundwater takes with stream depletion effect from local surface waters of less than 60% of the rate of take 
AND the calculated maximum rate of stream depletion of less than 10L/sec*. Stream depletion effect is 
calculated using an assessed pumping rate required to meet demand 9 out of every 10 years (90th 
percentile) over a 90 day maximum demand period 

189. While I am comfortable the proposed approach to calculate the stream 

depletion effect provides a good balance, it is complicated! Guidance material 

and examples will need to be developed to assist plan users in calculating their 

stream depletion effect. 

190. Also discussed at the pre-hearing meeting was how the proposed Plan allows 

for local variation in Schedule P. As discussed in paragraph 182, Schedule P 

allows for local variation where there is clear hydrogeological evidence 

demonstrating that surface water depletion effects from takes are less than 

expected. A draft list of the types of hydrogeological evidence was pre 

circulated by Council before the meeting. The content of the list was discussed 

as was the appropriate place for the list to sit.  

191. The content of the list was not fully agreed upon, however, it was generally 

considered to be a good starting point.  

192. Two options were examined for how the list could be incorporated into the 

planning process; making the list a schedule in the proposed Plan (and 
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referencing it in Schedule P), or whether the list was used as part of the 

consenting processes. A schedule in the plan offers surety to resource users as 

to what is required, while as a technical document as part of the consenting 

process there is more flexibility regarding compliance with the list. A technical 

document sitting outside the plan is also easier to adapt and change if required. 

The parties at the pre-hearing meeting (other than Council) generally agreed 

they would like to see the list form the basis of a schedule in the plan. 

193. I understand the submitters desire to have the list of hydrogeological 

information required as a schedule in the plan as it provides certainty as to 

what information Council is wanting. In this case, I consider it appropriate to 

include the list as schedule in the proposed Plan, particularly since the general 

management approach in Schedule P makes reference to the ability to supply 

new hydrogeological evidence. I recommend adding a new schedule as 

follows: 

Information required for the reclassification of a groundwater take 
category 

Greater Wellington Regional Council will require hydrogeological information 
that appropriately characterises the sub-catchment hydrogeological setting to 
enable confident evaluation of the potential effects of taking groundwater on 
hydraulically connected surface water. The information required will depend 
on local circumstances and may include all or some of the list below. 

a) analysis of local/sub-catchment subsurface geology/stratigraphy; 

b) relative groundwater and surface water levels and mapping of 
groundwater flow nets; 

c) confident conceptualisation of the local and sub-regional groundwater 
environment including conceptual or quantitative water balance; 

d) temporal groundwater level and relevant surface water level/flow 
variations; 

e) analysis of aquifer testing undertaken in accordance with Schedule T 
requirements to determine localised aquifer hydraulic properties; 

f) analysis of results from additional previous aquifer testing from sub-
catchment areas to determine representative aquifer parameters;  

g) evaluation of aquifer boundary effects evident in pumping test data; 
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h) analysis of surface water hydrology (e.g. gains/losses, representative 
flow statistics); 

i) measurement/analysis of streambed conductance or use of GWRC 
mapped streambed parameters; 

j) hydro chemical analyses. 

194. AJ Barton (S327/012), supported by a further submission from Federated 

Farmers (FS36/015), submits that the onus for assessing potential effects of 

new resource consent might justifiably lie with the applicant. The onus and 

costs for changing existing consents should lie with Council, unless there are 

demonstrable adverse effects.  

195. My interpretation of this submission point is that by the proposed Plan 

introducing the conjunctive management framework, groundwater takes, in 

particular Category A takes, will be subject to restrictions at minimum flows, 

whereas under the Freshwater Plan they are not. If an applicant renewing their 

groundwater consent is deemed to be a Category A take, but wishes to provide 

evidence to show the take does not meet the Category A threshold, the onus is 

on the applicant to do so, even when they may be seeking to renew their 

consent for the same activity they have been undertaking for a number of years.  

196. I consider that the framework provided for in the proposed Plan minimises 

costs to both an applicant for a new consent and an applicant ‘renewing’ their 

consent. My rationale for this is, by spatially mapping the groundwater 

category areas, a degree of certainty is provided to the applicant about how that 

category will be managed. It is only if the applicant wishes to provide evidence 

that a particular take does not meet the criteria for a particular category that the 

onus and costs of providing that evidence are born by the applicant. 

197. Finally, I consider Schedule P is integral to the conjunctive water allocation 

framework in the proposed Plan and therefore recommend incorporating 

Schedule P in to Policy P107 as a table, rather than referring to the schedule in 

the policy. In my opinion this will increase the usability of the proposed Plan. 
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Consequential changes to provisions related to Schedule P 

198. There are a considerable number of provisions of the proposed Plan that will 

need to be changed, if the recommendation in paragraph 183 to amend 

Schedule P is adopted. I do not consider any of these consequential changes 

alter the intent of the provisions, rather they clarify and increase the useability 

of the proposed Plan. 

Category A groundwater, Category B groundwater and Category C groundwater 

199. I recommend the definitions of the groundwater categories in the interpretation 

section of the proposed Plan, refer to Schedule P (recommended now to be 

Table 4.1), where the detail within the schedule clearly defines and describes 

the category type. 

200. I also recommend adding the degree of connectivity to surface water (direct, 

high, moderate or limited) to each of the respective groundwater categories. 

This will help establish the difference between the two types of Category B 

takes and add further clarity around the degree of connectivity of each 

groundwater category. 

Groundwater directly connected to surface water and groundwater not directly 
connected to surface water 

201. I recommend the definitions of groundwater directly connected to surface 

water and groundwater not directly connected to surface water be deleted. I 

have made this recommendation as a result of proposing the two separate 

Category B groundwater classifications (High connection and Moderate 

connection) which make the ‘directly connected’ and ‘not directly connected’ 

terms redundant to an extent. 

There are a number of provisions throughout the plan that refer to directly 

connected or not directly connected groundwater. In the case of groundwater 

directly connected to surface water, I consider it is more appropriate and 

accurate to refer to Direct connection (Category A) groundwater and High 

connection (Category B) groundwater.  
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For groundwater not directly connected to surface water, I considerate it is 

more appropriate and accurate to refer to Moderate connection (Category B) 

groundwater and Limited connection (Category C) groundwater. 

The following provisions of the proposed Plan will need to be amended as they 

use either groundwater directly connected to surface water or groundwater not 

directly connected to surface water.  

Provisions affected by deleting groundwater directly connected to surface 
water or groundwater not directly connected to surface water 

Section of the plan Provision 

Interpretation Minimum flow or water level 

 Surface water allocation 

Objectives Objective O25 - Table 3.6 

Policies Policy P108 (a) and (b) 

 Policy P113 

 Policy P115 (e) 

Rules Rule R144 – matter for discretion 3 

Ruamāhanga Whaitua Policy R.P3 – policy description 

 Rule R.R1 – matter for discretion 4 and 8 

 Tables 7.3 to 7.5 

Wellington Harbour and 
Hutt Valley Whaitua 

Rule WH.R1 – matter for discretion 4 and 8 

 Tables 8.2 and 8.3 

Kāpiti Whaitua Rule K.R1 – matters for discretion 4 and 8 

 Tables 10.2 and 10.3 

 

Rules pertaining to both surface water and groundwater 

202. New Zealand Defence Force (S81/039) considers the combination of surface 

water and groundwater in one rule (e.g. Rule WH.R1) may create difficulties 

for assessing compliance and some of the conditions of the rules may not be 

relevant to all activities.  

203. The proposed Plan seeks to integrate the management of surface water and 

groundwater for the reasons outlined above. It is therefore appropriate to have 

one rule which addresses surface water and groundwater, especially for 
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situations where groundwater is directly connected to surface water and the 

groundwater take is considered as part of the surface water allocation 

provisions. With regard to compliance, any takes under Rule WH.R1 require a 

resource consent and compliance will be assessed against the specific 

conditions issued with the resource consent. 

Summary of recommendations 

204. Recommended amendments to the following provisions can be found in 

Appendix B: 

Section Provision 

Interpretation Direct connection (Category A) groundwater) 

 High connection (Category B) groundwater (directly 
connected) 

 Moderate connection (Category B) groundwater (not directly 
connected) 

 Limited connection (Category C) groundwater 

 Groundwater directly connected to surface water 

 Groundwater allocation not directly connected to surface 
water 

 Minimum flow or water level 

 Surface water allocation 

Policies Policy P107: Framework for taking and using water 

 Policy P108: Integrating groundwater and surface water 

 Policy P113: Core allocation for rivers 

 Policy P115: Authorising takes below minimum flows and 
lake levels  

Rules Rule R144: Transferring water permits – restricted 
discretionary activity 

Ruamāhanga Whaitua Policy R.P3: Cumulative effects on river reaches of 
allocating water  

 Rule R.R1: Take and use of water in the Ruamāhanga 
Whaitua – restricted discretionary activity 

Wellington Harbour and Hutt 
Valley Whaitua 

Rule WH.R1: Take and use of water in the Wellington 
Harbour and Hutt Valley Whaitua – restricted discretionary 
activity 

Kāpiti Coast Whaitua Rule K.R1: Take and use of water in the Kāpiti Coast 
Whaitua – restricted discretionary activity 

Schedules New Schedule - Information required for the reclassification 
of a groundwater take category 
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Issue 2.3 Minimum flows/levels 

Background 

205. Minimum flows in rivers and streams and lake levels are an important tool for 

ensuring in-stream values are not unacceptably compromised by consumptive 

water use (Thompson 2015). Minimum flows are sometimes described as 

‘hands off’ flows. They are the flows at which management intervention is 

needed such as requiring takes to reduce or cease to ensure that the life-

supporting capacity of rivers is safeguarded. It is important to note that a river, 

stream or lake may fall below the minimum flow or level naturally i.e. 

regardless of whether any abstractions are occurring.  

206. Establishing minimum flows and lake levels are key elements in implementing 

the framework for the take and use of water and to give effect to Objectives 12 

and 13, Policies 12 and 13 of the RPS and Policy B1 of the NPS-FM.  

207. The proposed Plan contains a number of objectives relating to water. In 

relation to minimum flows, Objectives O3, O5, and O25 are the most relevant, 

as establishing minimum flows is one of the tools available to achieve the 

objectives outcomes. 

208. Policies P107, P111, P115, R.P1, WH.P1, P.P1, K.P1 and WC.P1 together with 

Rules R.R1, WH.R1 and K.R1 of the proposed Plan set the context and 

direction for how minimum flows are to be managed. 

209. Minimum flows/levels provide a threshold where water abstraction can be 

restricted or suspended in order to safeguard in-stream values. Policy P111 

provides for circumstances where water may be taken and used below 

minimum flows. Those circumstances include the take and use of water 

provided for by section 14(3)(b) and 14(3)(e) of the RMA, the permitted 

activities provided for by the proposed Plan and if authorised by a resource 

consent in accordance with Policy P108 [sic P115]. 

210. Policy P115 outlines the situations where resource consents may authorise the 

taking and use of water below minimum flows or lake levels established in the 

whaitua chapters of the proposed Plan. The provisions of Policy P115 are 

further discussed below at paragraph 217. 
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211. Minimum flow recommendations for the Wellington Region (Thompson 2015) 

provides the background on how the minimum flows for the proposed Plan 

were established. The report recognises that the minimum flows proposed are 

largely focused on the maintenance of ecological values and the avoidance of 

long term decline of water resources (p. 7) and are not the product of balancing 

all values that may be of interest to the relevant communities. 

212. The level at which a minimum flow is set, on one hand safeguards the in-

stream values while on the other hand it affects the reliability of supply for a 

water user. The higher the level of the minimum flow (i.e. the more water that 

must remain in the river or stream) the less reliability a user of the water has. 

For many users of water (e.g. irrigation and public water supply) the highest 

demand for water is during the driest times, when the rivers and streams have 

the least flow.  

213. As described in Mr Smaill’s evidence presented during Hearing Stream One, 

the minimum flows established in the proposed Plan will be reviewed as part of 

the whaitua process to fully implement the NPS-FM, where the balance of in-

stream and out of stream values will be determined through the collaborative 

community (whaitua process). 

214. Numerical limits have been applied to 17 identified rivers and streams in the 

Ruamāhanga, Wellington/Hutt Valley and Kāpiti Coast whaitua chapters where 

there was: 

 significant water use, and 

 sufficient information available to define thresholds, and 

 a means to actively monitor compliance with minimum flows. 

215. Policies R.P1, WH.P1, and K.P1 set the minimum flows for the Ruamāhanga 

whaitua, Wellington/Hutt Valley whaitua and the Kāpiti Coast whaitua. The 

rivers and streams with numerical minimum flow limits are listed in Tables 7.1, 

8.1, and 10.1 of the proposed Plan. Fourteen of the 17 numerical minimum 

flows remain the same as those in the Freshwater Plan (see Table 3 below). 
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Three new minimum flow thresholds have been established for the Parkvale 

Stream, Papawai Stream, and Otukura Stream, all located in the Ruamāhanga 

whaitua. Mr Thompson’s technical evidence details how and why the 

minimum flows were established for these streams. 

216. Policies R.P1, WH.P1, P.P1, K.P1 and WC.P1 also set a default minimum flow 

of 90% of the seven day naturalised mean annual low flow (at the point of 

abstraction), for the remaining catchments in all the whaitua areas. 

217. Policy P115 applies to both surface water and groundwater takes and 

recognises circumstances where it may be appropriate for a resource consent to 

authorise the take and use of water below minimum flows or lake levels. Those 

circumstances are: for the health needs of people as part of a group or 

community drinking water supply; water for industry from a community supply 

for a transitional period of seven years8; rootstock protection; taking up to 50% 

of a Category A groundwater take; and for Category B and C groundwater 

takes. 

218. As discussed in section 2.2 above, groundwater and surface water are 

connected (to varying degrees) and Policy P115 recognises the depletion 

effects of Category A groundwater takes on surface water by requiring them to 

reduce by 50% of the amount consented when minimum flow levels are 

reached. Policy P115 provides more discretion for Category B and C 

groundwater takes by simply stating they may be authorised below minimum 

flow but does not specify the level of restriction. 

219. Policy LW.P115 of the Draft Natural Resources Plan (2014) (draft Plan) 

required groundwater takes with directly connected groundwater (Category A 

and some Category B takes) to cease when minimum flows were reached – 

after a transition period of four years. However, an economic assessment of the 

implications of this provision (Harris 2015) concluded that irrigators in the 

Waipoua, Mangatarere, Papawai and Waingawa (in the Ruamāhanga whaitua) 

were likely to suffer considerable financial loss as a result of the restrictions. 

                                                 
 
8 Post proposed Plan notification (31.07.2015) 
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220. Policy P115 was subsequently amended in the proposed Plan to reduce the 

restriction from a cease take at minimum flows, to 50% of the consented 

amount. In practical terms, this means an irrigator can irrigate for 12 hours per 

day, rather than reduce their instantaneous rate of take by 50%9. 

221. A further economic impact assessment was undertaken to assess the impact of 

the 50% restriction at minimum flows (Harris 2017). This assessment 

concluded: 

In general there are only minor effect[sic] of the PNRP in all catchments apart 

from the Papawai and Waingawa which are moderately affected, and effects 

are much less severe than the DNRP effects across all catchments. It should be 

noted that there will be a number of consents who currently have no minimum 

flow specified who will be more severely affected than the aggregate suggests 

for the catchment. However the ability to continue irrigating under the PNRP 

even when the minimum flow is reached will provide significant benefits for 

those with arable and horticultural crops which have high potential for 

significant damage with complete restriction on irrigation takes. 

222. Rules R.R1, WH.R1 and K.R1 are restricted discretionary activities for the take 

and use of water in their respective whaitua areas. The first condition of each 

of the rules requires that the take and use of water shall not occur below the 

minimum flows (or lake levels) specified in the relevant tables, unless the 

water is for: the health needs of people as part of a group or community 

drinking water supply; rootstock protection; for industry for a transitional 

period of seven years from a community drinking water supply (for the 

Ruamāhanga whaitua only); or the taking of groundwater. This is consistent 

with the requirements of Policy P115. 

223. One of the matters of discretion in Rule R.R1(4) is 

Reduction in the rate of take from surface water and groundwater directly 

connected to surface water at times of low flow and restrictions when rivers 

                                                 
 
9 Very few irrigators have variable speed pumps and are therefore not able to vary their instantaneous rate 
of take. 
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approach or fall below the minimum flows, including the guideline for 

stepdown allocation and flows in Schedule R (stepdown guideline) 

224. Where condition (a) of Rules R.R1, WH.R1 and K.R1 cannot be met (i.e. the 

take and use will occur below minimum flows), the activity defaults from 

restricted discretionary to a prohibited activity status, unless the take is from a 

community or group drinking water supply for the health needs of people or 

industry, for rootstock protection or the take is from groundwater. 

225. Schedule R: Guideline for stepdown allocations provides guidance for 

managing allocation when rivers flows are receding and approaching minimum 

flow. This approach, along with the minimum flow levels has been carried over 

from the Freshwater Plan. The impact of the stepdown levels in Schedule R on 

Category A takes were assessed in both the 2015 and 2016 economic impact 

assessment reports. 

Submissions and assessment 

Minimum flow and minimum flow or water level - definition 

226. There were two submissions seeking clarification or amendments to the 

definition of minimum flow and minimum flow or water level in the 

interpretation section of the proposed Plan. Wellington Water Limited (WWL) 

(S135/022) requests the definition is amended so it is not circular. Wairarapa 

Regional Irrigation Trust (S127/003) seeks clarification as to what ‘interim’ in 

the minimum flow or water level definition refers to.  

227. The interpretation section contains a definition for minimum flow, minimum 

flow or water level and minimum water level. Minimum flow is used in 

reference to rivers and streams while minimum water level is used in reference 

to lakes. It is clear that minimum flow and minimum water level are subsets of 

minimum flow or water level and therefore refer to the minimum flow or water 

level definition. The definitions appear to have been used inconsistently 

throughout the proposed Plan and in many cases where minimum flow has been 

used, the reference to minimum flow or water level should have been used. For 

example, Policy P111 states:  
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The take and use of water shall not occur when flows or water levels fall below 

minimum flows or water levels in the whaitua chapters (chapters 7-11), with 

the exception that water is available below minimum flows:… 

The reference to minimum flows at the end of the paragraph should in fact refer 

to minimum flows or water levels. 

However, there are other situations in the proposed Plan, where it is entirely 

appropriate to separately refer to minimum flows or minimum water level. An 

example of this is Policy R.P1: Minimum flows and water levels in the 

Ruamāhanga, where a) refers to minimum flows in rivers and c) refers minimum 

water levels in Lake Wairarapa. 

I therefore consider it appropriate to change the reference to minimum flow to 

minimum flow or water level in Policy P111, Policy P115, P115(c)(i), P115(d), 

Rule R144 – matter for discretion #3, Rule R.R1 – matter for discretion #4, 

Rule WH.R1 – matter for discretion #4, Rule K.R1 – matter for discretion #4. 

I also consider it appropriate to keep the individual definitions for minimum 

flow and minimum water level as they are used separately, on occasion, in the 

proposed Plan. 

228. The word ‘interim’ has been used in the definition of minimum flow or water 

level to indicate that the minimum flow and water level values may change as a 

result of the whaitua process and subsequent plan changes. In my opinion, it is 

not necessary for the definition to use the word interim as the minimum flows 

and lake levels in the whaitua chapters are the values until any future plan 

changes are made. 

229. I recommend deleting interim from the definition of minimum flow or water 

level. 

Mean annual low flow (MALF) – definition 

230. DairyNZ and Fonterra (S316/016) submit that the definition of MALF needs to 

be more precise e.g. is it seven days or five days and Carterton District Council 

(S301/020) suggest using ‘arithmetic mean’ instead of average.  
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231. I agree with both submitters’ concerns on the interpretation of MALF and 

recommend changing the definition so it accurately reflects how MALF is used 

in the proposed Plan. 

The naturalised average of the mean annual lowest flows measured in each 

year of a full site record with a duration of seven days. 

232. Mean annual low flow is used inconsistently in the following provisions: 

 Policy P113 – mean annual low flow 

 R.P1, WH.P1, P.P1, K.P1 and WC.P1- seven day mean annual low flow 

 Footnote for Table 7.3, 8.3 and 10.3 – natural seven day mean annual low 

flow 

233. I consider by amending the definition as recommended in paragraph 231 the 

provisions listed above need only to refer to mean annual low flow, as the 

naturalised and seven day components will be covered within the definition. I 

recommend amending the definition of mean annual low flow and delete the 

words ‘seven day’ from Policies R.P1, WH.P1, P.P1, K.P1 and WC.P1 and 

delete the words ‘natural seven day’ from the footnotes for Tables 7.3, 8.3 

and10.3. 

Stepdown allocation – definition 

234.  DairyNZ and Fonterra (S316/020) and further submissions by 

WWU(FS36/004) and Federated Farmers (FS36/004) consider the definition of 

stepdown allocation to be confusing and request the definition be amended as 

follows: 

A reduction in the core amount of water allocated from a river below the 

median flow when resource consents for the total take and use of water exceeds 

the amount of water available above the interim minimum flow when river 

flows are low to protect the minimum flow. 
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235. I agree with S316 and consider the amendment proposed clarifies the definition 

of stepdown allocation. I recommend changing the stepdown allocation 

definition in the manner proposed by S316. 

Minimum flow 

236. DairyNZ and Fonterra (S316/135) submit that the policies and rules appear to 

have been prepared for the Ruamāhanga whaitua without any apparent 

review/identification of the values identified for each water body in the 

whaitua or a review of the general objectives, or the identification of specific 

objectives. S316 is a concerned that as a result, this chapter may therefore 

prejudge the outcomes of the Whaitua Implementation Programme and seeks to 

ensure the Whaitua Committee identifies/reviews values for each water body in 

the whaitua in a clear and transparent manner. Further submission by 

Rangitāne o Wairarapa Inc. (FS74/231) opposes the submission by DairyNZ 

and Fonterra and suggests the proposed Plan should provide a clear resource 

management regime consistent with sustainable management now, with the 

whaitua committees recommending any changes to that regime they consider 

necessary in the future.  

237. Mr Smaill’s evidence (presented as Appendix B to Ms Greenberg’s Section 

42A report Part A: Overall framework of the proposed plan) describes the 

whaitua committee process as: 

238. The whaitua committees established in each management area will develop a 

whaitua implementation programme (WIP) that will provide regulatory and 

non-regulatory proposals for land and water management, including 

provisions for the full implementation of the NPS-FM. The whaitua committees 

will make recommendations to Council on plan changes/variations to give 

effect to the NPS-FM. The Council will then notify a series of plan changes or 

variations.  

239. I am also comfortable, based on the whaitua committees’ terms of reference, 

that they will be, amongst other things, reviewing the values for water quality 

and quantity. I do not consider the policies and rules in the whaitua chapters 

prejudge the whaitua outcomes. I consider that the policies and rules in the 
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whaitua chapters, in conjunction with the overall objectives and policies of the 

proposed Plan provide a basis for sustainable management for water allocation 

at this point in time. 

Minimum flow levels 

240. Sustainable Wairarapa Inc. (S167/014) seeks confirmation that provisions of 

the proposed Plan ensure minimum flows and core allocation are set to 

safeguard the life-supporting capacity of freshwater.  

241. Mr Thompson’s evidence describes the methodology and rationale for setting 

the minimum flow and core allocations (discussed in further detail in section 

2.3 of this report). Based on Mr Thompson’s evidence I consider that the 

minimum flow provisions of the proposed Plan are set at a level to safeguard 

the life- supporting capacity of freshwater with the exception of three instances 

- Waiohine River, Ōtaki River and the Mangaone Stream. In these three cases, 

work since the Freshwater Plan was prepared has identified minimum flows 

greater than those in the Freshwater Plan (Thompson 2015). 

242. The Section 32 report: Water quantity, considered incorporating the revised 

minimum flows for the three rivers in the proposed Plan but concluded it 

appropriate to carry through the minimum flows from the Freshwater Plan. The 

rationale for this was it is not efficient or effective revising the minimum flows 

for the three rivers, knowing that they may be altered again in the short term 

through the whaitua process. The report also acknowledged that all the values 

relevant to setting the minimum flow (e.g. recreation, ecological, Māori 

customary use, social and economic values) had yet to be identified and 

considered.  

243. My understanding is that the Ruamāhanga whaitua process is well underway 

and I therefore consider the option of leaving the current minimum flow for the 

Waiohine River for the whaitua process to reassess is appropriate for the 

reasons stated in the section 32 report. 

244. Given the Kāpiti Coast whaitua is yet to be established, the timeframe for any 

further assessment (and potential change) of minimum flows for the Ōtaki 

River and Mangaone Stream is somewhat greater.  
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245. The minimum flows for the Ōtaki River and the Mangaone Stream in the 

proposed Plan are 2,550L/s and 22L/s respectively. The minimum flows 

identified by Thompson (2015) suggested the minimum flow for the Ōtaki 

River should be 4,120 L/s and the Mangaone Stream should be 60L/s. 

246. An assessment of the effects of increasing the minimum flow for the Ōtaki 

River and Mangaone Stream has not been undertaken due to the decision to 

retain the same minimum flows as the Freshwater Plan for the reasons outlined 

in the section 32A report. However, there is no doubt there would be an 

economic impact for those users who would be subject to a higher minimum 

flow. Mr Thompson’s evidence shows that since records began, the minimum 

flow in the Freshwater Plan for the Ōtaki River has never been reached and 

therefore consent holders have never been restricted. 

247. I do note however, that increasing the minimum flow would have a 

corresponding benefit for in-stream values. 

248.  The question still remains, as to whether it is efficient and effective to change 

the minimum flows, when they will be revised again through the whaitua 

process. 

249. One option, (suggested in Mr Thompson’s evidence) to minimise any further 

future effects on the Ōtaki River and Mangaone Stream, could be to reduce the 

allocation limit for each of the rivers. By doing this, existing users are not 

affected (and continue to operate as they currently do), but any new users are 

unlikely to be granted resource consent to take water as the Ōtaki River and 

Mangaone Stream will be at or very close to full allocation. With a low 

allocation (particularly in the Ōtaki River) the effect on minimum flows is not 

exasperated by additional users taking water when the river flow is low. 

250. The total volume of water permitted to be taken by the resource consents for 

the Ōtaki River (surface water and Category A groundwater takes) equates to 

nearly 19% of the allocation available (368L/s allocated, 1970L/s available for 

allocation). The total volume of water permitted to be taken from the 

Mangaone Stream (surface water takes) equates to just over 53% of the 

allocation available (24L/s allocated, 45L/s available for allocation). 
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251. In my view, it is not efficient and effective to change the minimum flows in the 

Ōtaki River and Mangaone Stream at this point in time. I do however, 

recommend (based on Mr Thompson’s evidence) that the allocation amounts 

for the Ōtaki River and Mangaone Stream are reduced, so the effects on the 

rivers of any new users are minimised. 

252. A number of submitters, including Max Lutz (S348/117,119), Land Matters 

Ltd (S285/075, S285/077) (pro forma) and Federated Farmers (S352/177, 

S352/178, S352/179, S352/237, S352/256, S352/257, S352/260, S352/262, 

S352/263, S352/267), request the existing limits in the Freshwater Plan are 

carried through to the proposed Plan. Max Lutz (S348/160) particularly 

requested the Ōtaki River minimum flow is kept the same as the Freshwater 

Plan. Further submission points from Rangitāne o Wairarapa Inc. (FS74/092, 

FS74/093, FS74/097 and FS74/098) oppose the Federated Farmers submission 

points and suggest minimum flows and allocations should be derived based on 

the best evidence available at the present time and a precautionary approach 

applied where there is insufficient or uncertain information. FS74 submits that 

there is some indication that the Freshwater Plan allocation and minimum flow 

standards are causing a long-term adverse effect in water bodies and are 

therefore not consistent with the outcomes intended by the RPS, NPS-FM, 

objectives of the proposed Plan and the RMA. 

253. The Minister of Conservation (S75/192, S75/193, S75194, S75/195 and 

S75/196) supports Policies R.P1, WH.P1, P.P1, K.P1 in each of the whaitua 

chapters as the minimum flows are appropriate to safeguard aquatic ecosystem 

health, in particular the use of mean annual low flow as minimum flow limits. 

Hammond Limited (S132/023) also supports the location for measurement and 

minimum flows proposed in Table 7.1.  

254. Table 3 below compares the minimum flows (and stepdown flows) in the 

Freshwater Plan with the minimum flows in the proposed Plan and shows in 

the majority of cases the minimum flows have remained the same. Core 

allocation limits and provisions are discussed below in section 2.3 of this 

report. 
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255. In the Ruamāhanga Whaitua there are three differences between the proposed 

Plan and the Freshwater Plan with the introduction of minimum flows for the 

Papawai, Parkvale and Otukura Streams. Based on Mr Thompson’s evidence, I 

am satisfied that the minimum flows have been set at an appropriate level.  

Table 3: Comparison of Freshwater Plan and proposed Plan minimum flows and 
step down levels 

  Minimum flow Step down flows 

River Management 
point 

FWP Proposed 
Plan 

FWP Proposed Plan 

1st 2nd 1st cease 

Kopuaranga River upstream of 
the confluence with the 
Ruamāhanga River 

Palmers 270 270 270 - - - 

Waipoua River upstream of the 
confluence with the 
Ruamāhanga River 

Mikimiki Bridge  250 250 300 - 300 - 

Waingawa River upstream of 
the confluence with the 
Ruamāhanga River 

Kaituna 1,100 1,100 1,900 1,700 1,900 1,700 

Parkvale Stream upstream of 
the confluence with the 
Ruamāhanga River 

Renalls Weir 
recorder - 100 - - 150 - 

Mangatarere 
Stream  

upstream of 
Belvedere Road 
Bridge 

Gorge 
recorder 240 240 330 240 330 - 

Between the 
confluence with 
the Waiohine 
River and the 
Belvedere Road 
Bridge  

Gorge 
recorder 200 240 270 200 240 - 

Waiohine River upstream of 
the confluence with the 
Ruamāhanga River  

Gorge 
recorder 2,300 2,300 2,700 3,040 - 3040 

Papawai Stream upstream of 
the confluence with the 
Ruamāhanga River 

Fabians Road 
recorder - 180 - - - - 

Upper and Middle 
Ruamāhanga River upstream 
of the confluence with the 
Waiohine River 

Wardells 2,400 2,400 2,700 - 2,700 - 

Otukura Stream upstream of 
the confluence with 
Dock/Stonestead Creek  

Weir recorder  - 95 - - - - 

Tauherenikau River upstream 
of Lake Wairarapa 

Gorge 
recorder 

1,100 1,100 1,350 1,300 1,300 - 
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  Minimum flow Step down flows 

River Management 
point 

FWP Proposed 
Plan 

FWP Proposed Plan 

1st 2nd 1st cease 

Lower Ruamāhanga River 
between the boundary with the 
coastal marine area and the 
Waiohine River confluence  

Waihenga 
recorder 

8,500 8,500 9,800 9,200 - 9,200 

Waitohu Stream upstream of the 
coastal marine area boundary 

KCDC Water 
Supply Intake 
recorder 

140 140 180 150 - - 

Ōtaki River upstream of the 
coastal marine area boundary  

Pukehinau 
recorder 

2,550 2,550 4375 3975 - -- 

Mangaone Stream upstream of 
the coastal marine area 
boundary 

Ratanui 
recorder 22 22 45 30 - - 

Waikanae River upstream of the 
coastal marine area boundary 

WTP recorder 750 750 900 150 - - 

Te Awa 
Kairangi/Hutt 
River 

Upstream of 
the 
confluence 
with the 
Pakuratahi 
River 

Kaitoke water 
supply intake 

600  600 - - - - 

Downstrea
m of the 
confluence 
with the 
Pakuratahi 
River 

Birchville 
recorder 

1,200  1,200 1450 1400 - - 

Wainuiomata 
River 

Between 
Manuka 
Track and 
the 
confluence 
with 
Georges 
Creek 

Manuka 
recorder 

100  100 - - - - 

Between 
Georges 
Creek and 
the 
boundary of 
the coastal 
marine area 

Leonard Wood 
Park recorder 

300  300 360 345 - - 

Orongorongo River upstream of 
the boundary with the coastal 
marine area 

Truss Bridge 
recorder 

100 100 - - - - 

 

256. Following on from above, Federated Famers (S352/237) request the provisions 

in the proposed Plan that refer to minimum flows (e.g. Policy 107, Policy 



Section 42A Report Water allocation 

PAGE 74 OF 182 NATRP-1620937158-1285 
 

P111, Policy P112, Policy P115, R.P1, R.R1 and the other policies and rules in 

the whaitua chapters) refer to instead to the Freshwater Plan minimum flows.  

257. I consider the policies and rules in the proposed Plan refer to the correct 

minimum flows and it would be inappropriate to reference the operative 

Freshwater Plan in the proposed Plan.  

258. Taratahi Agricultural Training Centre (S312/043) requests the minimum flow 

for Waingawa River is removed from Table 7.1 as they have invested 

significantly in infrastructure and a cease take at 1700L/s will have significant 

effects on the operation.  

259. The minimum flow for the Waingawa River is set at 1100L/s and is the same 

as the Freshwater Plan. Schedule R recommends takes in the Waingawa reduce 

at 1900L/s and cease at 1700L/s (other than for the health needs of people or 

stock drinking water). While the stepdown levels in Schedule R are the same as 

the Freshwater Plan, the point of difference is Schedule R recommends a cease 

take a 1700L/s whereas the Freshwater Plan only reduced the amount of water 

available to be allocated at this level (i.e. a reduction in take). The current 

resource consent for Taratahi Agricultural Training Centre is granted until 

2025 and requires a 50% reduction at 1900L/s and a cease take at 1100L/s. In 

granting the consent the officer considered the provisions of the draft Plan (the 

proposed Plan’s status at the time of granting the consent) as follows: 

I consider 1100 L/s to be an appropriate compromise from going from no 

cease condition to having one, particularly for the fact that other catchments 

cease level is generally the minimum flow level (in this case 1100 L/s) however 

the Waingawa has been treated somewhat separately given the large public 

water supply takes that occur. This will also align the conditions with other 

surface water take consents used for irrigation purposes from the Waingawa 

River which also have cease take conditions. While this is quite a significant 

change to the applicant’s current low flow restriction regime I consider it 

necessary to ensure that effects on the flow of the Waingawa River during 

times of low flow are no more than minor.  
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260. I therefore, consider it reasonable, for the 1700L/s flow at which takes shall 

cease other than for the health needs of people or stock drinking water (water 

races) to remain in Schedule R. 

261. Jim Headley (S340/002) considers the minimum flow for the Lower 

Ruamāhanga River at Waihenga is set too high and should be set at 7500L/s. A 

new recording point should also be established.  

262. The minimum flow at this site has been 8500 L/s since the Freshwater Plan 

became operative and therefore I consider it to be appropriate. In addition Mr 

Thompson’s evidence provides detail on when and how the minimum flow for 

Waihenga was reviewed and concluded that the 8500L/s is in line with good 

practice.  

263. WWL (S135/197) believes the minimum flow for the Hutt River at Kaitoke 

should be able to be reduced to 400 L/s for special circumstances and increase 

the allocation amount for the both the Wainuiomata and Orongorongo Rivers 

to 460 L/s. (The allocation amounts raised in this submission point are 

discussed in paragraph 330.) 

264. I consider the minimum flow for the Hutt River at Kaitoke to be appropriate, 

based on Mr Thompson’s evidence and technical reports. Again, the minimum 

flow for the Hutt River at Kaitoke has been set at 600L/s since the Freshwater 

Plan became operative in 1999. Policy P115 and Rule WH.R1 of the proposed 

Plan allow for water to be taken below the minimum flow for the health needs 

of people as part of a group or community drinking water supply. Therefore, I 

do not consider there is a need to provide for a lower minimum flow for the 

Hutt River at Kaitoke. 

Implications of minimum flows 

265. AJ Barton (S327/009) states the economic costs of the minimum flow 

restrictions on ground water consents need to be weighed against measurable 

environmental benefits. The definitions and designation of Categories A, B and 

C groundwater are critical to the interpretation of Policy P115.  



Section 42A Report Water allocation 

PAGE 76 OF 182 NATRP-1620937158-1285 
 

266. I agree with S327 that the definitions and designations of the groundwater 

categories are critical to Policy P115 as they determine which groundwater 

takes are subject to minimum flow restrictions.  

267. Policy 12 of the RPS requires regional plans to include policies, rules and/or 

methods that require that water quality, flows and water levels, and the aquatic 

habitat of surface water bodies are to be managed for the purpose of 

safeguarding aquatic ecosystem health, and manage water bodies for other 

purposes identified in regional plans. Objective B1 of the NPS-FM is to 

safeguard the life-supporting capacity, ecosystem processes and indigenous 

species including their associated ecosystems of fresh water, in sustainably 

managing the taking, using damming, or diverting of freshwater. I therefore, 

consider it appropriate that the proposed Plan set minimum flow levels to 

safeguard the life- supporting capacity of water. As discussed above, the 

minimum flows in the proposed Plan remain the same as the Freshwater Plan. 

The main difference therefore is Category A groundwater takes having to 

reduce by 50% (Policy P115) when the relevant river or stream reaches 

minimum flow. The rationale for subjecting Category A groundwater takes to 

minimum flows is discussed in section 2.2 of this report. In my opinion, the 

minimum flow provisions of the proposed Plan, including restrictions on 

Category A groundwater takes are giving effect to the RMA, the RPS and the 

NPS-FM. 

268. WWU (S124/014) requests a lag time be introduced to Policies P111 and P115 

before 50% restriction applies to Category A takes e.g. following a period of 

10 days of continuous river levels at minimum flow. Neville Fisher (S12/045) 

suggests that due to the delayed interference with surface water, aquifer storage 

and differing infiltration rates a lag time should be allowed and also requests a 

lag time of 10 days before the restriction applies.  

269. When a river or stream reaches minimum flow it is after a sustained dry period. 

It is also safe to assume that during that dry period, water abstraction 

(particularly for irrigation) will have been occurring for a period of time. As 

described in Mr Hughes’ evidence, the depletion effects of a Category A take 

on a surface water body are similar to a direct surface water take. Therefore, 
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based on Mr Hughes’ evidence, if a Category A take was permitted to continue 

for a further 10 days, before being restricted, the effects of that groundwater 

abstraction would further exacerbate the low flows in the surface water body, 

potentially compromising the life-supporting capacity of the water body. 

Additionally, the stream depletion effects of Category A takes dissipate quickly 

when pumping stops (or reduces) which will result in a corresponding increase 

in the flow of the river. 

270. Hammond Limited (S132/019) prefers the 50% reduction over the cease take in 

the draft Plan as this recognises that there would be an economic impact on 

irrigators. However, they note there is still a cost to existing users when they 

renew their consent and have to move to a 50% restriction.  

271. Of the 155 resource consents for groundwater takes that have been assessed as 

being Category A takes, 124 already have conditions on them requiring the 

take to be reduced by 50% at (or in some cases, prior to) the river reaching 

minimum flow. Therefore, the majority of consent holders are already meeting 

the provisions of the proposed Plan. Of course, for the remaining 31 Category 

A groundwater users who are not subject to any restrictions, the provisions of 

the proposed Plan will have an impact on their operations.  

272. IrrigationNZ (S306/011) suggests Policy P115 will have a severe impact on 

water supply reliability for Category A consent holders and will require 

consent holders to invest in storage. Submitter 306 requests the 50% restriction 

does not take effect until 1 September 2025 which would allow for the 

Wairarapa Water Use Project (a global storage option) to be progressed, or if 

unviable, on-farm storage to be constructed.  

273. I do not consider it necessary or equitable (for those users already subject to 

restrictions) to delay the implementation of Policy P115 until 2025. This would 

also not be consistent with the RPS and NPS-FM. 

274. Irrigation NZ (S306/021) is supportive of a proactive approach to stepdown 

allocations in Schedule R. 
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275. Carterton District Council (S301/006) seeks clarification whether there are any 

management points that apply to the Kaipatangata Stream in Schedule R. Mr 

Thompson’s evidence discusses and explains why the management point for 

the Kaipatangata Stream is measured at the Mangatarere Gorge flow site. 

276. Porirua Harbour and Catchment Community Trust (S33/026) wants 

information provided on how minimum flows are decided for the Pauatahanui 

Inlet tributary streams. Mr Thompson’s evidence explains that the minimum 

flows for all streams in the Te Awarua-o-Porirua whaitua are based on a 

default limit (90% of MALF).  

Wairarapa water races 

277. As mentioned in Section 6.4 of this report, officers have noted that the take and 

use of water below minimum flows to supply the Wairarapa water races will be 

a prohibited activity. 

278. The Wairarapa Water Use Protect: Water Races – Information Review, 

prepared for Council by Tonkin and Taylor Linited (2012) collates the 

information available on the six different water races including their uses, 

sources and sinks, water quality and ecological values. The review notes that it 

is thought that only a small percentage of the total volume of water within the 

races is used, while the remainder is either ‘lost’ through evaporation and/or 

seepage or returned to natural surface water downstream. 

279. The water races have been a part of the existing environment for a considerable 

amount of time (the Moroa water race was constructed in the 1890’s). Tonkin 

and Taylor (2012) state that several reports note that at least some of the race 

systems, or parts of them, are considered to contribute to groundwater 

recharge. Therefore, it is likely that ceasing take for the water races at 

minimum flows will have an effect on the surrounding environment. The 

degree of the effect, however, has not been quantified. 

280. The water race resource consents expire between December 2018 and 2025.  

281. Federated Farmers (S352/261) request Rule R.R3 should be a non-complying 

activity rather than prohibited, however, no specific reason is given. The 
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Minister of Conservation (S75/200) supports Rule R.R3 and considers it gives 

effect to the NPS-FM objective to avoid any further over allocation of 

freshwater. Rangitāne o Wairarapa Inc. (S279/218) also support Rule R.R3 as 

it avoids over-allocation. However, S279 requests the rule be amended so that 

it does not allow takes and uses of water where the limits specified in the 

proposed Plan are exceeded. 

282. Submission points from South Wairarapa District Council (S366/107) and 

Masterton District Council (S367/107) on Rule R58: Water races, (to be 

assessed as part of the water quality topic) are also relevant to this issue. S366 

and 367 request the ongoing use of the water race network in within the 

Wairarapa be provided for as a permitted activity (where the quantity of water 

taken into the water race network is not increased over that rate existing at the 

time of notification of the proposed Plan), until such time as the outcomes of a 

Water Race working group (Method 18) are confirmed and a Plan Change 

process initiated. 

283. The implications of ceasing takes for the water races at minimum flows are not 

comprehensively understood at this stage. However, it is likely to have a 

potential effect on the surrounding environment by reducing or removing 

recharge to groundwater and nearby streams and potentially affecting existing 

groundwater takes. Given this current uncertainty, I consider it is necessary for 

the provisions of the proposed Plan to allow for the takes to supply the water 

races to continue below minimum flow. I do not consider it is appropriate, as 

requested by S366 and S367, for the water race activities including the taking 

of water, to be a permitted activity as there are numerous effects associated 

with taking water for the water races that need to be considered and addressed. 

284. I consider there are two options available; changing the prohibited Rule R.R3 

to non-complying as requested by S352, or amending Rule R.R1 to provide for 

water races to take below minimum flows. 

285. My concern with changing Rule R.R3 from a prohibited activity to non-

complying is a non-complying activity has the potential to provide a pathway 

for other takes and uses to be considered (in addition to takes from existing 



Section 42A Report Water allocation 

PAGE 80 OF 182 NATRP-1620937158-1285 
 

water races) and potentially granted, thereby eroding the limits on minimum 

flows and allocation set by the proposed Plan.  Section 104D of the RMA 

could allow takes which on their own have minor effects (or less) to be 

granted, despite the activity being clearly contrary to the objectives and 

policies of the plan.  Only one of the section 104D gateways (effects or 

objectives and policies) needs to be passed for a resource consent to be 

considered under section 104 of the RMA. This could have the effect of 

diminishing the ability for the plan to manage cumulative effects of small water 

takes. However, it is acknowledged that the objective and policy framework 

will be relevant to the substantive assessment of the application for resource 

consent under section 104 of the RMA. An application may fail the objectives 

and policies gateway and pass through the effects gateway, but it could still be 

declined under section 104 on the basis of its inconsistency with the policy 

framework. Equally, in terms of the issue at hand, it is unlikely the effects of 

taking water to supply the water races below minimum flow would be less than 

minor. Given policy framework of the proposed Plan, it is unlikely an 

application for taking water to supply the water races would pass either of the 

gateway tests of 104D. Therefore, there may be no benefit to the water race 

take activity if the status was changes from prohibited to non-complying. 

286. In summary, I do not consider amending the activity status in Rule R.R3 from 

prohibited to non-complying would achieve the desired outcome. 

287. Instead, I consider amending Rule R.R1 and Policy P115 to be a more 

appropriate option to address the issue raised. The amendments would provide 

for water to be taken to supply the water races below minimum flow for the 

health needs of people and animal drinking water in a similar manner to a 

group or community water supply only supplying water for the health needs of 

people below minimum flow. 

288. I recommend inserting water races in to Rule R.R1 (a) as follows: 

The take and use of water from any river (including tributaries), Lake 

Wairarapa (including tributaries), and groundwater in the Ruamāhanga River 

catchment above the Lake Wairarapa outflow, and in the Lake Wairarapa 
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catchment, is a restricted discretionary activity provided the following 

conditions are met: 

(a) the take and use shall not occur below the minimum flows or water levels 

in Table 7.1 or 7.2, except that this condition does not apply to:  

(i) water for the health needs of people as part of a group drinking 

water supply or community drinking water supply or water for 

rootstock protection, and 

(ii) water used by industry from a community drinking water supply for 

a period of seven years from the date of public notification of the 

Proposed Natural Resources Plan (31.07.2015), and 

(iii)  taking groundwater, and 

(iv)  water races for the purpose of supplying water for the health needs 

of people and animal drinking water, and 

289. Policy P115 would also need to be amended to be consistent with Rule R.R1 

and provide guidance on where it may be appropriate for a resource consent to 

authorise the take and use of water below minimum flows. I recommend 

adding a clause to Policy P115 as follows: 

The take and use of water may be authorised below minimum flows or lake 

water levels established in whaitua chapters of the Plan (chapters 7-11) for: 

(a) the health needs of people as part of group drinking water supply or 

community drinking water supply, and 

(b) the water used by industry from a community drinking water supply for a 

period of seven years from the date of public notification of the Proposed 

Natural Resources Plan (31.07.2015), and 

(c) water races for the purpose of supplying water for the health needs of 

people and animal drinking water, and 

…….. 
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290. In my view, it is appropriate that the proposed amendments to the policy limit 

the purpose of the water available below minimum flows to the health needs of 

people and for animal drinking water, as this ensures consistency with clause 

(a) of Policy P115. It also ensures water can only be taken and used for 

‘essential’ uses, thereby reducing the effects of the water race take, particular at 

low flows. 

Technical edits 

291. There are several technical errors that require correcting with regard to 

minimum flows. DairyNZ and Fonterra (S316/141, S316/083) point out the 

reference in Policy P111 to Policy P108 should be a reference to Policy P115. I 

agree with these submission points and the reference should be to Policy P115 

not Policy P108. 

292. Greater Wellington Regional Council (S133/026) submitted that there had been 

an error in drafting the flow at which takes shall reduce in Schedule R for the 

Parkvale Stream. The flow at which takes shall reduce for the Parkvale Stream 

should be amended from 120L/s to 150L/s. 

293. The management approach described in Schedule P and discussed above in 

section 2.2 is inconsistent with Policy P115 in relation to the minimum flow 

restrictions that apply to Category A and Category B takes that are directly 

connected to surface water. Along with the changes recommended for 

Schedule P above, I also recommend that the management approach refer 

directly to Policy P115 and Schedule R. 

Summary of recommendation 

294. Recommended amendments to the following provisions can be found in 

Appendix B: 

Section Provision 

Interpretation Stepdown allocation - rewording 

 Mean annual low flow - rewording 

 Minimum flow or water level – delete interim from definition 

Policies R.P1, WH.P1, P.P1, K.P1, WC.P1 – minor amendments 
regarding reference to mean annual low flow 



Section 42A Report Water allocation 

NATRP-1620937158-1285 PAGE 83 OF 182 
 

 P111- reference to P115 

Rules Rule R.R1 – amend rule to provide for water races 

Tables Tables 7.3, 7.4, 8.3, 10.2 – minor amendments regarding 
mean annual low flow 

Schedules Schedule P (Table 4.1) 
Amend Schedule P - correct linkages to Policy P115 and 
Schedule R. 

 Schedule R 
Change the flow at which takes shall reduce in Schedule R 
for the Parkvale Stream from 120L/s to 150L/s. 

 

Issue 2.4 Allocation 

Background 

295. For water quantity, allocation is the amount of water that may be extracted 

and/or used from a particular resource. An individual user may be apportioned 

or allocated some or all of the total allocation available for a resource through 

the resource consent process. 

296. Together with minimum flows, allocations are an important tool to provide for: 

 The life-supporting capacity of the water resource 

 Certainty and reliability of supply 

 Flow variability and natural process 

 A range of uses and values  

297. Policy 13 of the RPS requires regional plans to include policies and rules that 

establish allocation limits for the amount of water that can be taken from rivers 

and lakes taking into account aquatic ecosystem health, and allocation limits 

for the amount of water that can be taken from groundwater taking into account 

the aquatic ecosystem health of rivers, lakes and wetlands, and preventing 

saline intrusion. 

298. Objective O5 of the proposed Plan states that fresh water bodies and the coastal 

marine area will, as a minimum be managed to: 

 Safeguard aquatic ecosystem health and mahinga kai, and 

 Provide for contact recreation and Māori customary use, and 
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 In the case of fresh water, provide for the health needs of people. 

299. Policy P107 of the proposed Plan sets the framework for the taking and using 

of water and recognises that the take and use of water does not exceed the 

allocation amounts provided for in the plan.  

300. The terms ‘core allocation’ and ‘allocation amount’ in relation to Policy P107 

are particularly important for an understanding of how the water allocation 

provisions of the proposed Plan are intended to work. These terms are now 

discussed. 

301. The maximum amount of water available to users is defined in the proposed 

Plan as the ‘core allocation’. The definition in the proposed Plan for core 

allocation is: 

The maximum amount of water that can be taken by all resource consents 

within a catchment management unit or catchment management sub-unit, other 

than the amount allowed by supplementary allocation. 

As discussed below, I propose to amend the definition in response to 

submissions to accurately reflect what the proposed Plan intends.  

302. Policies R.P2, WH.P2 and K.P2 state that the maximum amount of water 

available for allocation in these whaitua areas shall not exceed whichever is the 

greater of: 

 The total amount allocated by resource consents at the time the resource 

consent application is lodged, or 

 The allocation amounts provided for in Tables 7.3-7.5, Tables 8.2 and 8.3 

and Tables 10.2 and 10.3. 

These policies define the ‘core allocation’ for the rivers and groundwater 

systems listed in Tables 7.3-7.5, Tables 8.2 and 8.3 and Tables 10.2 and 10.3. 

303. Policy P113 states that the maximum allocation amount for rivers (and their 

tributaries) and directly connected groundwater not listed in Rules R.R1, 

WH.R1 and K.R1 in the whaitua chapters of the proposed Plan is: 
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 For rivers with mean flows of greater than 5m3/sec, 50% of the mean 

annual low flow, or  

 For rivers with mean flows of less than or equal to 5m3/sec, 30% of the 

mean annual low flow. 

304. Policy P113 applies to rivers in the Te Awarua-o-Porirua whaitua and the 

Wairarapa Coast whaitua as well as to a few rivers in the other whaitua where 

the allocation amounts have not been quantified numerically. These rivers are 

generally not under stress from water abstraction and often there is insufficient 

information or data available to quantify specific allocation amounts. 

Therefore, default ‘core allocations’ have been set in Policy P113. 

305. The term ‘allocation amount(s)’ is used in Policy P113, the whaitua Policies 

R.P2, WH.P2 and K.P2 and Tables 7.3-7.5, Tables 8.2 and 8.3 and Tables 10.2 

and 10.3. The term is not currently defined in the proposed Plan.  

Again, in response to the general confusion expressed in submissions, I 

propose to introduce a definition for ‘allocation amount’ which will help with 

the clarity and understanding of the proposed Plan provisions. The ‘allocation 

amounts’ referred to in the policies and tables are the calculated numerical 

amounts of water available to be allocated. The rationale for how the 

‘allocation amounts’ are derived is discussed in Thompson and Mzila (2015). 

306. The rivers covered by Policy P113 are not currently in the situation where the 

total amount of water allocated by resource consents exceed the ‘allocation 

amount’ (i.e. 30% or 50% of the mean annual low flow, depending on the size 

of the river). However, in whaitua chapters 7, 8 and 10 in some catchment and 

sub-catchment units, the amount of water allocated by resource consents 

exceeds the ‘allocation amount’. It is important to note, that although (in some 

cases) the amount of water allocated by resource consents exceeds the 

‘allocation amount’ the ‘core allocation’ is not exceeded as the ‘core 

allocation’ is the greater of the two amounts. The tables in Attachment C of Mr 

Thompson’s evidence show the current levels of allocation for each of the 

catchments and sub-catchments listed in the whaitua chapters of the proposed 

Plan. 
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307. As an example, a new take in a Kāpiti Coast catchment could only be granted if 

the current amount of consented takes does not exceed the allocation amount 

for that catchment. In essence, the allocation provisions of the proposed Plan 

allow existing users to renew their resource consents (provided they are not 

increasing the amount of water they wish to take), but do not allow new users 

or existing users to seek an increased volume of water, if the amount of total 

water allocated by resource consents in a catchment exceeds the ‘allocation 

amount’ for that catchment. 

308. Unlike the minimum flows, discussed in section 2.3 above, the ‘allocation 

amounts’ in the proposed Plan differ to those in the Freshwater Plan. 

Thompson and Mzila (2015) discuss the weakness of the approach taken in the 

Freshwater Plan and why a region-wide default allocation regime is proposed 

for the proposed Plan.  

309. One of the key differences between the Freshwater Plan and the proposed Plan 

is the conjunctive management framework described in section 2.2 of this 

report. The conjunctive framework leads to two other particularly important 

terms of ‘surface water allocation’ and ‘groundwater allocation’. The term 

surface water allocation is defined in the proposed Plan as: 

The amount of water available for allocation as a limit that applies to Lake 

Wairarapa or a river up to its median flow and groundwater directly connected 

to the lake or river. 

310. Again, I recommend the definition is amended for clarity in response to 

submissions. I also recommend defining groundwater allocation.  

311. Policy P108 describes which source groundwater will be allocated from. 

Groundwater that is directly connected to surface water will be allocated from 

surface water [allocation amounts].  

312. Groundwater that is directly connected to surface water is considered to be: 

 Category A groundwater abstractions, and 
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 the proportion of Category B groundwater abstractions that are deemed to 

be directly connected to surface water (i.e. the greater of 60% of the rate of 

abstraction or 10L/s – the high connection Category B proposed in section 

2.2). 

313. Groundwater allocation amounts are applied to Category C groundwater 

abstractions and Category B groundwater abstractions that do not meet the 

threshold for direct connection to surface water (i.e. less than 60% of the rate 

of abstraction and less than 10L/s – the moderate connection Category B 

proposed in section 2.2). 

314. Figure 1 below summarises which allocation ‘bucket’ the different water 

sources are attributed to. 

Figure 1: Surface water and groundwater allocation 

 

Submissions and assessment 

315. There were a variety of views expressed in submissions on the allocation 

provisions in the proposed Plan.  

Core allocation 

316. Rangitāne o Wairarapa Inc. (S279/215) states that Policy R.P2 is not consistent 

with the approach to meeting fresh water limits in Policy R.P1and would like 

to see clause (a) removed from Policy R.P2. Rangitāne o Wairarapa Inc.’s 

submission on Rule R.R1 (S279/217) states that the rule enables over 

allocation. Consents should not be able to be sought in situations where 

freshwater limits will be exceeded.  
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317. Policy R.P1 establishes the minimum flow levels in the Ruamāhanga whaitua, 

while Policy R.P2 sets the allocation limits. While minimum flow and core 

allocation are interrelated, I do not consider that the core allocation influences 

the minimum flow limits.  

318. The impact of deleting (a) from Policy R.P2 would have a significant effect on 

existing users in catchments where the total amount of water allocated by 

resource consents exceeds the ‘allocation amount’ for that catchment. The next 

consent to expire could not be granted. The Section 32 report: Water quantity 

states: 

Allowing existing consented take and use of water to continue is effective 

because it allows activities to continue for an interim period while whaitua 

committees finalise core allocations.  

319. In my view, it was a deliberate decision for the allocation provisions of the 

proposed Plan to allow the status quo to continue, until the whaitua committees 

have assessed all the values associated within a catchment and formulated 

allocation proposals that will not only consider the amount of water available 

for allocation, but also how individual allocations will be reduced, should that 

be required.  

320. In response to submissions from Rangitāne o Wairarapa Inc. (S279/215), 

Federated Farmers (S352/180, S352/258, S352/264, S352/265, S352/266), 

Minister of Conservation (S75/203), WWL (S135/110), Dairy NZ and Fonterra 

(S316/136) I recommend greater clarity be provided on use of the terms ‘core 

allocation’, ‘allocation amount’, ‘surface water allocation’ and ‘groundwater 

allocation’ by amending or including definitions. I recommend that the 

definitions of ‘core allocation’ and ‘surface water allocation’ are amended and 

new definitions of ‘allocation amount’ and ‘groundwater allocation are added 

to the proposed Plan. 
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Allocation amount The calculated amount of water available for allocation listed in Tables 7.3-7.5, Tables 8.2 and 
8.3 and Tables 10.2 and 10.3 

Core allocation The maximum amount of water that can be taken by all resource consents within a catchment 
management unit or catchment management sub-unit, other than the amount allowed by 
supplementary allocation. available for allocation: 

(a) for the catchments and sub-catchments listed in the whaitua chapters shall not exceed 
whichever is the greater of: 

 (i) The total amount allocated by resource consents at the time the resource 
consent application is lodged, or 

 (ii) The allocation amounts provided for in Tables 7.3-7.5, Tables 8.2 and 8.3 
and Tables 10.2 and 10.3 or 

(b) for rivers (and their tributaries) and direct connection (Category A) groundwater and 
high connection (Category B) groundwater not covered by (a): 

 (i) 50% of the mean annual low flow for rivers with mean flows of greater than 
5m3/sec, or 

 (ii) 30% of the mean annual low flow for rivers with mean flows of less than or 
equal to 5m3/sec. 

Groundwater 
allocation not 
directly connected 
to surface water 

Category C groundwater and the component of category B groundwater that is not directly 
connected to surface water and not part of the surface water allocation amount. 

The amount of groundwater available to be allocated from: 

High connection (Category B) groundwater (excluding stream depletion portion) 

Moderate connection (Category B) groundwater, or 

Limited Connection (Category C) groundwater  

Surface water 
allocation 

The amount of water available for allocation as a limit that applies to Lake Wairarapa or a river 
up to its median flow and groundwater directly connected to the lake or river. excluding 
supplementary allocation above median flow, from: 

Lakes, or 

Rivers, or  

Direct connection (Category A) groundwater, or 

High connection (Category B) groundwater (stream depletion portion only) 

 

321. Policy P107 (b) states that the take and use of water does not exceed the 

allocation amount provided for in the proposed Plan. I consider this part of 

Policy P107 does not provide sufficient direction and clarity to the allocation 

amounts the clause is referring to. Using the definitions above, I consider it 

would be appropriate for Policy P107 (b) to refer to core allocation, which 

would be consistent with Policies P113, R.P2, WH.P2 and K.P2. 

322. Federated Farmers (S352/180, S352/258, S352/264, S352/265, S352/266) 

wants the core allocations in the Freshwater Plan retained in the proposed Plan. 

A further submission by Waa Rata Estate (FS1/047) supports the Federated 

Farmers submission on this point as it is consistent with the intention to use the 

whaitua process to establish the framework for taking and using water. 
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Rangitāne o Wairarapa Inc. (FS74/091, FS74/092) opposes the Federated 

Farmers point of view and suggests minimum flows and allocations should be 

derived based on the best evidence available at the present time and a 

precautionary approach applied where there is insufficient or uncertain 

information. FS74 also submits that there is some indication that the 

Freshwater Plan allocation and minimum flow standards are causing a long-

term adverse effect on water bodies and therefore are not consistent with the 

outcomes intended by the RPS, NPS-FM, objectives of the proposed Plan and 

the RMA. The Minister of Conservation (S75/203) believes the allocation 

limits in Table 7.3 are appropriate and are based on guidance in the proposed 

NES for ecological flows. Further submission from the Minister of 

Conservation (FS61/067) opposes keeping the current allocation limits in the 

Freshwater Plan as the provisions will not give effect to the RPS or the NPS-

FM. 

323. Thompson and Mzila (2015) discuss the limitations of the allocation amounts 

in the Freshwater Plan and why it is not appropriate to carry them over to the 

proposed Plan. I agree with those reasons and consider that there is now 

considerably more information available since the existing provisions in the 

Freshwater Plan came into effect in 1999. The other important factor to note, is 

the new conjunctive management framework that the water allocation 

provisions of the proposed Plan are based on, where the connectivity of ground 

and surface water are recognised and accounted for. I therefore do not consider 

it appropriate to retain the allocation amounts from the Freshwater Plan.  

324. Federated Farmers (S352/256) is concerned that the proposed ‘default’ 

allocations are based on partial information, value judgements and assumptions 

made in estimating ‘naturalised’ Mean annual low flow (MALF). Federated 

Farmers’ submission specifically applies to the Ruamāhanga whaitua 

provisions, Policy R.P1, Rule R.R1, Table 7.1, Table 7.2, but also requests that 

amendments made to the Ruamāhanga provisions also apply to other whaitua 

chapters.  

325. Mr Thompson’s evidence discusses the assumptions in estimating ‘naturalised’ 

mean annual low flows. Based on Mr Thompson’s evidence, I am confident 
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that Council has used the appropriate analysis to determine the allocation 

amounts in Tables 7.3, 7.4, 8.2 and 10.2. 

326. Forest & Bird (S353/123) submits that the core allocations in Policy P113 are 

too high and do not give effect to the NPS-FM. S353 considers that the 

maximum allocation amounts should be set at a level which provides for 

ecological health (a significantly lower allocation amount than in this policy). 

Carterton District Council (FS85/178) considers that lowering allocation 

amounts would have potential implications for community drinking water 

supply purposes.  

327. As discussed above, the allocation amounts in the proposed Plan are largely 

focussed on the maintenance of ecological values and the avoidance of long 

term decline in water resources. Based on Mr Thompson’s technical evidence, 

I consider the allocation amounts in the proposed Plan to be appropriate. 

Further, the allocation provisions of the proposed Plan will not compromise 

important elements of the NPS-FM such as avoiding any further over-

allocation (Objective B2 and Policy B5) while allowing whaitua committees to 

recommend sub-catchment limits that will implement the NPS-FM in full.  

328. DairyNZ and Fonterra Co-operative Group Ltd (S316/085) seek to have Policy 

P113 deleted as they consider it is drafted as a rule and has the effect of 

overriding the allocation limits in the whaitua chapters.  

329. I consider Policy P113 does not override the whaitua chapters as the policy 

specifically excludes rivers (and their tributaries) listed in chapters 7, 8 and 10. 

The policy provides direction on the maximum allocation amounts for rivers in 

the Te Awarua-o-Porirua whaitua, Wairarapa Coast whaitua and any rivers that 

do not have allocation amounts identified in the tables in chapters 7, 8, and 10.  

330. WWL (S135/110, S135/200, S135/202, S135/229) abstracts from the Hutt, 

Wainuiomata and Orongorongo Rivers and its authorised consented takes are 

several times the core allocations listed in chapter 8 of the proposed Plan. 

Policy WH.P2 relies heavily on Table 8.2 being correct. S135 would like to see 

the core allocations for Wainuiomata and Orongorongo Rivers raised to 

460L/sec. WWL submits that the takes are managed to maintain the minimum 
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flows specified in Table 8.1 and considers the allocation amounts in Table 8.2 

are default based without specific assessment of environmental effects of the 

water taken from these rivers. WWL considers that there is no evidence of the 

takes having a detrimental impact on the biota of the rivers. S135 requests a 

footnote to Table 8.2 which acknowledges that the current allocation in some 

rivers exceeds the default values shown in the table.  

331. In my opinion Policy WH.P2 acknowledges situations where the amount 

allowed by resource consents exceeds the amount specified in the relevant 

table and provides for those situations in Rule WH.R1. My understanding is 

that through the whaitua process all values associated with a river will be 

considered in determining what the allocation limit for a particular river is. 

When this process takes place for the Wellington Harbour and Hutt Valley 

Whaitua, Policy WH.P2 may change along with the allocation amounts in the 

relevant tables. However, in the meantime, the allocation amounts for the rivers 

in the whaitua chapters have been set in a way that is consistent with all other 

rivers in the region while still allowing existing users to continue at current 

water take levels.  

332. Similarly, Hammond Limited (S132/024) believes the allocation limit (referred 

to in their submission as minimum flow) in Table 7.3 should be increased in 

the ‘middle Ruamāhanga catchment – Papawai Stream and tributaries and 

Category A groundwater’ management subunit to reflect the current consented 

allocation. 

333. Mr Thompson’s technical evidence suggests the allocation amount for Papawai 

Stream could be increased from 65L/s to 105L/s to account for the Tilsons 

Creek tributary. The current allocation amount for the Papawai Stream (65L/s) 

was calculated using the flow information for the Papawai Stream just above 

the confluence with Tilsons Creek. The allocation amount suggested in Mr 

Thompson’s evidence (105L/s) is calculated using the flow information for the 

Papawai Stream just above the confluence with the Ruamahanga River. This is 

shown conceptually in Figure 2 below. 
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Figure 2: Conceptual drawing of allocation amounts in the Papawai Catchment 

 

334. Based on Mr Thompson’s evidence, I recommend changing the allocation limit 

for the Papawai Stream from 65L/s to 105L/s. 

335. WWL (S135/200) also request the depth of Category A shown on Figure 8.2 

should be changed from 15m to 10m as this is where the top of the aquiclude 

is, rather than the bottom. 

336. Mr Mzila’s technical evidence discusses why it is appropriate to change the 

depth as requested by S135. Mr Mzila also considers that changing the depth 

for Category A groundwater in the Hutt Valley will not affect or change the 

allocation amounts specified in Tables 8.2 and 8.3. I therefore recommend 

changing the depth on Figure 8.2 to 10m for Category A groundwater. 

337. DairyNZ and Fonterra (S316/136) support Policy R.P2 as it allows allocation 

to be the greater of that allocated by resource consents or the allocation limits 

in Tables 7.3 to 7.5. However, they have concerns as to how the allocation 

limits in these tables have been set and there is no explanation provided. S316 

wishes to see an explanation added to Tables 7.3 and 7.4. 

 

Ruamahanga 
River

Papawai 
Stream 

Tilsons 
Creek 

65L/s 

105L/s 



Section 42A Report Water allocation 

PAGE 94 OF 182 NATRP-1620937158-1285 
 

338. The technical explanation of how the limits were derived is explained in the 

Thompson and Mzila (2015) report. This report has been available on the 

Council’s website from the date the plan was proposed. I do not consider it 

necessary, nor efficient or effective, to include an explanation with the tables. 

339. S316 also submits that Kopuaranga Category A groundwater is not shown in 

Figure 7.2 and there is potential confusion as to boundary locations at the 

junctions of individual Category A units on Figure 7.2. Other groundwater 

units are not clearly defined at their boundaries. Te Ore Ore Category B is 

listed in Table 7.5 but is not shown in any figures and Booths Creek Category 

B is listed in Table 7.3 but is not shown in any figures.  

340. I agree with DairyNZ and Fonterra that the relationship between Table 7.3-7.5 

and Figures 7.2-7.9, in some cases, is not very clear. I recommend adding more 

detail in to the tables by referencing the named groundwater categories for each 

particular sub-catchment. In the example given above, the relevant 

groundwater category to Booths Creek is Parkvale Category B. 

341. WWU’s (S124/028) submission on Policy R.P3 requests adverse effects to be 

measured (not just modelled). Federated Farmers (S352/259) requests Policy 

R.P3 to be deleted. Further submission from Minister of Conservation 

(FS61/068) considers Policy R.P3 to be important to the integrated 

management of water resources and it is required to give effect to the NPS-FM. 

Rangitāne o Wairarapa Inc. (S279/216) requests the policy be amended to 

include specific direction around avoiding adverse effects on ecosystem health 

and mahinga kai as a result of water takes. A further submission from DairyNZ 

and Fonterra (FS84/083) considers that Policy R.P3 as written implicitly 

addresses these issues.  

342. In my view, the intent of Policy R.P3 is to provide guidance in the situation 

where there may be water available for allocation near the top of a catchment 

management unit, but further downstream flow is depleted due to losses of 

river water to groundwater.  

343. Christine Stanley (S87/008) is concerned about the increased development in 

the Pauatahanui catchment which has resulted in an increase in water taken 
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from streams in the catchment which reduces the amount of water flowing in to 

the Pauatahanui Inlet affecting the flushing ability of the inlet. When setting 

water take limits there is a need to consider the effect on the flushing ability of 

the inlet.  

344. Based on the analysis described in Mr Thompson’s evidence, I am satisfied 

that the information does not show evidence of a systematic change in the 

pattern of annual variability or significant reduction in the volume of water in 

the tributaries of the Pauatahanui Inlet. I also note that the whaitua process for 

the Te Awarua-o-Porirua catchment will be further assessing the values of the 

streams and will establish objectives and limits for fresh water under the NPS-

FM. 

345. New Zealand Defence Force (S81/038) seeks to change Rule WH.R4 from a 

prohibited activity to a non-complying activity to allow for small and 

strategically important takes. Federated Farmers (S352/261) considers Rule 

R.R3 should also be non-complying rather than prohibited.  

346. The Minister of Conservation (S75/201) supports Rule WH.R4 as it gives 

effect to the NPS-FM objective to avoid over allocation of freshwater.  

347. Rangitāne o Wairarapa Inc, (S279/218) supports Rule R.R3 with amendments 

so that the rule does not exclude takes and uses of water where the limits 

specified in the proposed Plan are exceeded. A further submission by DairyNZ 

and Fonterra (FS84/084) expresses concern that the amendments to Rule R.R3 

suggested by S279 may impact on the take and use of water below minimum 

flows for specified uses such as for the health needs of people.  

348. My understanding of why Rules R.R3, WH.4, and K.R4 have a prohibited 

status is to ensure consents are not granted where the core allocation will be 

exceeded. The Section 32 report: Water quantity states that not exceeding the 

core allocation is a key element of the framework in Policy P107 to achieve 

Objective 8 of the proposed Plan. In my opinion, these prohibited rules also 

achieve Policy B5 of the NPS-FM. 
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349. I acknowledge that there may be circumstances where small short term takes, 

such as for dust suppression, will be prohibited in catchments where the core 

allocation has been reached. In these situations, I consider a temporary transfer 

from another user could be a solution if the volumes provided for in Rule R136 

are insufficient. 

350. I consider it is appropriate to keep the status of Rules R.R3, WH.4, and K.R4 

as prohibited activities. 

351. IrrigationNZ (S306/018) submits that the replacement of existing resource 

consents should be a restricted discretionary activity. Horticulture NZ 

(S307/077) considers that where a water body is near full allocation, it is 

appropriate to consider it as a discretionary activity. However, where a water 

body is less than 80% allocated it should be a restricted discretionary activity. 

Further submission by Rangitāne o Wairarapa Inc. (S74/266) does not agree 

with this as the matters for discretion are too narrow to address the full range of 

potential effects.  

352. New and replacement resource consents in catchments with established 

hydrological, ecological and water use information is a restricted discretionary 

activity. Such catchments are for the Ruamāhanga River, the Hutt, 

Wainuiomata and Orongorongo Rivers and on the Kāpiti Coast. Allocation 

amounts and minimum flows have been established in these catchments (or 

sub-catchments). Restricted discretionary activities are appropriate because 

minimum flows and allocation amounts have been established and can be 

included in rules that bind an applicant to meeting them.  

353. In catchments where there is less certainty about hydrology, ecology and water 

use new and replacement resource consent applications are assessed as a 

discretionary activity. By making resource consent applications a discretionary 

activity in catchments of the Te Awarua-o-Porirua Harbour and the Wairarapa 

Coast, all relevant matters can be considered when decisions are made, 

including default minimum flows and allocation amounts based on policy 

rather than numerical amounts set in binding rules.  
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Technical edits 

354. Council (S133/019, S133/020, S133/021) identified drafting errors occurred in 

Matter for discretion No. 8 in Rules R.R1, WH.R1 and K.R1. The matter for 

discretion should read: 

For a new take and use in Category B groundwater, whether the water is taken 

from groundwater directly connected to surface water or groundwater not 

directly connected to surface water. 

However, as a result of amendments suggested in section 2.2 of this report, I 

suggest Matter for discretion No.8 should read: 

For a take and use from groundwater, the degree of connectivity and category 

of groundwater according to Table 4.1 in category B groundwater (directly 

connected) or category B (not directly connected) 

355. Council (S133/023) identified a drafting error in Table 10.3 for the allocation 

amount in the Raumati Category B groundwater (not directly connected). The 

allocation amount should be 1,229,000m3/year.  

356. Council (S133/022) identified drafting errors in Table 7.3 in table rows 14 and 

17. In these rows references to Category A groundwater and Category B 

groundwater have been omitted. Row 14 should read 

Ruamāhanga River and tributaries upstream of the confluence with the 

Papawai Stream and Category A groundwater and Category B groundwater 

(directly connected) excluding all the above catchment management sub-units 

in the Ruamāhanga catchment (above this row in Table 7.3)  

Row 17 should read: 

Lower Ruamāhanga River and tributaries upstream of (but not including) the 

confluence with the Lake Wairarapa outflow and Category A groundwater and 

Category B groundwater (directly connected) excluding all the above 

catchment management sub-units in the Ruamāhanga catchment (above this 

row in Table 7.3) 
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However, the proposed wording will be slightly different as a result of the 

recommended changes to Category B groundwater in Schedule P (Policy 

P107). 

Summary of recommendations 

357. Recommended amendments to the following provisions can be found in 

Appendix B: 

Section Provision 

Interpretation New definition for allocation amount 

 Core allocation- rewording 

 Groundwater allocation - rewording 

 Surface water allocation - rewording 

Policy P107 Amend wording to reflect more accurate definitions of 
allocation 

Rules R.R1, WH.R1, K.R1- rewording of Matters for discretion No. 
8 

 R.R1 – Table 7.3 – amend wording in table rows 14 and 17 

 K.R1- Table 10.3, amend allocation amount for Raumati 
Category B groundwater 

 

Issue 2.5 Supplementary allocation and flushing flows 

Background 

358. The sections above have described the allocation framework for taking and 

using water when demand is most critical which generally coincides with lower 

flows in rivers. When there are higher flows (above median flow) there is an 

opportunity to take a portion of the water and store it for use at a later time. 

359. There are also a small number of current resource consents allowing water to 

be taken at higher flows (above the supplementary flows in the Freshwater 

Plan) for frost protection purposes. This water is not stored, rather taken and 

used when required for frost protection provided the river flow is high enough. 

360. A range of different effects need to be considered when taking water at higher 

flows, including flushing flows, channel morphology as well as consideration 

of how and where the water will be stored. 
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361. In addition to RPS Policy 13 discussed above, Policy 20: Using water 

efficiently, states that regional plans shall include policies, rules and/or 

methods that: 

 Promote the efficient allocation and use of water, and  

 Promote water harvesting. 

362. Also relevant is Policy 18: Protecting aquatic ecological function of water 

bodies, of the RPS which states that regional plans shall include polices, rules 

and/or methods that (amongst other things): 

 Promote the retention of in-stream habitat diversity by retaining natural 

features – such as pools, runs, riffles and the river’s natural form; 

 Promote the retention of natural flow regimes – such as flushing flows;  

 Promote the installation of off-line water storage. 

363. Policy 43: Protecting aquatic ecological function of water bodies, of the RPS, 

requires a regional plan to have particular regard to (amongst other things): 

 Maintaining or enhancing the functioning of ecosystems in the water body; 

 Maintaining natural flow regimes required to support aquatic ecosystem 

health. 

364. Objective 19 of the proposed Plan seeks to minimise the interference from use 

and development on natural process. 

365. Objective 25 of the proposed Plan seeks to safeguard aquatic ecosystem health 

and mahinga kai by (amongst other things) managing flows and water levels. 

366. Policy P117: Supplementary allocation amounts at flows above the median 

flow, of the proposed Plan provides for water to be available to be taken when 

a river is above median flow, provided flushing flows and a portion of the flow 

above median flow remains in the river to meet Objective 25. 
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367. The portion of water to be left in the river is not specified by Policy P117, 

however, Rules R.R1, WH.R1 and K.R1 all specify that to be considered as a 

restricted discretionary activity, 50% of the flow above the median flow must 

remain in the river. If this condition cannot be met, the activity defaults to 

discretionary rule (Rules R.R2, WH.R2 and K.R2).  

368. For rivers not in the Ruamāhanga catchment, Wellington Harbour and Hutt 

Valley catchment and the Kāpiti Coast catchment, taking water above the 

median flow is a discretionary activity under Rules R142, P.R1 or WC.R1. 

369. Policy P120: Taking water for storage, considers that taking water for storage 

outside a river bed at flows above the median flow is appropriate, provided 

Policy P117 is satisfied.  

Submissions and assessment 

370. There were no submissions on the definition of supplementary allocation. 

Taking and use of stored water 

371. Wairarapa Regional Irrigation Trust (S127/029) submits that Policies P107 to 

P127 fail to take account that water storage schemes involve the take of stored 

water and sometimes the movement of water via a natural watercourse, a 

discharge to and a retake of the water from the watercourse. S127 considers 

policies need to recognise that provided the storage water is collected in 

compliance with relevant minimum flows, allocation limits etc., the subsequent 

operation of the scheme should be provided for as additional allocation.  

372. The take of stored water as part of a water storage scheme and its movement 

via a natural watercourse, including discharges to and retake of the water from 

the watercourse does not currently occur in the region. Anticipating all the 

permutations and combinations relating to locations, volumes of water and 

possible contaminants that might arise should such a scheme eventuate does 

not enable a suitable policy to be developed at the present time. In my view, 

developing the policy requested by S127 would require more information on 

what is being proposed at specific locations where large scale storage schemes 

are intended. It is more appropriate, efficient and effective for these matters to 

be considered through the resource consent process. 
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373. DairyNZ and Fonterra (S316/081) submission point is similar to Wairarapa 

Regional Irrigation Trust above, but relates to Policy P107, that it does not 

provide for the activity of taking water from an off-stream storage dam. Once 

the water has been collected in the dam in accordance with the relevant 

minimum flows and allocations, there should be no restriction on the volume or 

rate of take from the dam. Further submission from Horticulture NZ 

(FS71/099) supports this approach. DairyNZ and Fonterra (S316/142) and 

Wairarapa Regional Irrigation Trust (S127/035) also submit that Schedule R 

could apply to water from a storage dam and request the first paragraph of 

Schedule R is amended to clarify the stepdown allocations do not apply to 

water taken from storage dams. Federated Farmers (S352/293) seeks 

clarification that stepdowns do not apply to stored water. 

374. Wairarapa Regional Irrigation Trust (S127/031, S127/032) submits that Rules 

R.R2 and R.R3 need to provide for the take and use of stored water as a 

separate exception to the minimum flow and allocation provisions. S127 

suggests the addition of a new rule in the Ruamāhanga whaitua chapter for a 

restricted discretionary activity for the take and use of water that has previously 

been stored. Rangitāne o Wairarapa Inc. (FS74/275) submits that the rule is 

unnecessary as any comprehensive resource consent for a water storage and 

distribution scheme would address subsequent takes by individual users.  

375. I agree with the above submission points that Policies P111 to P127 should not 

apply to the take of water from a water storage facility as the effects of taking 

the water have been accounted for when the water was taken from the original 

source. To require resource consent for water taken from a stored supply would 

amount to double counting of the take and use of water. To ensure such double 

counting does not occur a permitted activity should be included in the proposed 

Plan for taking and using water from a storage facility.  

376. I recommend a new permitted activity with the following wording: 

Rule R140A: Take and use of water from a water storage facility 
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The take and use of water from a water storage facility located outside a river 

bed, is a permitted activity provided the take and use of water to fill the storage 

facility is authorised by a resource consent or Rule R136. 

Policy P117 

377. Federated Farmers (S352/181) suggest that for the economy of policies, the 

taking of water for storage outside a riverbed (Policy P120) is included within 

Policy P117. 

378. I do not consider it is appropriate to combine Policies P120 and P117 as 

supplementary water, may be taken for purposes other than water storage (i.e. 

frost protection). 

379. Rangitāne o Wairarapa Inc. (S279/148) considers Policy P117 does not achieve 

freshwater objectives and seeks a policy (and rules) that prescribe a 

supplementary take regime that is consistent with achieving the objectives. 

Fish & Game (S308/082) considers supplementary flows should only be 

provided for where the objectives of the proposed Plan relating to protecting 

the hydrological regimes and variability, safeguarding the life-supporting 

capacity etc. are achieved. Minister of Conservation (S75/105) and Fish & 

Game (S308/082) request a percentage limit is included in supplementary flow. 

S308 also proposes alternative wording for Policy P117. Further submission by 

Horticulture NZ (FS71/112) opposes the Fish & Game submission point.  

380. In my view, other policies of the proposed Plan, such as Policy P17: Mauri, 

Policy P31: Aquatic ecosystem health and mahinga kai, Policy P26: Natural 

processes and Policy P122: Flow variability, all need to be considered in 

conjunction with Policy P117 when assessing an application for to take 

supplementary water when flows are above the median flow. Policy P117 

describes the circumstances where water is available to be taken and the 

provisos around taking that water.  

381. Mr Thompson describes in his technical evidence how the criteria for 

supplementary allocation were developed for the proposed Plan. The 

recommended option was a region-wide default for supplementary allocation to 
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only be available when river flows exceed the median flow. Furthermore water 

is only available provided: 

 The frequency of flushing flows that exceed three times the median flow 

of the river is not changed, and 

 50% of the river flow above the median flow remains in the river. 

382. The recommended criteria have been included in the restricted discretionary 

activity Rules R.R1, WH.R1 and K.R1. If the supplementary criteria are unable 

to be met, the activity defaults to a discretionary activity. In this case discretion 

could be applied to activities that do not meet the criteria, provided appropriate 

catchment specific assessment of effects is undertaken. 

383. Rules R.R1, WH.R1 and K.R1 set a percentage limit; that 50% of the water 

above median flow is available to be taken. For example, if the median flow of 

a river is 2000L/s and the river is flowing at 2100L/s, the amount of water 

available to be taken is 50L/s. 

384. However, as a result of the further analysis undertaken by Mr Thompson 

(described in his technical evidence) in response to submissions, I consider it is 

appropriate to amend Policy P117 and Rules R.R1, WH.R1 and K.R1 to reduce 

the risk and potential impacts on smaller rivers and streams of allowing too 

much water to be taken above median flow. I note that Mr Thompson’s 

assessment considers that when the current supplementary provisions are 

applied to the Waiohine River (a larger river with relatively high base flows) 

the effects are reasonably minor. I therefore recommend only altering the 

provisions in relation to smaller rivers and streams. 

385. Policy P117 in the proposed Plan does not include a percentage of flow 

available for supplementary allocation within the policy. I recommend a 

percentage is introduced to the policy so that it: 

 provides guidance for rivers that are not covered by Rules R.R1, WH.R1 

and K.R1, and 
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 provides guidance when Rules R.R1, WH.R1 and K.R1 cannot be met and 

the activity is to be assessed as a discretionary activity. 

386. Policy P113 uses 5m3/sec to differentiate allocation between smaller and larger 

rivers. I therefore recommend using the same thresholds for Policy P117.  

387. I recommend Policy P117 be changed in the following manner: 

In addition to core allocation, supplementary allocation water is available 
from rivers at flows above median flow in the following amounts: 

(a) For rivers with mean flows of greater than 5m3/sec, up to 50% of the 
flow in the river above the median flow, or 

(b) For rivers with mean flows of less than or equal to 5m3/sec, up to 10% of 
the total amount of flow in the river  

provided flushing flows and a portion of flow above the median flow 
remains in the river to meet Objective O25. 

388. I also recommend corresponding changes are made to Rules R.R1, WH.R1 and 

K.R1. 

Policy P120 

389. WWL (S135/116) (supported by further submissions from Federated Farmers 

(FS54/086) and DairyNZ and Fonterra (FS84/094)) submits that Policy P120 

appears to be the mechanism to implement Policy P117. They request that the 

term ‘is appropriate’ is removed and the policy is reworded to say ‘Water may 

be taken for storage outside a river bed at flows above the median flow 

provided Policy 117 is satisfied. 

390. Federated Farmers (S352/182) and Rangitāne o Wairarapa Inc. (S279/150) 

both suggest Policy P120 is redundant and should be deleted. A further 

submission by WWU (FS36/023) opposed the submission by S279 as the 

storage of water enhances the efficiency of water allocation and further is a 

beneficial use to the region. 
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391. I consider Policy P120 is appropriate as it gives effect to Objective O52(e) – 

enabling water storage outside river beds10 and Policy 20 of the RPS. The 

directive nature of O52 to enable water storage outside river beds and Policy 

20 to promote water harvesting11, in my opinion, support the necessity of 

having a policy that more than provides for, but considers it appropriate to take 

water above median flow for storage outside a river bed provided certain 

conditions are met. 

392. I therefore consider it appropriate to retain Policy P120 in its current form. 

Policy P122 

393. Rangitāne o Wairarapa Inc. (S279/152) considers Policy P122 is too limited to 

achieve freshwater objectives and requests the policy and associated rules are 

amended so they are consistent with achieving the objectives including life- 

supporting capacity etc. S279 states that maintaining variable flows within 

rivers is also important for sustaining mauri.  

394. In my opinion, Policy P122 is intended to target the most relevant matters 

relating to flow variability that are not already covered by other policies in the 

proposed Plan. For example, mauri is the focus of Policy P17 and life 

supporting capacity in Objective 5, Policy P111 and P115 (by setting minimum 

flows). In addition, Policy P26 states use and development will be managed to 

minimise effects on the integrity and functioning of natural processes. I 

consider this suite of policies all work towards achieving the objectives of the 

proposed Plan.  

395. I do not consider it necessary to amend Policy P122. 

Supplementary allocation clauses in rules 

396. Wairarapa Regional Irrigation Trust (S127/030) suggests Rule R.R1 be 

amended by inserting a minimum of 50% of river flow above the median flow 

remains in the river.  
                                                 
 
10 I recommend amending Objective O52 in paragraph 545, however, I consider P120 will still give effect 
to the amended objective. 
11 Water harvesting means taking and storing water from water bodies when the availability is high and 
using it when there is a water shortage. 
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397. As the rule currently reads, exactly 50% of the flow above the median must remain 

in the river. However, given the changes recommended in paragraph 387 and 388 I 

do not consider it necessary to make the amendment requested by S127.  

Policy P129 

398. The Minister of Conservation (S75/102) submits that Policy P129 needs to 

include reference to flow variability and flushing flows to achieve Objective 

O25 as the damming and diverting of water can affect the natural flow 

variability in water bodies.  

399. Rangitāne o Wairarapa Inc. (S279/155) submits that Policy P129 does not link 

to relevant provisions and the policy and associated rules need to be amended 

to cross reference to other policies in the plan that require flow variability, 

natural processes and natural character to be provide for.  

400. As discussed above in relation to supplementary flows (Policy P117) other 

policies of the proposed Plan such as Policy P17: Mauri; Policy P31: Aquatic 

ecosystem health and mahinga kai; Policy P33: Protecting indigenous fish 

habitat; Policy P25: Natural character; will all need to be considered when 

resource consent applications are made to dam and divert water. Policy P122 

describes the circumstances around taking and use of water that are most 

relevant to flow variability. However, I consider the issues raised by S279 and 

S75 will be discussed further in the Section 42A officer’s report: Beds of lakes 

and rivers, where damming and diversion will be assessed. 

401. I do not recommend any changes to Policy P129. 

Summary of recommendation 

402. Recommended amendments to the following provisions can be found in 

Appendix B: 

Section Provision 

Rules New rule for the take and use of water from a water storage 
facility 

Policy  P117 

 R.R1, WH.R1, K.R1- rewording of (c) 
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I do not recommend any changes to P120 or P122. 

Issue 2.6 Permitted and controlled activities 

Background 

403. As discussed in section 5.1 of this report, the RMA provisions for the taking, 

using, damming or diversion of fresh water are restrictive so these activities are 

not permitted unless there is a rule in a regional plan, or resource consent 

allowing the activity.  

404. The taking and using of water for an individual’s reasonable domestic needs or 

for the reasonable needs of a person’s animals for drinking water is allowed 

under section 14(3)(b) of the RMA, provided the taking or use does not, or is 

not likely to, have an adverse effect on the environment. 

405. Section 14(3)(e) of the RMA allows the taking and use of water for firefighting 

and training purposes. 

406. The proposed Plan provides for three permitted activities in relation to taking 

and using water; Rule R136: Take and use of water, Rule R137: Farm dairy 

washdown and milk-cooling water, and Rule R138: Water races. 

407. Permitted activities do not require resource consent for the activity provided 

the activity complies with any conditions specified for the permitted activity. 

408. It is therefore important to ensure that compliance with the conditions will 

adequately manage effects of the activity, including cumulative effects. 

409. Rule R136 allows for the take and use of water from a surface water body and 

groundwater provided the abstraction meets certain conditions such as rate and 

volume restrictions. 

410. Rule R137 permits the take and use of water from a surface water body and 

groundwater for the purpose of farm dairy washdown and milk cooling 

provided certain conditions such as herd size, rate and volume restrictions are 

met. 
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411. Rule R138 provides for the take and use of water from a water race so long as 

the take and use is authorised by the territorial authority controlling the water 

race.  

412. The three permitted activities and sections 14(3)(b) and 14(3)(e) allow people 

to take and use a limited amount of water without having to incur costs 

associated with obtaining resource consent. 

413. Controlled activities require resource consent, however, they cannot be 

declined provided the proposed activity complies with the specified conditions. 

414. Rule R141: Take and use of water provides for the take and use of water from a 

surface water body or groundwater provided certain conditions are met such as 

the take being in existence on a property less than 20ha in size prior to 

notification of the proposed Plan.  

415. The remaining permitted and controlled activities (Rule R139, Rule R140, Rule 

R143, Rule R146, and Rule R147) in Section 5.6 of the proposed Plan are 

assessed under other sections of this report, e.g. Issue 3.3 Transfer of permits, 

Issue 4.1 Aquifer integrity,  and Issue 4.2 Well pointing and dewatering. 

Submissions and assessment  

416. There were a number of submissions on the various aspects of the permitted 

rules and controlled activity summarised in the background above. 

Clarity of permitted and controlled provisions with other rules 

417. For clarity, the proposed Plan needs to clearly set out under which provisions a 

person can take and use water without resource consent. I consider Rules R136, 

Rule R137 and Rule R138 to be clear in outlining what a person can take and 

under what conditions. However, I do not consider how these permitted rules 

relate to each other and to sections 14(3)(b) and 14(3)(e) of the RMA is very 

clear in the proposed Plan. 

418. The note at the end of Rule R136 refers to the incorrect section of the RMA 

and while it describes what section 14(3)(b) of the RMA provides for, I 

consider that it does not adequately explain that a person can take for their 

reasonable domestic needs and the reasonable needs of a person’s animals for 
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drinking water in addition to Rules R136, R137, R138, R139, R140 and R141. 

Waa Rata Estate (S152/022) submits that section 14(3) of the RMA should be 

expressly included in the framework for taking and using water. DairyNZ and 

Fonterra (S316/123, S316/126) supported by further submission by Beef and 

Lamb New Zealand (Beef and Lamb) (FS53/052, FS53/054) requests the note 

for Rule R136 and Rule R141 be amended to: ‘For the avoidance of doubt any 

water take permitted by this rule is in addition to sections 14(3)(b) of the 

Resource Management Act.  

419. I agree in principle with the submitters’ request to amend the notes associated 

with Rules R136 and R141 to provide clarity and certainty. In my opinion the 

appropriate way to clarify the relationship of the rules to section 14(3) of the 

RMA is to expand the guidance given in the text box at the beginning of 

Section 5.6.2 of the proposed Plan and delete the note at the end of Rule R136.  

420. I also note that the recent enactment of the Fire and Emergency New Zealand 

Act 2017 (section 48(b)) allows the use of water from any water supply or any 

source of water for training for the purposes of performing or exercising Fire 

and Emergency New Zealand’s functions, duties or powers. Consequential 

amendments to section 14(3)(e) of the RMA replace ‘firefighting purposes’ 

with ‘emergency or training purposes in accordance with section 48 of the Fire 

and Emergency New Zealand Act 2017’. The proposed Plan does not therefore 

need to provide for the take of water for firefighting training as it is provided 

for under the RMA. I therefore, recommend the following amendments to 

section 5.6.2: 

5.6.2 Take and use of water  

In addition to the rules in Section 5.6.2, rules in chapters 7 to 11 of the Plan on the take and use of 
water also apply. 

The take and use of water for:  
 reasonable domestic needs or reasonable needs for animal drinking is provided for by 

section 14(3)(b) of the RMA and the taking or use does not, or is not likely to have an 
adverse effect on the environment, and  

 emergency or training purposes in accordance with section 48 of the Fire and Emergency 
New Zealand Act 2017 is provided for by section 14(3)(e) of the RMA  

Rules R136, R137, R138, R139, R140, R141 and R142 provide for water to be taken and used in 
addition to those purposes. 
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421. I also agree with S152 that section 14(3)(b) and 14(3)(e) takes should be 

included in the allocation framework of the proposed Plan. Further, I consider 

Policy P107 should also recognise the permitted and controlled activities 

provided for in the proposed Plan. I recommend inserting an additional clause 

to Policy P107 as flows: 

(d) Permitted and controlled activities provided for in the Plan and section 

14(3)(b) and 14(3)(e) takes are not included in the allocation amounts 

or subject to minimum flows or water levels. 

422. New Zealand Defence Force (S81/036, S81/037), Joan Allin and Rob Crozier 

(S175/081), Coastal Ratepayers United Inc. (S93/106), New Zealand Fire 

Commission and Wellington Rural Fire Authority (S142/014, S142/015, 

S142/016, S142/017, S142/018), Waa Rata Estate (S152/023), DairyNZ and 

Fonterra (S316/137), Roading, Parks and Gardens and Solid Waste department 

of HCC and UHCC (S85/071) and Cuttriss Consultants Limited (S104/011) 

submit that the whaitua chapters need to provide for small water takes such as 

permitted by Rules R136 to R140 and those allowed for by section 14 of the 

RMA.  

423. In my opinion, the rules in section 5.6.2 of the proposed Plan (except Rule 

R142) and takes under sections 14(3)(b) and 14(3)(e) of the RMA are intended 

to apply in the whaitua chapters of the proposed Plan. Section 14(3)(a) states 

that a person is not prohibited from taking and using water if it is expressly 

allowed by a rule in a regional plan. Therefore, I consider that Rules R136 to 

R141 apply across the whaitua chapters. However, for clarity I recommend the 

rules in the whaitua chapters are amended so it is clear Rules R136, R137, Rule 

R138, Rule R139, Rule 140 and R141 are not subject to the whaitua rules. 

Volume allowed by the permitted and controlled activities 

424. A number of submitters Horticulture NZ (S307/075), Kaiwaiwai Dairies 

Limited (S119/038), Derek Neal (S278/025), South Wairarapa District Council 

(S366/127), Masterton District Council (S367/127), Simon Stannard 

(S115/003), Neville Fisher (S12/040) and Land Matters Limited (S285/075) 

consider the volume allowance given in Rule R136 needs to be larger. Some 
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consider the allowance should be based on property size and others want the 

reference to property size deleted and the flat rate of 20m3 per day at 2.5 L/s be 

kept as it was in the Freshwater Plan. Submitter S278 states that they have 300 

bulls that require significantly more water than 20m3 per day12. 

425. Rule R136 is a continuation of Rule 7 of the Freshwater Plan, but reduces the 

volume per day for properties less than 20ha in size. Rule R141 provides for 

takes on properties less than 20ha that existed prior to the public notification of 

the proposed Plan as a controlled activity. There is therefore, only a small 

change for those with property sizes less than 20ha.  

426. I consider that a person being able to take water under section 14(3)(b) of the 

RMA for their reasonable domestic use and stock water, an additional 10 m3 or 

20m3 per day is a reasonable amount of water, given that as a permitted activity 

the effects of the activity, including cumulative effects need to be managed by 

the conditions of the rule.  

427. Furthermore, in comparison with permitted takes allowed by other councils 

(see Table 4 below) the 10m3/day and 20m3/day allowed by Rule R136 is in 

my opinion, appropriate. 

Table 4: Permitted take volumes in other regional plans 

Council Source Volume 
(m3/day) 

Rate (L/s) Notes 

Auckland Council Surface water 5   

 Groundwater 5 or 20  Depending on 
location 

Waikato Regional 
Council 

Surface water 1.5  For 1ha or less 

 Surface water 15 or 30  Depending on 
location 

 Groundwater 1.5 or 15  Depending on 
property size 

Taranaki Regional Surface water 50 Rate not to  

                                                 
 
12 For the avoidance of doubt, Rule R136 does not limit the amount of water which may be taken for the 
reasonable needs of stock. This is provided for by s14(3)(b) of the RMA and has no specific limit, other 
than the take and use does not or is not likely to have an adverse effect on the environment. 
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Council Source Volume 
(m3/day) 

Rate (L/s) Notes 

Council exceed 25% of 
instantaneous 
flow 

 Groundwater 50 1.5  

Hawkes Bay 
Regional Council 

Surface water 20 Rate not to 
exceed 10% of 
instantaneous 
flow 

 

 Groundwater 20 10  

Marlborough 
District Council 

Surface water 
and 
groundwater 

10  Reduces to 1m3/day 
under restrictions 

Tasman District 
Council 

Surface water 
and 
groundwater 

10 or 20  Depending on 
location and limited 
during rationing 

Environment 
Canterbury 

Surface water 2, 10, 20, 
50 or 100 

 Depending on 
7DMALF of river 

 Groundwater 10-100 5  

 

428. Horticulture NZ (S307/076) requests that for properties in horticultural 

production the permitted volume of water should be 40m3 per day. New 

Zealand Fire Commission and Wellington Rural Fire Authority (S142/012) 

submit that the current rules do not provide for takes of water for firefighting 

training and the volume of water allowed by Rule R136 would not be enough. 

429. I consider that Rules R136 and R141 allow an adequate amount of water for a 

variety of uses while ensuring the effects (including cumulative effects) are 

accounted for. If more water is required than allowed for by Rules R136, R137 

and R141 resource consent can be applied for. I do not consider the volumes 

allowed for in Rules R136, R137 or R141 need to be changed. As noted above 

in paragraph 420, consequential changes to the RMA now provide for the take 

of water for firefighting training purposes.  

430. Simon Stannard (S115/004) submits that Rule R141 introduces the requirement 

for resource consent to use any bore even if less than 20m3 per day. Porirua 

City Council (S163/127) seeks to amend Rule R141 to clarify that it applies to 

takes that do not meet the conditions of Rule R136.  
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431. Rule R141 provides, as a controlled activity, for up to 20m3 of water per day 

on a property of less that 20ha in size, so long as the take and use was in 

existence at the date of public notification of the proposed Plan. I agree with 

S115 that consent is required, but only if the take and use exceeds 10m3 per 

day, provided for in Rule R136.  

432. In my opinion, Rule R141 is clear and does not need a note to explain that it is 

in addition to Rule R136 as condition (b) of Rule R141 explicitly states that the 

total take and use in combination with permitted activity Rule R136 shall not 

exceed 20m3 per day. 

433. Section 20A(1) of the RMA allows lawfully established activities to continue 

after a rule in a regional plan has taken legal effect and up until that rule 

becomes operative. Therefore, the take and use of water on a property less than 

20ha, can continue to take up to 20m3 of water per day (provided effects of the 

take and use continue to be the same or similar in character, intensity, and scale 

to the effects that existed before the rule took legal effect) until six months 

after the date the rule becomes operative – provided resource consent has been 

applied for. 

434. Other submitters, such as the Porirua Harbour and Catchment Community 

Trust (S33/025) and Nga Hapu o Ōtaki (S309/041, S309/042) are concerned 

with the cumulative impacts of the permitted activities. S309 submits that the 

rule should be deleted or rewritten to provide for minimum flows and there be 

a mandatory requirement for water meters, and S33 suggests that cumulatively 

permitted takes may adversely affect the natural flushing of the Pauatahanui 

Inlet.  

435. Fish & Game (S308/129, S308/130, S308/133) supported by a further 

submission from Rangitāne o Wairarapa Inc. (FS74/141, FS74/142, FS74/143) 

seeks a condition to be included in Rules R136, R137 and R141 that the take 

and use will not cause or contribute to the freshwater objectives in section 3 

tables being exceeded or further exceeded. S308 also requests that new 

permitted takes in over allocated catchments should be prohibited. 
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436. The Section 32 report: Water quantity, considered the total amount of water 

likely to be taken under permitted activity Rules R136, R137, R138, R139 and 

R140 and controlled activity Rule R141 to be small. The report also considered 

that compliance with any minimum flows or water level would be difficult or 

impractical to enforce and suggested the most effective approach to limiting 

permitted activities would be through a water shortage direction (under S329 of 

the RMA) when circumstances warrant. 

437. While I understand the intent behind Fish & Game’s request to have a 

condition on Rules R136, R137 and R141 that the take and use will not cause 

or contribute to the freshwater objectives in the section 3 tables of the proposed 

Plan being exceeded, the practicalities of ensuring compliance with the 

condition would be difficult. The list of parameters in the section 3 tables is 

considerable and likely to be beyond a reasonably informed person to ensure 

their particular take was not causing any of the parameters to be exceeded.  

438. I agree with the section 32 assessment that the most effective way of limiting 

permitted activities is through a water shortage direction and therefore do not 

recommend placing minimum flow conditions on Rules R136, R137 and R141. 

Effects on natural wetlands 

439. Mahaki Holdings (S370/091) and Tim Mansell and Family (S351/105) oppose 

the conditions preventing takes within 50m of a natural wetland. I consider this 

condition on Rules R136, Rule R137 and Rule R141 to be appropriate as it 

minimises any drawdown effects that abstracting from a bore may have on a 

nearby natural wetland. If a bore is located within 50m of a natural wetland, 

resource consent can always be applied for where the effects on the natural 

wetland can be appropriately assessed13. 

Keeping of records 

440. Michael Slater (S113/010), Federated Farmers (S352/234) and DairyNZ and 

Fonterra (s316/124) question the need for metering permitted activities and 

                                                 
 
13 RPS Policies 40 and 43 require regard to be given to ecological functions and aquatic ecosystem health 
and proposed Plan Policy P37 requires natural wetlands to be managed to maintain their values. 
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request condition (f) be deleted from Rule R136 and condition (g) from Rule 

R137.  

441. The relevant conditions in Rule R136 and Rule R137 only require metering at 

the written request of Wellington Regional Council. I consider conditions 

136(f) and 137(g) to be appropriate as circumstances may arise where 

compliance with the rule is required to be assessed, particularly if an area or 

catchment is showing signs of stress. 

Rule R137: Farm dairy washdown and milk-cooling water 

442. Rule R137 is a new permitted activity in the proposed Plan providing for farm 

dairy washdown and milk-cooling water at the existing level of activity based 

on the maximum herd size during the three years prior to the date of public 

notification of the proposed Plan. 

443. WWU (S124/021) considers Rule R137 is anti-growth and development and 

requests amending condition (b) by deleting the reference to the maximum 

herd size three years prior to the proposed Plan being publicly notified. 

Federated Farmers (s352/235) and Kaiwaiwai Dairies Limited (S119/040) and 

Neville Fisher (S12/041, S12/042) also request the three years prior to the date 

of public notification of the proposed Plan be deleted.  

444. The Section 32 report: Water quantity indicates that there are approximately 

250 individual properties in the region where Rule R137 could be used. The 

amount of water taken and used has been assessed and accounted for. Basing 

the volume of water allowed under Rule R137 on the maximum herd size on a 

property during the three years prior to the public notification of the proposed 

Plan, limits the total volume available for dairy shed washdown and milk 

cooling. In my opinion, it will also encourage efficiencies in dairy shed water 

use, should the herd size on a property increase.  

445. In general, the proposed Plan recognises in some instances (especially in the 

Ruamāhanga Whaitua) water resources are fully allocated or close to full 

allocation and it is therefore appropriate to limit the permitted activity to 

existing levels of activity. The approach taken, to allowing existing users to 

continue their activities, is a consistent one applied in the plan for an interim 
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period while whaitua committees consider a final set of objectives and limits 

that will apply in the region. The proposed Plan does not prohibit more water 

being taken for dairy shed use, however, as indicated above, many catchments 

are fully allocated, so the additional water will likely be transferred from other 

uses (e.g. irrigation).  

446. Ministry for Primary Industries (MPI) (2015) Operational Code: NZCP1: 

Design and Operation of Farm Dairies recommends as a guide, 70L per 

milking animal per day for premises and plant sanitation (including milk 

cooling). Stewart and Rout (2007) also establish and recommend a figure of 

70L per head per day for water use in the dairy shed, based on their review of 

scientific literature. They conclude that 70L per head per day is the peak milk 

cooling requirement which exceeds the volume of water required for plant and 

yard washdown. Given that it is common to reuse the milk-cooling water for 

washdown, it is the milk cooling requirements that drive the volume of water 

required. Therefore, in my opinion, 70L per head per day is an adequate 

volume of water to permit for dairy shed washdown and milk cooling as this is 

at the higher end of the scale milk cooling requirements. 

447. Further submission by Beef and Lamb (FS/53/053) points out that Rule R137 

condition (b) refers to 70L per day per stock unit (rather than per head for dairy 

cattle). This would amount to 560L per head of cattle as there are 

approximately eight stock units per dairy cow. I agree with Beef and Lamb 

submission and recommend changing condition (b) to ….70L per head stock 

unit…. 

448. DairyNZ and Fonterra (S316/124) support the permitted status of Rule R137. 

They note that it is unclear what water in condition (f) would fall under this 

condition. They support the recycling of dairy shed water resources but note 

that what water can be recycled is controlled by industry standards. Kaiwaiwai 

Dairies Limited (S119/039) and Neville Fisher (S12/041) also state that Rule 

R137 needs to recognise water availability for food processing and hygiene and 

MPI requires a set cleaning requirement for plant and premises. Kaiwaiwai 

Dairies Limited (S119/041) and Neville Fisher (S12/043) suggest changing 

washdown to cooling in Rule R137 condition (f). As discussed above, cooling 
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milk uses the most amount of water in the farm dairy and after it has been used 

for its cooling capability, it remains ‘uncontaminated’. I therefore consider it to 

be an efficient use of a resource if this cooling water is then reused within the 

property for uses such as shed and equipment washdown. Ministry for Primary 

Industries (2015) specifies the conditions under which water recovered from 

the farm dairy effluent system can be used to clean the dairy yard only. In my 

opinion, if all practicable steps are taken to reuse the cooling water there would 

be little advantage gained by then reusing water from the effluent system. I 

therefore recommend condition (f) of Rule R137 be amended to refer to the 

recycling of milk-cooling water rather than uncontaminated washdown water. 

449. DairyNZ and Fonterra (S316/124) request that conditions (a) and (b) relate to 

properties that comprise a farm enterprise, not just a single property. Issue 5.1 

of the Section 42A officers report: Air quality, suggests a change to the 

definition of property. I consider the change suggested by Mr Denton will 

address the issue raised by S316. 

Rule 138: Water races 

450. Rule R138 is supported by DairyNZ and Fonterra (S316/125) while Fish & 

Game (S308/131) considers the rule is ultra vires and should be deleted.  

451. Water is taken under resource consent (issued to a territorial authority) from 

the source river to ‘supply’ the water races. An individual may then take and 

use water from a water race provided they have approval from the relevant 

territorial authority and each of the individual take and uses is authorised in the 

resource consent issued to the territorial authority. The intent of Rule R138 is 

to avoid double counting the water being abstracted, and to ensure each 

individual take and use from the water races is accounted for. I do not 

recommend deleting Rule R138, however, I consider it needs to be reworded to 

make the intent clear. I recommend the following wording: 

Rule R138: Water races – permitted activity 

The take and use of water from a water race by a single property (that is not 

already permitted by Rule R136 or Rule R137) shown on Map 28 is a 
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permitted activity, provided the take and use is authorised within the by a 

resource consent held by the territorial authority controlling the water race. 

Note  

Water races shown on Map 28 are under territorial authority control and the 

approval of the relevant territorial authority is required to take water from a 

water race.  

Intake design 

452. The Minister of Conservation (S75/157, S75/158, S75/159) requests more 

specific conditions relating to fish being prevented from entering intakes in 

Rules R136, R137 and R141. Further submission by Rangitāne o Wairarapa 

Inc. (FS74/202, FS74/203, FS74/204) supports this approach. 

453. Federated Farmers (S352/234, S352/235) requests the condition relating to fish 

being prevented from entering intakes in Rule R136 be amended to make it 

more practical by ‘fish screen to reduce the risk of fish entering’.  

454. All three parties who submitted on this issue were invited to a pre-hearing 

meeting. Federated Farmers and Rangitāne o Wairarapa Inc. did not attend and 

the Minister of Conservation representatives were the only party present. The 

minutes and issue report for the meeting are attached in Appendix F. 

455. In my view, the conditions of permitted activities need to be easily understood 

and implemented and should also be relative to the scale of the activity. I 

therefore consider the Minister of Conservation’s request for Rules R136, 

R137 and R141 to specify the maximum approach velocity (the speed at which 

water is drawn into the intake) of 0.1m/s to be overly complex for a take of 

water that cannot exceed a rate of take of 2.5L/s. For takes that do not meet the 

permitted activity rate of take (and therefore require consent), it may be 

entirely appropriate to include a maximum approach velocity consent 

condition.  

456. I do, however, consider it appropriate to specify a minimum screen mesh size 

of 3mm as this provides certainty as to the type of fish screen required by the 

condition. 
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457. I recommend condition (c) of Rule R136, condition (d) of Rule R137 and 

condition (d) of Rule R141 be amended to the following: 

Where the take and use is from a surface water body, a fish screen with a 

minimum mesh size of 3mm shall be installed to prevent fish entering the 

intakeFish are prevented from entering the water intake 

Rule R139: Pumping test – permitted activity 

458. Roading, Parks and Gardens and Solid Waste departments of HCC and UHCC 

(S85/085) request the circular reference between Rule R42 and R139 be 

resolved and for Rule R139 to be amended to allow for small takes. 

459. Rule R139 permits the discharge of groundwater and contaminants from a 

pumping test, however if the discharge is to water, or to land where it may 

enter water, it must comply with the conditions of Rule R42: Minor discharges. 

Rule R42 has a note that states: 

Discharges related to pumping tests are provided for under Rule R139. 

460. In my opinion, removing the note from Rule R42 resolves the circular issue 

and keeps the intent of both rules. I also consider that a small take of water 

during a pump test, for example, to check water quality, is provided for within 

Rule R139. 

461. I therefore, do not propose any changes to Rule R139, but recommend the note 

be removed from Rule R42. Rule R42 will be assessed in the Water Quality 

topic - Hearing Stream 4. 

Technical error 

462. Rule R141 has a technical error noted in submissions by Wellington Regional 

Council (S133/017) and WWL (S135/174) where the words ‘per day’ have 

been omitted from condition (b) of the rule. I consider it necessary for this 

correction to be made to enable Rule R141 to be read and interpreted correctly. 

Summary of recommendation 

463. Recommended amendments to the following provisions can be found in 

Appendix B: 
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Section Provision 

Rules 5.6.2 Amend note at the beginning of section 

 Rule R136 – amend fish screen provision and delete note at 
end of rule 

 Rule R137 – amend (b) to refer to 70L per day per head  
– amend (f) to refer to milk-cooling water  

 Rule R138 – rewording of rule 

 Rule 141 – amend (b) to include the words ‘per day’ 

 R.R1, WH.R1, P.R1, K.R1, WC.R1, R.R2, WH.R2, K.R2 – 
amend rules to reference permitted and controlled activity 
rules 

 

Issue 3. Water use 

Background 

464. There were approximately 751 submission points received on water use. I have 

grouped these concerns into the following sub-topics: 

 Issue 3.1 Priorities for water use 

 Issue 3.2 Efficient use 

 Issue 3.3 Transfer of permits 

 Issue 3.4 Lapse provisions 

Issue 3.1 Priorities for water use 

Background 

465. When looking at priorities for water use there are two areas to consider. Firstly, 

where there is an amount of water available to be allocated, do certain types of 

use have priority over the others and secondly, when flows in rivers are low, do 

certain types of use have priority to continue taking while other uses may be 

restricted or be required to cease.  

466. Priorities for water use can include uses outside the river such as for the health 

needs of people, animal drinking water, irrigation, and industry uses such as 

process water. Priorities can also include in-stream uses such as maintenance of 

aquatic ecosystem health, Māori customary use and recreation. 
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467. Section 14(3)(b) of the RMA provides for water to be taken for an individual’s 

reasonable domestic needs and the reasonable needs of a person’s animals for 

drinking water, and the taking and use does not, or is not likely to, have an 

adverse effect on the environment. Section 14(3)(e) of the RMA provides for 

water to be taken for firefighting and training purposes. All other uses of water 

are required to be expressly allowed by a national environmental standard, a 

rule in a regional plan as well as a rule in a proposed regional plan for the same 

region (if there is one), or a resource consent. 

468. At such times when there is a serious temporary water shortage under section 

329 of the RMA, regional councils can issue a water shortage direction that 

apportions, restricts, or suspends to the extent and in the manner set out in the 

direction, the taking, using, damming or diverting of water. 

469. A water shortage direction may apply to consented takes as well as permitted 

activities. The Land and Water Forum (2012) recommended that regional plans 

should provide policy direction on priorities in times of drought and serious 

water shortage. 

470. Policy 17: Water allocation and use for the health needs of people, of the RPS 

requires regional plans to include policies, rules and/or methods to ensure the 

allocation and use of water from any river or groundwater source provides 

sufficiently for the health needs of people, including:  

(a) The taking of water by any statutory authority that has a duty for public 

water supply under any Act of Parliament; 

(b) The taking of water for reticulation into a public water supply network; 

and 

(c) The taking of water for community supplies. 

471. Objective O5 of the proposed Plan requires fresh water to be managed to:  

 Safeguard aquatic system health and mahinga kai, and  

 Provide for contact recreation and Māori customary use, and 
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 provide for the health needs of people. 

472. Objective O6 states that sufficient water of a suitable quality is available for 

the health needs of people. 

473. Objective O7 states that fresh water is available in quantities and is of suitable 

quality for the reasonable needs of livestock. 

474. Objective O8 states that the social, economic, cultural, and environmental 

benefits of taking and using water are recognised and provided for within the 

Plan’s allocation framework. 

475. Policy P112: Priorities in drought and serious water shortage, applies in times 

of serious water shortage and indicates the types of use priority will be given 

to. Serious water shortages are serious temporary water shortages that may 

require a water shortage direction to be issued under section 329 of the RMA. 

In my opinion serious temporary water shortages are considered to be when a 

river or lake is continuing to fall below the specified minimum flow or water 

level and all restrictions on consented takes have been invoked.  

476. Policy P114: Priorities when demand exceeds supply, establishes that when the 

total take and use of water exceeds the core allocation, water shall be allocated 

according to the following priorities, in order of importance:, the health needs 

of people, stock drinking water, and other values. 

477. Policies P111 and P115 establish priorities for use at minimum flows and are 

discussed in detail in section 2.3 of this report. 

Submissions and assessment 

Definition of health needs of people 

478. The Fertiliser Association of New Zealand (S302/006) submits that the 

definition of the health needs of people is too narrow and does not consider 

matters beyond water quality and quantity such as air quality. S302 also states 

that the volume and quality of water required by people to meet their needs is 

defined by standards in the plan that manage minimum flows and water quality 

objectives. The definition, as notified, is limiting and unnecessary. Further 
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submission by Federated Farmers (S54/094) opposes in part the Fertiliser 

Association submission but seeks to clarify its application to water allocation. 

479. I acknowledge that in a broad context, the health needs of people includes 

many different matters not just water. The terms human health or people’s 

health are used in air quality Policies P52, P56, P57 and P59. However, in 

context of the proposed Plan health needs of people is only ever used in 

provisions relating to water and I therefore consider the definition is 

appropriate.  

480. In my view, the definition of health needs of people is critical to the policies 

that establishing priorities for the use of water, particularly when river flows 

are low. If any clarification is required, I consider it would be more appropriate 

to clarify the policies that use the term health needs of people. 

481. I do not recommend any changes to the definition of health needs of people. 

Policy P111 

482. Hamish Trolove (S31/019) suggests that Policy P111 needs to make reference 

to appropriate stocking rates and animal types.  

483. I do not consider it necessary to add stocking rates and animal types to Policy 

P111 as the policy is giving effect to section 14(3)(b) of the RMA which does 

not specify stocking rates. I do however, consider, to be consistent with the 

RMA, Policy P111 should be amended to reflect the change in wording of 

section 14(3)(b) of the RMA. I recommend Policy P111 (a) be amended in the 

following manner: 

(a) for firefighting, an individual’s reasonable domestic needs and the 

reasonable needs of an individual’s person’s animals for drinking water 

as provided for by section 14(3)(b) and 14(3)(e) of the Resource 

Management Act 1991, or … 

484. WWL (S135/108) submits that to be consistent with Policy P112 ‘rootstock 

protection’ needs to be added to Policy P111. Horticulture NZ in further 

submission (FS71/102) supports the WWL submission.  
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485. Policy P111 provides the circumstances when water can be taken when flows 

fall below minimum flows. One of those circumstances is if it is authorised by 

resource consent in accordance with Policy P115. Policy P115 states that the 

take of water may be authorised for rootstock protection for a period of five 

days. In my view, the policies give clear direction that rootstock protection can 

be authorised through resource consent below minimum flow, but unlike 

firefighting or an individual’s reasonable domestic needs it cannot be taken ‘as 

of right’ below minimum flow. I do not consider it necessary to add rootstock 

to Policy P111 as the policy refers to rootstock in Policy P115. 

Policy P112 

486. WWL (S135/109) suggests the words in Policy P112 be reordered to state 

priorities in order e.g. health needs of people, followed by firefighting, stock 

drinking water and protection of rootstock. S135 also requests amending 

human health to health needs of people. Further submission from Regional 

Public Health (FS82/016) supports this submission point. 

487. I agree with S135 and consider the priorities in Policy P112 should be 

reordered and the reference to human health should be amended to be the 

health needs of people. 

488. Such a policy will have significant effects on a community should a water 

shortage order be issued. The policy does not provide for industries that are 

dependent on water, such as animal slaughter facilities, or industries that use 

water in the manufacture of products. 

489. In my view water shortage directions are issued after a sustained period of 

minimum flow. In 2003, Council issued several water shortage directions for 

the Waikanae River and the Waitohu Stream on the Kāpiti Coast. The water 

shortage directions were issued for essential uses only and were issued after 

four days below minimum flow and demand from the municipal supplies was 

not reducing. Essential uses were considered to be: 

 Drinking (including drinking water for animals and livestock) 

 Cooking 

 Food preparation 
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 Bathing/showering 

 Cleaning for hygiene and health reasons only 

 Toilet flushing 

 Clothes washing 

 Fire fighting 

490. A copy of the full water shortage directions issued are attached in Appendix G. 

491. It appears in the Kāpiti Coast examples that water used by industry was an 

insignificant amount compared to the water supplied for domestic use 

(approximately 4% of the total usage). While the water shortage direction did 

not specify industrial use of water being prohibited, I do not recall business or 

industry having to completely cease operations due to them not being 

considered an essential use. However, public swimming pools were closed, as 

were car washes at petrol stations where the water was not recycled. The main 

focus was on reducing the volume of water used in the domestic area, 

particular stopping garden irrigation.  

492. Kintyre Meats/Kintyre Trust (S46/007) considers that there are other values 

and priorities that also need to be considered at times of drought and water 

shortage, such as animal slaughter facilities. S46 considers Policy P112 needs 

to ensure water dependent industries have priority and include a provision to 

ensure animal slaughter facilities have adequate access to water.  

493. When a water shortage direction is issued, it can apply to:  

 users that have resources consents, and/or 

 users who are taking and using water under the permitted activity rules, 

and/or 

 users who are taking and using water under section 14(3)(b) of the RMA, 

and/or 

 group or community drinking water supplies. 
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494. In times of serious water shortage, it is likely that all users with resource 

consents have ceased taking water (other than for group or community drinking 

water supplies) as rivers will be below the minimum flows. Policy P112 then 

provides guidance as to the priorities for water. As mentioned above, in times 

of serious water shortage, the use of water needs to be carefully managed to 

ensure that there are suitable quantities of water available for the health needs 

of people, animal drinking water and firefighting purposes, while minimising 

effects on the environment. These are the priorities set out in Policy P112.  

495. I do not consider it is appropriate for Policy P112 to include reference to 

industry, as it is not an essential use during times of serious water shortage. For 

industry supplied by community drinking water supplies, in most cases the 

community drinking water supplies have alternative water sources available in 

order to continue supplying water when a river falls below minimum flows. I 

discuss this further in paragraph 509. 

496. Rootstock protection in Policy P112 had submissions both for and against it. 

Rangitāne o Wairarapa Inc. (S279/143) and the Minister of Conservation 

(S75/100) do not consider rootstock protection should be included in Policy 

P112. S279 requests rootstock is removed from the policy and associated rules. 

Further submission by Horticulture NZ (FS71/106) opposes the submission 

point made by S279. S75 considers that it is not consistent with the other types 

of water take in the policy which are from section 14(3) of the RMA. Minister 

of Conservation suggests the issue could be addressed by incorporating 

rootstock protection into the setting of minimum flows or water levels. 

Horticulture NZ (S307/051 and S307/052) wishes to see provisions for 

rootstock protection retained but seeks a definition for ‘rootstock protection’ 

and provides suggested wording.  

497. My understanding is that rootstock protection was given priority for water use 

at low flows because, unlike livestock, established rootstock such as grape 

vines or fruit trees cannot be moved from an area where low flow conditions 

are being experienced. I therefore consider rootstock protection is appropriate 

in Policy P115, but not in Policy P112. In times of serious water shortage, 

when a regional council is considering issuing a water shortage direction, most 
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uses will be restricted or suspended in order to safeguard/minimise effects on 

the environment.  

498. I do not consider it is necessary to define what is meant by rootstock protection 

as I consider there is enough detail in Policy P115 (c) to understand the length 

of time water is available for rootstock protection and the type of crops it can 

be made available for. In addition, Policy P115 will be implemented through 

the resource consent process where an assessment of the amount of water for 

rootstock protection required will take place. 

Policy P114 

499. Submitters would like to see a variety of priorities to be included in Policy 

P114. DairyNZ and Fonterra (S316/086) request dairy shed washdown and 

milk-cooling water be inserted above other values. Hamish Trolove (S31/020) 

requests stock drinking water is put below other values. WWL (S135/111), 

supported by further submission from Horticulture NZ (FS71/108) requests 

firefighting and rootstock protection be added. Kintyre Meats (S46/008) 

requests that the policy recognises the consent holders that exist that are solely 

dependent on reliable daily access to water. Horticulture NZ (S307/053) and 

Hammond Limited (S132/018) seek clarification as to what ‘other values’ 

cover. S307 asks whether there is a hierarchy with other values and states there 

should also be recognition of existing use rights under section 124 of the RMA. 

Rangitāne o Wairarapa Inc. (S279/145) requests the policy be deleted as it 

provides for over-allocation. Further submission from WWU (FS36/022) 

opposes the removal of Policy P114 as it is a community, collaboratively based 

policy prioritising essential water use. 

500. In my view Policy P114 is not worded particularly well and is it difficult to 

ascertain the meaning and intent of the policy. The policy seems to suggest the 

priorities for allocating water when the core allocation is exceeded. However, 

restricted discretionary Rules R.R1, WH.R1 and K.R1 together with the 

prohibited Rules R.R3, WH.R4 and K.R1 do not support this policy as they do 

not allow for any additional water to be taken when the core allocation is 

exceeded. 
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501. Policy P114 may be referring to the situation anticipated under Policy P5 

where resource consents to take and use water are granted with common expiry 

dates and applicants renewing their resource consents may seek more water 

than the core allocation allows. However, this intent is unclear. I consider that 

Policy P114 should be completely rewritten to give effect to Policy P17 of the 

RPS, and Objectives O5 and O6 of the proposed Plan. I consider the policy 

should state the following: 

The take and use of water for the health needs of people by community drinking 

water supply or a group drinking water supply shall be a priority over other 

uses. 

502. I consider that other uses have already been prioritised within the provisions of 

the proposed Plan. For example, aquatic ecosystem health is managed through 

the setting of minimum flow limits and drinking water for animals and 

firefighting, is provided for under section 14(3)(b) and 14(3)(e) of the RMA.  

503. With regard to submission point (S307/053), I consider the provisions of the 

proposed Plan already provide for existing users when applying to renew their 

resource consents and have discussed this in section 2.4 of this report. 

Policy P115 

504. The provision for rootstock protection in Policy P115 also raised a number of 

submissions. Submitters Kaiwaiwai Dairies (S119/018), IrrigationNZ 

(S306/010), WWU (S124/014) and Neville Fisher (S12/038) request the five 

day limit be deleted and make it unlimited. Horticulture NZ (S307/054) 

requests perennial crops be added to (c). The Minister of Conservation 

(S75/104) supports the general direction of Policy P115 but it is unclear how 

the allowance in (c) will give effect to Objective B1 of NPS-FM. 

505. The Board of Inquiry for Plan Change 6 to the Hawke’s Bay Regional 

Resource Management Plan – Tukituki Catchment, considered the issue of 

rootstock protection. The Board, in their 2014 decision 14  decided that the 

                                                 
 
14 The relevant policy (POL TT9) was not changed by the 2015 Board of Inquiry decision. 
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clause with a 200L/s cumulative instantaneous limit across all Surface Water 

Allocation Zones and for a period of five days provide the necessary safety 

valve. They were also satisfied that it gave effect to the integrated management 

objectives and policies in the NPS-FM. 

506. The main difference with the Hawke’s Bay policy and Policy P115 of the 

proposed Plan is that Policy P115 does not specify a catchment limit on the 

amount of water available to be allocated for rootstock protection. Instead 

Policy P115 states that the amount of water needed shall be determined 

following consideration of the extent and type of crop(s) and the risk of crop 

death in drought situations. 

507. I consider it is appropriate that Policy P115 does not specify a catchment limit 

as Policy P115 applies across the Wellington Region not to one specific 

catchment, as in the Hawke’s Bay situation. In addition, there are currently 

eight consents to take water from surface water sources currently issued for 

irrigation of crops that would be considered as rootstock. Under Policy P115, 

when these consents are renewed, consideration will be given to the volume of 

water they require and the risk of crop death in drought situations. I therefore 

consider it appropriate to recommend that rootstock protection only apply to 

existing resource consents. This would ensure that the amount of water 

available to be used for five days below minimum flow does not increase in the 

future. Any future introduction of rootstock crops would need to consider 

alternative sources of water at minimum flows. 

508. WWL (S135/112) and Horticulture NZ (S307/054) seek clarification on how 

the seven years in clause (b) of Policy P115 is to be applied and whether it 

means no industrial use after seven years if the rivers are below minimum 

consented flow. Kintyre Meats (S46/009) requests the seven year limit be 

deleted from Policy P115 and amend the policy so it provides for water 

dependent industries that exist solely on the basis of a reliable daily water 

source. S46 seeks to include a provision for industry currently sourcing from 

consented takes. 
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509. In my opinion, the intent of clause (b) of Policy P115 is to treat urban and rural 

industry on a level playing field. When a river reaches minimum flow, 

restrictions on takes from the river (and some groundwater takes as described 

in Issue 2.3) apply. In the past, takes for municipal supply (community 

drinking water supply) have continued to take water below minimum flow and 

supply it to a variety of users, including domestic and industrial use. Now, in 

most cases, these municipal supplies have storage facilities, or alternative 

options available to ensure they do not need to take water from a river when it 

reaches minimum flow. As far as I am aware, clause (b) of Policy P115 will 

have the greatest impact on the Masterton district as the municipal supply is 

solely based on abstraction from the Waingawa River and there is only three to 

four days of storage available15. Notably, Masterton District Council did not 

submit on clause (b) of policy 115. 

510. Rule R.R1 implements Policy P115 as condition (a)(ii) stipulates that the take 

and use of water shall not occur below minimum flow except for water used by 

industry from a community drinking water supply for a period of seven years 

from the date of publication of the proposed Plan. Rule R.R3 states that it is a 

prohibited activity to take and use water that does not comply with condition 

(a) of Rule R.R1. 

511. The seven year timeframe provides sufficient time for water dependent 

industries, community and group water supplies to investigate and invest in 

water storage options. The policies and rules of the proposed Plan signal the 

risks to industry reliant on water that their security of supply may be 

compromised during times of low flow. While it may seem a harsh provision, 

other districts within the region have invested in alternative sources for when 

their river based sources are restricted by minimum flows. Additionally, the 

whaitua committees will also be looking at this issue. 

512. Kintyre Meats (S46/006) requests Policy P111 is amended to ensure water 

dependent industry is provided continued access to water. While this 

                                                 
 
15 Masterton District Council website 
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submission point relates to Policy P111, I consider it is more appropriate to be 

considered in the context of P115. 

513. Water dependent industries that have their own take and use of water directly 

from a surface water source (i.e. they are not part of a community drinking 

water supply) need to ensure that they have storage facilities in place, as Policy 

P115 does not allow discretion for these takes to continue below minimum 

flow. The same approach applies to irrigation takes directly from surface water 

sources – they must cease at minimum flow. Additionally, the rules in the 

whaitua chapters prohibit the taking of water below minimum flow. 

514. Water dependent industries, such as an abattoir, may be affected more 

significantly by water restrictions (particularly a cease take) than rural 

operations relying on irrigation. My rationale for this is that there are likely to 

be more options available for irrigated areas, such as buying in alternative feed, 

drying stock off earlier, all of which I acknowledge will have an impact on the 

business, but will not cause the business to completely cease operating which 

would be the case should an abattoir not have any water. However, given the 

above, there is still an equity issue – should one use of water (e.g. industrial or 

process) be given a higher priority at low flow than another use (e.g. 

irrigation). In my view, there are provisions in the proposed Plan that 

encourage and enable water storage and any business that uses water should be 

investigating how they can ensure reliability of supply during periods of low 

flow. I consider this will become even more necessary when the NPS-FM is 

fully implemented in the plan. I do not recommend amending Policy P115 to 

provide for water dependent industries below minimum flows. 

515. WWL (S135/112) requests another clause be added to Policy P115 (e) where 

authorised by an existing resource consent.  

516. I consider that Policy P115 provides advice for the resource consent process for 

the situations where it would be appropriate to allow a take to continue when a 

river or lake falls below the minimum flow or water level. I do not recommend 

adding an additional clause as suggested by WWL. 
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Schedule R 

517. WWU (124/032) submits that Schedule R is a good schedule but needs to add 

‘stock drinking water and rootstock protection’ after the health needs of people.  

518. In Schedule R, paragraph 2 of the explanation text refers to  

Taking water that is not for the health needs of people, may be required to 

cease or be reduced as low flows approach minimum river flows. 

519. I do not agree with WWU that stock drinking water should be included with 

the health needs of people, as Schedule R only applies to consented takes, and 

stock drinking water is provided for without resource consent under section 

14(3)(b) of the RMA. The health needs of people is specified in the schedule, 

as community and group drinking water supplies require resource consent and 

are therefore subject to the provisions of the schedule. However, water races 

which supply water for stock drinking water also require resource consent, and 

are specified in Table R1, but not the text.  

520. My understanding of Schedule R is that there are three rivers in Schedule R 

that have a cease take, for all uses other than for the heath needs of people and 

water races (that primarily supply water for stock), that is above the minimum 

flows specified in Chapter 7 of the proposed Plan. For these three rivers I 

consider it is appropriate that rootstock is included to be consistent with Policy 

P115. For the other rivers in Schedule R, takes must reduce at a level higher 

than the minimum flow, but not cease, hence some water will be available for 

rootstock protection. 

521. There are currently eight resource consents granted to take water directly from 

a surface water body in the Wairarapa to irrigate crops that meet the definition 

of rootstock. Of those eight takes, six already have cease take conditions and 

the remaining two have restriction conditions as directed by Council. Only one 

of the takes is on a river where Schedule R recommends cease takes above 

minimum flows for uses other than for the health needs of people and stock 

drinking water and that consent has a cease take condition at the same flow as 

proposed by Schedule R. 
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Summary of recommendation 

522. Recommended amendments to the following provisions can be found in 

Appendix B: 

Section Provision 

Policies Policy P112 – delete rootstock protection 

 Policy P114 – reword 

 Policy P115 – amend (c) to apply only to applications for 
consent to replace the existing resource consent 

Schedules Schedule R – add reference to rootstock protection to the 
text and table and add stock drinking water (water races) to 
the text 

 

Issue 3.2 Efficient allocation and use of water 

Background 

523. The NPS-FM contains objectives and policies on efficient allocation and use of 

water. Objective B3 of the NPS-FM is to improve and maximise the efficient 

use of water. 

524. Policy B2 of the NPS-FM requires regional councils’ plans to provide for the 

efficient allocation of freshwater to activities within the limits set to give effect 

to Policy B1. 

525. Policy B3 of the NPS-FM requires regional councils’ plans to state criteria by 

which applications for approval of transfers of water take permits are to be 

decided, including to improve and maximise the efficient allocation of water. 

526. Policy B4 of the NPS-FM requires regional councils’ plans to identify methods 

to encourage the efficient use of water. 

527. Policy 20: Using water efficiently, of the RPS requires regional plans to 

include policies, rules and or methods that: 

(a) Promote the efficient allocation and use of water; and 

(b) Promote water harvesting. 

528. Objective O52 of the proposed Plan states 
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The efficiency of allocation and use of water is improved and maximised 
through time, including by means of: 

(a) efficient infrastructure, and 

(b) good management practice, including irrigation, domestic municipal 
and industry practices, and  

(c) maximising reuse, recovery and recycling of water and contaminants, 
and 

(d) enabling water to be transferred between users, and 

(e) enabling water storage outside river beds. 

529. Policy P118: Reasonable and efficient use, states that the amount of water 

taken or diverted through resource consents shall be reasonable and used 

efficiently and includes consideration of: 

 Reasonable and efficiency criteria described in Schedule Q 

 Maximising the efficient use of water when designing systems to convey 

or apply water 

 Industry guidelines 

 Water use records. 

530. Policy P119: Unused water, provides for unused water to be reallocated to the 

same user, provided the consent holder can demonstrate how the unused water 

will be used within four years. 

531. Restricted discretionary Rules R.R1, WH.R1 and K.R1 have as a matter of 

discretion, the reasonable and efficient use of water, including the criteria in 

Schedule Q (efficient use). 

532. Schedule Q: Reasonable and efficient use criteria, specifies the criteria for 

ensuring a take or diversion is reasonable and efficient. The schedule has four 

separate sections based on the use of water and includes irrigation, group or 

community water supplies, water races and other uses. 
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Submissions and assessment 

Interpretation of efficient allocation 

533. Submitters DairyNZ and Fonterra (S316/012), Porirua City Council (S163/026) 

and WWL (S135/014) seek clarification over the definition of efficient 

allocation and to define technical efficiency, economic efficiency and 

allocative efficiency. Royal Forest & Bird Protection Society (S353/006) 

requests the definition be deleted as it is vague and uncertain. 

534. The definition of efficient allocation in the proposed Plan is the same definition 

used in the NPS-FM. The Ministry for the Environment (MfE) guidance on the 

NPS-FM (MfE 2015) describes efficient allocation as the following: 

Efficient allocation may include (but is not limited to): 

 Economic efficiency (also known as allocative efficiency): allocating 

water to enable optimum economic outcomes (e.g. allocating water to the 

uses which have the highest value to society and create headroom). 

 Technical efficiency: maximising the proportion of water beneficially 

used in relation to that taken. It relates to the performance of a water-use 

system, including avoiding water wastage. 

 Dynamic efficiency: adjusting the use of water over time to maintain or 

achieve allocative efficiency (e.g. enabling movement of allocated water 

and minimising the transaction costs for doing so). 

535. Efficient allocation is only used once in the proposed Plan in Policy P11: In-

stream water storage and I consider the definition appropriate for this policy as 

all three parts of the efficient allocation definition should be considered. 

536. Horticulture NZ (S307/004) submits that the term should be efficient allocation 

and use and these terms are used together throughout the proposed Plan. 

537. In my view, efficient allocation and use are not used together in the provisions 

of the proposed Plan. Reasonable and efficient use are common terms used in 
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provisions16 throughout the proposed Plan and efficient use relating to water is 

used in various methods.17 

538. My interpretation of the guidance provided by MfE on the interpretation of 

efficient allocation is that efficient use is a subset of efficient allocation. I 

consider efficient use incorporates technical efficiency and dynamic efficiency. 

Policies P118, P119 and Schedule Q: Reasonable and efficient use criteria, 

provide the necessary guidance to what the proposed Plan considers reasonable 

and efficient use is. Policies P116 and P119 provide guidance on dynamic 

efficiency. 

539. For clarity, I recommend amending the definition of efficient allocation to 

provide a more detailed explanation of the terms economic, technical and 

dynamic efficiency. I recommend using the same wording as in the MfE 

guidance on the NPS-FM. 

Objective O52 

Assessment of objective criteria 

540. In response to Minute 3 from the Hearing Panel, I have assessed O52 to 

determine whether it meets the criteria of an objective. To do this I have used 

the same approach as outlined by Ms Legarth in the Response to Hearing 

Panel Minute 3. 

541. Does Objective O52 address the issue? Yes, Objective O52 addresses the issue 

of efficient use of water described in section 3 of this report. 

542. Does the objective clearly state the outcome intended? Yes, the outcome is that 

overtime, the efficiency of allocation and water use is improved and 

maximised. Objective O52 describes a trajectory of change, based on 

information held by Council on the current state of allocation and efficiency. 

                                                 
 
16 Reasonable and efficient use is used in Policy P118, Policy P119, Rule R143, Rule R144, Rule R.R1, 
Rule WH.R1, Rule K.R1 Schedule Q 
17 Efficient use is used in Methods17 and 19 
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543. Does the objective provide targets that policies seek to achieve and outcomes 

that can be monitored? Yes, Policies P118: Reasonable and efficient use, P116: 

Reallocating water, P117: Supplementary allocation amounts at flows above 

the median flow, P118: Reasonable and efficient use, Policy P119: Unused 

water, Policy P120: Taking water for storage, and P128: Transferring water 

permits, all aim to implement Objective O52. 

544. In my opinion the outcome of Objective O52 can be monitored. Measures 

could include: 

 a reduction in the amount of water allocated to users 

 the number of water storage consents granted 

 monitoring the number of transfers between users 

 the number of water user groups formed 

 an increase in efficient infrastructure. 

545. Is the objective a process objective? Yes, the objective sets out matters that any 

reasonable person would consider when allocating water. However, I agree 

with the assessment of the proposed Plan objectives undertaken by Willis 

(2017) and consider the sub clauses of Objective O52 to be more policy 

focused than outcome based. I consider the sub-clauses in Objective O52 are 

already contained within Policies P116, P117, P118, P119, P120 and P128 and 

through the provisions of Schedule Q. I therefore recommend deleting the sub-

clauses from Objective O52 as follows: 

The efficiency of allocation and use of water is improved and maximised 

through time, including by means of: 

(a) efficient infrastructure, and 

(b) good management practice, including irrigation, domestic municipal and 

industry practices, and  
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(c) maximising reuse, recovery and recycling of water and contaminants, 

and 

(d) enabling water to be transferred between users, and 

(e) enabling water storage outside river beds. 

Reliability and amount of water 

546. WWU (S124/006) submits that increasing water allocation allows for growth 

and requests that Objective O52 is amended to read ‘the efficiency of 

allocation and use of water is improved and maximised the amount is increased 

through time. A further submission by Horticulture NZ (FS71/063) supports 

this approach. 

547. IrrigationNZ (S306/002), Horticulture NZ (S307/029) and Federated Farmers 

(S352/108) submit that Policy O52 should also seek to achieve reliability.  

548. My understanding of Objective O52 is to ensure that where water is used, it is 

allocated and used in an efficient manner. The intent of the objective is not to 

increase the amount of water available for allocation. However, it could be 

argued, that if all users were efficiently using their allocation of water i.e. 

maximising the proportion of water beneficially used in relation to that taken, 

this may free up water to be available for another user.  

549. I do not consider that Objective O52 should include reliability as I consider 

that this is provided for in other objectives such as Objectives O6, O7 and O8. 

550. Also in response to Minute 3, I have included in Appendix H the higher order 

planning instruments and linkages between Objective O52 and other plan 

provisions relevant to this section 42A report. 

Water storage 

551. There were numerous submissions on whether or not to include water storage 

in Objective O52 and whether that storage should be outside, or within river 

beds. Wairarapa Irrigation Trust (S127/014), Federated Farmers (S352/108) 

and WWU (S124/006) submit that water storage within the river bed should be 
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enabled. Further submission by Forest & Bird (FS43/024) opposes this view as 

they consider it inconsistent with the RMA and that water storage should not 

be enabled regardless of environmental impact. Instead, sustainable land use 

practices that do not rely on water storage must be investigated and promoted. 

552. Rangitāne o Wairarapa Inc. (S279/062) considers Objective O52 should not 

enable water storage outside of river beds and requests (e) is deleted. A further 

submission by WWU (FS36/017) opposes this submission point as water 

storage enhances the efficiency of water allocation. Wairarapa Regional 

Irrigation Trust (S127/014) requests the words ‘outside river beds’ are deleted 

from (e) enabling water storage (both within and outside river beds). 

553. My recommendation in paragraph 545 above to delete the sub-clauses of 

Objective O52 means the objective would not refer to any type of water 

storage. I consider this to be appropriate as two policies – Policy P11 and 

Policy P120 provide for the circumstances when water storage is appropriate.  

554. Federated Farmers supports improving efficiency, but not at the expense of 

other values. Consent durations should match investment and the need for 

business certainty to support investments on more efficient use.  

555. Federated Farmers seeks to add water sharing and temporary transfers between 

catchment users, enabling water storage, both inside and outside river beds and 

providing consent durations of at least 25 years to support certainty of 

investment in infrastructure.  

556. WWL (S135/048) submits that Objective O52 is not clear and certain and 

needs to be practicable in the context of urban water supply not just in a 

farming context. Maximising efficiency of allocation and use implies 

increasing efficiency of use continuously whatever the cost and with no 

consideration of gains. It also does not consider the starting point. There is no 

way of establishing that maximum efficiency has been reached. Nga Hapu o 

Ōtaki (S309/011) also submits that maximising through time is not consistent 

with the intent of the objective – efficient use. 



Section 42A Report Water allocation 

PAGE 140 OF 182 NATRP-1620937158-1285 
 

557. My understanding of Objective O52 is that as technology, processes and 

practices improve over time, resources such as water are able to be used more 

efficiently. The objective seeks to ensure that we are always striving for ways 

to allocate and use water efficiently. Objective O52 is consistent with 

Objective B3 of the NPS-FM – to improve and maximise the efficient 

allocation and efficient use of water. I therefore do not recommend removing 

‘maximised’ from Objective O52. 

558. AJ Barton (S327/006) supports Objective O52 in part but would like to see ‘the 

application of most appropriate practice added’. A further submission from 

WWU (S36/009) supports this submission point. 

559. It is unclear from the submission (S327/006) where the suggested words are to 

be inserted in to Objective O52 and I am unsure if they would add any further 

value to the objective.  

560. Forest & Bird (S353/044) submits that the key issues relating to the taking, 

damming and diverting of water is to ensure that the effects of the take of water 

are avoided remedied or mitigated. S353 seeks to delete Objective O52 and 

replace with: 

Taking, using, damming and diverting water is undertaken in such a way that: 

(a) adverse effects are avoided, remedied or mitigated; 

(b) allocation amounts and minimum flows or water levels are complied with. 

561. I consider the relief sought by S353 is provided for by Policy P107 and I do not 

recommend deleting and replacing Objective O52. 

562. Te Atiawa ki Whakarongotai (S398/014) and Fish & Game (S308/038) submit 

that Objective O52 does not test the necessity of a use before testing that it is 

reasonable and efficient. Fish & Game wishes to see numerical criteria for 

technical efficiency and for what is considered reasonable. 

563. I have discussed the necessity of use in Issue 1. In my view, Schedule Q 

provides numerical efficiency criteria for irrigation and puts a process in place 
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for determining what is a reasonable amount of water and whether it is being 

efficiently used. 

Policy P116 

564. Fish & Game (S308/078) submits that Policy P116, together with P111, P112, 

P113, P114, P115 and P118 are inconsistent with the NPS-FM. 

565. I consider Policy P116 does give effect to the NPS-FM as the policy requires 

water that becomes available from resource consents that are surrendered, 

lapsed, cancelled or not replaced, is not reallocated if the core allocation is 

exceeded. In effect, Policy P116 has a ‘sinking lid’ approach reducing the 

amount of water allocated. I do, however, consider the policy needs to be 

amended to refer to the ‘allocation amount’ rather than the ‘core allocation’, so 

that in catchments where the total consented amount of water exceeds the 

allocation amounts, water cannot be reallocated unless the total amount of 

water already allocated is less than the allocation amounts in Tables 7.3-7.5, 

8.2-8.3 and 10.2-10.3. 

Policy P118 

566. Masterton District Council (S367/096), AJ Barton (S327/010), South 

Wairarapa District Council (S366/096) and WWU (S124/017) disagree with 

the timeframe in Policy P118 for requiring existing consent holders to meet the 

efficiency criteria in Schedule Q. Some submitters request the timeframe is 

four years from renewal of the resource consent, while others request 10 years 

from the date the plan is made operative. The district councils wish to see the 

words after Schedule Q (efficient use) deleted. 

567. Horticulture NZ (S307/055) requests (e) is added to Policy P118 taking into 

account the cost of replacing existing systems. S307 states that recognition 

needs to be given to existing systems which would be an unreasonable cost to 

replace. 

568. I acknowledge that there will be a cost to users to upgrade their systems so that 

they meet the efficiency criteria. However, I consider that in order to meet the 

increasing demands for water, both in-stream and out-of-stream users of the 

water must use the resource in an efficient manner to ensure the greatest 
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number of demands for water can be met. For example, if a user has an 

inefficient system that leaks, or water is applied at a rate that exceeds plant 

uptake capacity, then additional water could have been available for another 

use. 

569. I also consider that the four year period from the date the plan becomes 

operative in clause (a) of Policy P118 provides enough time for existing users 

to ensure that their system is operating efficiently in accordance with Schedule 

Q. In addition, it is not until a resource consent needs to be replaced/renewed 

that this part of the policy will apply. I do not consider it necessary to add a 

further clause to Policy P118, or delete the four year timeframe. 

570. WWL (S135/114) seeks clarification as to what ‘maximising’ (in Policy P118 

and Schedule Q) means in relation to designing systems and how that relates to 

operations to maintain a level of efficiency.  

571. Objective B3 of the NPS-FM is to improve and maximise the efficient 

allocation and efficient use of water. I therefore consider Policy P118 is 

consistent with Objective B3. In my view, maximising the efficient use of 

water when designing systems to convey or apply water does not necessarily 

apply to public water supply networks, and is perhaps more relevant to 

irrigation systems. Nevertheless, a public water supply network would want to 

be able to demonstrate they had measures in place to ensure water was being 

delivered efficiently through the network and not being lost through leakage. 

572. Fish & Game (S308/079) submits that Policy P118 and Schedule Q are 

inconsistent with section 14 (3) (b) and the NPS-FM as they do not ensure 

takes and uses of water are first necessary, then reasonable, and where 

necessary and reasonable, that they are efficient. A further submission by 

Horticulture NZ (FS71/113) opposes the submission point by S308. 

573. I have discussed the necessity of use in Issue 1 above and I consider that Policy 

P118 and Schedule Q do give effect to the NPS-FM, particularly Objective B3. 

The purpose of Policy P118 and Schedule Q is to ensure the amount of water 

being taken is appropriate for the intended use, and that water is being used 

efficiently. 
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574. IrrigationNZ (S306/013) submits that actual water use records should not be 

used for consent allocations particularly if limited data are available. A daily 

time step water balance model is the best method to derive consent allocations. 

S306 requests (d) be deleted from Policy P118. 

575. In my opinion, water use records are only one tool available for assessing the 

reasonableness of the amount of water required for a particular use. All the 

factors outlined in Policy P118 will be considered when assessing a resource 

consent application, including Schedule Q which includes water balance 

models. I do not consider it appropriate to delete clause (d) from Policy P118.  

Unused water and Policy P119 

576. The majority of submissions on unused water were in support of the definition. 

However, WWL (S135/030) requests the definition of unused water should 

specifically exclude community drinking water suppliers, or alternatively 

provide a separate definition for a community drinking water supply to the 

effect of requiring justification of unused water by way of a risk management 

framework. 

577. WWL (S135/115) requests Policy P119 be changed to exclude community 

drinking water suppliers. As a community supplier WWL holds consents for 

twice the normal daily supply, but during summer conditions this water is not 

all available and the use of multiple sources complicates the situation. 

578. I agree with the submission from WWL and consider that the definition of 

unused water and Policy P119 should not apply to community (or group) 

drinking water supplies, for the reasons outlined in the WWL submission. The 

definition for unused water refers to a person and property, but it is not 

explicitly clear that it excludes community (or group) drinking water supplies. I 

recommend amending the definition of unused water as follows: 

Unused water Where more than 25% of the maximum daily amount of 

water allocated to a person for use on a property they own or 

have an interest in, but not including water that is transferred 

for use at another location by means of a transfer permit, is 

demonstrated to not be used over a period of two consecutive 
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years. Unused water does not apply to water allocated to a 

community or group drinking water supply. 

579. I also recommend amending Policy P119 as follows: 

Policy P119: Unused water  

Unused water allocated to an existing resource consent (excluding 
existing resource consents for community or group drinking water 
supplies) may be re-allocated to the same user when the existing resource 
consent is replaced, or the abstraction rate is changed, only if the consent 
holder can demonstrate how the unused water will be used within four 
years, including by means of: 

(a) a capital expenditure programme linked to the purpose water is used 
for, and 

(b) satisfying the reasonable and efficient use criteria identified in 
Schedule Q (efficient use).  

580. Hamish Trolove (S31/022) submits that Policy P119 should be amended so that 

unused water allocations are reallocated to the natural environment. I consider 

in catchments that are fully allocated, that this will be the case under Policy 

P116. 

Schedule Q 

581. WWU (124/031) considers Schedule Q to be unreasonable and that Wairarapa 

conditions vary to the rest of the country. Irrigators with lower efficiency may 

be more suitable for specific crops and farming situations. They request the 

model accuracy be removed and add ‘where practical’ after the 80% irrigation 

application efficiency. 

582. New Zealand Defence Force (S81/040) submits that the model required to 

demonstrate reasonable and efficient use for irrigation (Schedule Q) appears to 

be onerous and difficult to demonstrate and requests the model be amended to 

increase its usability. 

583. Federated Famers (S352/292) submits that reasonable and efficient use is a 

broader concept than a model number. It should also take account of efficiency 

of use of existing investment and, potential unanticipated consequences such as 

clearing trees. 
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584. In my opinion Schedule Q is an essential tool to ensure that the provisions of 

the proposed Plan are implemented and the NPS-FM is given effect to. In 

particular for irrigation, it is a tool to establish the reasonable amount of water 

required. 

585. Current practice at Council for irrigation is to use a model such as the one used 

to develop the Irrigation Reasonable Use Database. The database allows a user 

to enter a specific location, crop type and area to be irrigated. The database 

then uses local daily climate data, along with soil information specific to the 

location, crop and irrigation system data, to calculate a daily soil water balance 

and the irrigation requirements. Schedule Q does not specify that this particular 

model must be used, rather it specify the parameters that the model needs to 

include and the accuracy of the model. 

586. I do not agree with the relief sought by S124 and S81. I consider that there are 

models freely available (such as the Irrigation Reasonable Use Database) that 

use local parameters to calculate the amount of water required for irrigation. 

587. I also consider it is appropriate to use an application efficiency of 80%, even if 

the actual system being used has a lower application efficiency, because this 

will drive inefficient systems towards a higher efficiency. I acknowledge that 

there is likely to be a cost (in some cases significant) involved in improving a 

systems efficiency, however, I consider there are growing pressures on the uses 

of water and therefore, all water taken should be used in an efficient manner. 

Additionally, Policy B2 of the NPS-FM requires regional councils to provide 

for the efficient allocation of fresh water and Policy B4 requires regional 

councils to identify methods to encourage the efficient use of water. 

588. Masterton District Council (S367/008) and South Wairarapa District Council 

(S366/008) request Schedule Q (Group or community water supplies) and 

related policies and regulation be deleted from the plan, and replaced with a 

target allocation for urban water takes of 500L per person per day, plus 

commercial and industrial use allocation.  

589. WWL (S135/209, S135/227) submits that Schedule Q should provide for a risk 

management strategy that may incorporate the management of multiple sources 
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and redundancy to ensure a high degree of reliability and resilience is provided 

to the community. S135 also requests Schedule Q (Group or community water 

supplies) (a) be less prescriptive by removing reference to specific sectors.  

590. It is important for group and community water supplies to have a high degree 

of reliability and resilience in order to support the communities they supply. It 

is also important to ensure the amount of water taken and used is reasonable in 

order to also be able to provide for other uses of water, such as in-stream 

values. 

591. When assessing an application for a group or community drinking water 

supply, with regard to efficiency, I consider there are two areas that need to be 

considered. The first is what criteria should be used to make an assessment as 

to whether the amount of water is reasonable for the intended use of the 

community. The second is, how will the amount of water be managed or 

restricted during times of low flow. 

592. Schedule Q requires group or community drinking water supplies to submit a 

water management plan when applying for resource consent. In summary, the 

water management plan needs to address: 

 The reasonable demand for water (broken down by sector) 

 The amount of water required for the health needs of people and how the 

supplier will manage water used by all sectors when restrictions are in 

place 

 The effectiveness and efficiency of the distribution network. 

593. I consider the information requested in Schedule Q for group or community 

drinking water supplies to be appropriate, as the resource consent process 

needs to establish the reasonable amount of water required.  

594. It is also important to establish the amounts of water required by different 

sectors so that a robust demand management programme can be put in place 

during times of low flow or drought to ensure essential water uses are provided 

for. Policies P111 and P115 and Rules R.R1, WH.R1 and K.R1 all allow for 
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water to be taken below minimum flow for the health needs of people. 

Schedule Q will require applicants to show how they are going to meet those 

policies and rules. 

595. Fish & Game (S308/080, 308/081, S308/150) considers Schedule Q is 

inconsistent with section 14(3)(b) of the RMA and the NPS-FM and does not 

ensure that takes and use of water are first necessary, second reasonable, and 

where they are both necessary and reasonable, they are used efficiently. 

596. I consider that Schedule Q requires a resource consent applicant to establish 

that the amount of water they are applying for is reasonable for the purpose 

intended. For irrigation takes, efficiency is already built in to the calculation of 

what is reasonable in Schedule Q. 

597. Masterton District Council (S367/008) and South Wairarapa District Council 

(S366/008) wish to see Schedule Q (Water races) deleted as it would be 

premature to undertake such a significant piece of work prior to Method 13 

being implemented. Federated Famers (S352/292) considers that water races 

should also sit more sensibly with Method M13. 

598. I agree with S366, S367 and S352 that Method 13 will provide relevant 

information about water races. However, I consider that when the resource 

consents to take water to supply the water races are applied for (the first 

consent to expire is in 2018, for the Opaki water race), the information required 

by Schedule Q will be relevant to the assessment of that application. 

599. Federated Farmers (S352/292) submits that other uses are generally minor 

takes and should not need independent audit.  

600. In my view, there are some ‘other uses’ that take substantial amounts of water. 

Schedule Q provides two options for establishing a reasonable amount of water 

for the intended use, including good management practices or through an audit. 

I do not consider it necessary to amend Schedule Q for other uses. 

Summary of recommendation 

601. Recommended amendments to the following provisions can be found in 

Appendix B: 
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Section Provision 

Interpretation Unused water – amend to exclude community and group 
drinking water supplies 

Objectives Objective O52 - amend 

Policies Policy P116 – refer to allocation amount 

 Policy P119 – amend to exclude community and group 
drinking water supplies 

Schedules Schedule R – add reference to rootstock protection 

 

Issue 3.3 Transfer of permits 

Background 

602. Section 136 of the RMA provides for the transfer of water permits. Other than 

water permits for damming and diverting, section 136(2)(a) states that a holder 

of a permit may transfer the whole or part of the holder’s interest in the permit 

to any owner or occupier of the site in respect of which the permit is granted. 

603. Under section 136(2)(b) of the RMA the holder of a water permit (other than 

for damming and diverting) may transfer whole or part of the water permit to 

another person on another site, or to another site where both sites are in the 

same catchment, if the transfer is expressly allowed by a regional plan, or the 

transfer has been approved by the consent authority.  

604. When transferring a water permit for damming or diverting water, a permit 

holder may under section 136(1) of the RMA, transfer the whole of the 

holder’s interest in the permit to any owner or occupier of the site. The permit 

holder may not transfer the permit to any other person or from site to site. 

605. Policy B3 of the NPS-FM requires regional councils’ plans to state criteria by 

which applications for approval of transfers of water take permits are to be 

decided, including to improve and maximise the efficient allocation of water. 

606. Objective 14 of the RPS states that fresh water available for use and 

development is allocated and used efficiently.  
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607. Policy 20 of the RPS requires regional plans to include policies, rules or 

methods that promote the efficient allocation and use of water, and promote 

water harvesting. 

608. Objective O52 of the proposed Plan seeks to improve and maximise the 

efficiency of allocation and use of water by a number of means specified in the 

objective18. Enabling water to be transferred between users is specified as one 

of the means of improving and maximising the efficient allocation and use of 

water. 

609. Policy P128 of the proposed Plan enables the transfer of the whole or part of 

the amount allocated by a resource consent to take and use water provided 

certain clauses are met. Those clauses include: 

 the adverse effects of the take and use are the same or less, 

 the transfer occurs within the same catchment unit, 

 the same or a lesser amount of water is being taken, 

 measuring and reporting the use of transferred water is no less than in the 

parent resource consent, 

 the transferee’s water take and use is reasonable and efficient for the 

intended use, including meeting the reasonable and efficient use criteria 

identified in Schedule Q. 

610. The proposed Plan contains three rules relating to the transfer of water permits; 

Rule R143: Temporary water permit transfers, Rule R144: Transferring water 

permits, and Rule R145: Transferring water permits. 

611. Rule R143 provides for water permits (for the take and use of water) to be 

transferred to another location for a period of no more than one year as a 

controlled activity, provided certain conditions are met. 

                                                 
 
18 Recommended to be deleted, as part of the objective is reflected in relevant policies 
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612. Rule R144 provides for water permits (for the take and use of water) to be 

transferred to another location where the transfer does not meet the conditions 

of Rule R143 or the period of transfer is for more than one year as a restricted 

discretionary activity, provided certain conditions are met. 

613. Rule R145 is a discretionary activity for the transfer of water permits (for the 

take and use of water) that do not meet the conditions of Rule R145. 

Submissions and assessment 

Policy 128: Transfer of resource consents 

614. Forest & Bird (S353/124) submits that in Policy P128, with regard to over-

allocated catchments, a maximum of 50% of the water transferred should be 

allowed in order to reduce the amount allocated. Further submissions by 

DairyNZ and Fonterra (FS84/041) consider a 50% surrender rate is unjustified 

and arbitrary and could be counterproductive to efficient reallocation. 

615. Issue 2.4 of this report describes the allocation framework in the proposed 

Plan. In the Wellington Region there are a number of fully allocated 

catchments where the total amount of water allocated by resource consents 

exceeds the allocation amounts specified in the tables in the whaitua chapters. 

However, this situation is provided for by Policies R.P2, WH.P2 and K.P2 and 

Rules R.R1, WH.R1 and K.R1. 

616. I consider it would be inconsistent with the approach of the proposed Plan for 

Policy P128 to refer to over allocated catchments and restrict the amount of 

water able to be transferred within them. 

617. Federated Farmers (S352/183) submits that the conditions of Policy P128 

create bureaucratic hurdles against the intent to facilitate water sharing and 

temporary transfers across catchment users. Permanent transfers would suggest 

that the water is not needed and should be relinquished under the reasonable 

and efficient use test. S352 requests clause (a) of Policy P128 be deleted and 

everything in clause (e) after intended use. 

618. Policy P128 is implemented by Rules R143, R144 and R145. Rule R143 is a 

controlled activity, Rule R144 a restricted discretionary activity and Rule R145 
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a discretionary activity. The provisos in Policy P128 are reflected in Rule 143 

and R144 as conditions, matters of control or matters for discretion. Further, 

Policy P128 provides direction for assessing a transfer application under Rule 

R145. 

619. I do not consider the matters outlined in Policy P128 to be hurdles, rather they 

ensure that the transfer of water will not result in: adverse effects increasing, 

water being transferred to different catchments, allocation increasing, a decline 

in reporting requirements, or water not being used in an efficient manner. 

620. I do not recommend any amendments to Policy P128. 

Rules R143, R144 and R145: Transferring water permits 

621. WWU (S124/022, S124/035), Kaiwaiwai Dairies Limited (S119/042), 

IrrigationNZ (S306/016), Federated Farmers (S352/236) and Neville Fisher 

(S12/044) all consider Rule R143 should be a permitted activity rather than 

controlled. Further submission by Beef and Lamb (FS53/055) supports a 

permitted activity.  

622. The Section 32 report: Water quantity, considered using a permitted activity 

rule for transfers but concluded: 

 accounting for transfers in order to meet NPS-FM requirements (Objective 

CC1, and Policies CC1 and CC2) through a permitted activity rule is not 

realistic or feasible, and 

 Measuring and reporting according to the Resource Management 

(Measuring and Reporting of Water Takes) Regulations 2010 is unrealistic 

through a permitted activity rule, and 

 Conditions cannot realistically be placed on a permitted activity rule that 

could control efficient use for all of the different uses of water that could 

arise for water transferred to different locations. 

623. I agree with the reasons outlined in the section 32 assessment, and recommend 

keeping Rule R143 as a controlled activity. 
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624. Fish & Game (S308/134, 308/135) supported by Rangitāne o Wairarapa Inc. 

(FS74/144, 74/145) submits that Rule R143 and Rule R144 need to include a 

condition that the take and use will not cause or contribute to the freshwater 

objectives in section 3 tables to be exceeded or further exceeded.  

625. Condition (a) of Rule R143 and Rule R144 require the transfer to be within the 

same catchment management sub-unit for takes in the Ruamāhanga Whaitua, 

or within the same catchment management unit for takes within any other 

whaitua. An assessment of effects of taking water at a particular location would 

have been undertaken when the original consent was granted. By only allowing 

the transfer to take place within a catchment unit (or sub-unit), I consider the 

effects of the transfer unlikely to be different to those that were assessed at the 

time of the original application. I therefore do not consider it necessary for 

Rule R143 and Rule R144 to include a condition that refers to the tables in 

section 3 of the proposed Plan. 

Summary of recommendation 

626. I do not recommend any changes for Policy P128, Rule R143, Rule R144 or 

Rule 145. 

Issue 3.4 Lapse of consents 

Background  

627. Section 125 (1) of the RMA specifies that a resource consent lapses on the date 

specified in the consent or if no date is specified, five years after the 

commencement of the consent, unless the consent is for aquiculture and then 

different provisions apply. 

628. Section 125 (1A) of the RMA specifies that the consent does not lapse if: 

 the consent has been given effect to; or 

 an application is made to the consent authority to extend the period after 

which the consent lapses, and the consent authority decides to grant an 

extension after taking into account— 

(i) whether substantial progress or effort has been, and continues to be, 

made towards giving effect to the consent; and 
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(ii) whether the applicant has obtained approval from persons who may be 

adversely affected by the granting of an extension; and 

(iii) the effect of the extension on the policies and objectives of any plan or 

proposed plan. 

629. Policy P109: Lapse dates affecting water takes, provides guidance that for 

resource consents to take and use water, the lapse period specified in the 

consent should be three years from commencement of consent. Policy P109 

also provides for a longer lapse period where the scale or complexity of the 

activity justifies setting a longer lapse date. 

630. Policy P109 gives effect to Objective O52 in that if a resource consent holder is 

not giving effect to their consent by the installation of infrastructure, water 

meter or flow measuring device, or the use of water in accordance with the 

purpose of the resource consent, that water could be available to be efficiently 

allocated and used by another user. 

631. There were 55 submissions received on this issue, the majority of which were 

in support of Policy P109. 

Submissions and assessment 

632. A Carterton District Council (S301/055) question why Policy P109 reduces the 

normal lapse period provided for by the RMA and imposes additional consent 

complexity by requiring applicants to make a case for a five year lapse period. 

S301 requests the three year lapse limit is removed. A further submission by 

Rangitāne o Wairarapa Inc. (FS74/284) opposes the submission by Carterton 

District Council. 

633. In my view section 125 of the RMA does not specify a ‘normal’ lapse period. 

Instead it sets a default period should a resource consent not specify a lapse 

date. An applicant may, if they choose, apply for a lapse date of greater than 

three or even five years. Council would need to assess the application on its 

merits and whether it was justified due to the scale or complexity of the 

activity. For example, if storage lakes similar to the Stuart Macaskill Lakes in 

Upper Hutt were to be constructed elsewhere in the region, I imagine they 
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would take a considerable number of years to design and construct. However, 

the consent to take water to fill the lakes would want to be obtained prior to the 

construction of the lakes beginning. Therefore, the applicant would seek a 

longer lapse period on the water take consent. In my opinion, Policy P109 

provides for this type of scenario. 

634. I recommend there is no change to Policy P109. 

635. WWL (S135/107) seeks clarification if a growth forecast change would meet 

the scale or complexity criteria in the context of building new bulk water 

supply capacity in relation to Policy P109. 

636. I consider the clarification requested by S135 is an issue that would be assessed 

when applying for a resource consent or for an application to extend a resource 

consent’s lapse date. Given that the proposed Plan has a number of objectives 

and policies around providing water for the health needs of people, I would 

suggest that, provided robust population growth data is supplied, a lapse date of 

greater than three years could be considered under Policy P109.  

Summary of recommendation 

637. I do not recommend any changes to Policy P109. 

Issue 4. Aquifers, bores and dewatering 

Background 

638. There were approximately 85 submission points and two further submission 

points received on aquifers, bores and dewatering. I have grouped these 

concerns into the following sub-topics: 

 Issue 4.1 Aquifer integrity 

 Issue 4.2 Well pointing and dewatering 
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Issue 4.1 Aquifer integrity 

Background 

639. The groundwater resources of the Wellington Region form an integral 

component of the overall hydrological cycle and have a significant role in 

sustaining freshwater ecosystems in riverine and wetland habitats. 19 

Groundwater is also used for a variety of purposes including domestic, 

municipal, industrial and irrigation supplies and it is therefore important to 

protect the resource. 

640. Groundwater is often, but not always, abstracted from an aquifer. The proposed 

Plan defines aquifer as: 

A geological formation through which water moves under natural conditions 

and is capable of yielding water at a sufficient rate to be a practical source of 

water.  

641. The RMA defines water as: 

(a) means water in all its physical forms whether flowing or not and whether 

over or under the ground: 

(b) includes fresh water, coastal water, and geothermal water: 

(c) does not include water in any form while in any pipe, tank, or cistern 

642. Section 30(1)(c) of the RMA gives regional councils the function of controlling 

the use of land for the purpose: 

…… 

(ii) of the maintenance and enhancement of the quality of water in water bodies 

and coastal water 

(iii) the maintenance of the quantity of water in water bodies and coastal 

water. 

                                                 
 
19 Conjunctive water management recommendations for the Hutt Valley (Gyopari, 2015) 
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Therefore, Council has the ability to set land use rules addressing section 9(2) 

of the RMA, such as Rules R146 to R148 for the construction or alteration of 

bores, as bores are the main method by which groundwater (and aquifers) is 

accessed. Poorly constructed bores pose a risk to groundwater resources, and 

poor bore construction and decommissioning practices have the potential to 

cause contamination and pressure loss in aquifers. 

Bores can also be constructed in the coastal marine area (CMA) and in this 

case the rules are set by Council addressing section 12(1) of the RMA. 

643. The use of land outside the CMA is controlled by section 9 of the RMA. This 

section is generally ‘enabling’ in that it generally permits the use of land unless 

that use is restricted by a national environmental standard (NES), or a rule in a 

regional or district plan. If a land use is restricted by an NES or a regional rule, 

resource consent may be sought unless the use is prohibited. This means that if 

Council wishes to control any use of land in order to maintain and enhance 

water quality, it must do so by restricting this use through provisions in the 

regional plan. Restrictions on constructing bores to maintain or enhance water 

quality can be implemented through regional rules. 

644. Section 12 restricts the use of the CMA. Section 12 is generally ‘restrictive’ in 

respect of constructing bores in the CMA as any disturbance or depositing on 

the foreshore or seabed that is likely to have an adverse effect must be 

authorised by an NES or a regional rule, or by resource consent.  

645. Section 14 of the RMA controls the taking, use, damming and diversion of 

water. Some activities are ‘restricted’ by section 14 and some are ‘enabled’. Of 

relevance to this issue, the taking of water for dewatering and pumping tests is 

restricted by section 14 unless there is a rule in an NES or regional plan 

allowing it. 

646. Objectives O3, O8, and O25 require the adverse effects of activities to be 

managed. Policies P121, P123, P125, P126, P127, P130 and P131 set out some 

of the measures that will achieve these objectives by managing adverse effects 

with respect to groundwater and aquifers. 
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647. The proposed Plan defines a bore as:  

A structure or hole in the ground constructed for the purpose of: 

(a) investigating or monitoring the conditions below the ground surface, or 

(b) abstracting liquid substances from the ground, or 

(c) discharging liquid substances into the ground. 

648. The proposed Plan defines a geotechnical investigation bore as 

Any bore constructed to provide information about soil, sediment or rock. 

649. Rule R146: Geotechnical investigation bore, is a permitted activity rule that 

provides for geotechnical investigation bores to be drilled, constructed or 

altered without resource consent, provided certain conditions are met. Where 

the conditions of the permitted activity cannot be met, resource consent is 

required under Rule R147: Drilling, construction or alteration of any bore – 

controlled activity. 

650. Rule R147: Drilling, construction or alteration of any bore, is a controlled 

activity rule that provides for the drilling, construction or alteration of any bore 

provided certain conditions are met. Where conditions of the controlled activity 

cannot be met, resource consent is required under Rule R148: Drilling, 

construction or alteration of any bore – discretionary activity. 

651. Rule R148: Drilling, construction or alteration of any bore, is a discretionary 

activity for bores that are not permitted by Rule R146 or controlled by Rule 

R147. 

Submissions and assessment 

Definition of aquifer 

652. WWL (S135/004) requests the definition of aquifer be rewritten to better 

define what an aquifer is, not what it can be used for. S135 also requests a new 

definition for ‘aquiclude’ in reference to Rules R146 and R147. 
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653. I do not consider it is necessary to include a definition for aquiclude in the 

interpretation section of the plan as WWL’s concerns with regard to the 

confining layer in the Hutt Valley would be more appropriately addressed 

through amending Rules R146 and R147. I discuss this further below. 

654. I agree with S135 and consider the definition of aquifer could be amended by 

removing the reference to ‘and is capable of yielding water at a sufficient rate 

to be a practical source of water’. However, by removing the second part of the 

definition, I do not consider what remains is sufficiently robust in terms of 

defining an aquifer. I suggest the following could be a more appropriate 

definition, which does not refer to what an aquifer is used for. 

Aquifer - a permeable layer of rock, sand, or earth that contains water or 

allows water to pass through it 

655. The term aquifer is used in the following provisions and by amending the 

definition of aquifer; I do not consider it will change the interpretation of any 

of the provisions. 

 Pumping test definition 

 Objective 25:Table 3.6 

 Policy P121: Preventing salt water intrusion 

 Policy P125: Taking of groundwater 

 Policy P136: Hutt Valley aquifer 

 Rule R143: Temporary water permit transfers – controlled activity 

 Rule R144: Transfer of water permits – restricted discretionary activity 

 Rule R.R1: Take and use of water in the Ruamāhanga Whaitua – restricted 

discretionary activity 

 Rule R.WH1: Take and use of water in the Wellington Harbour and Hutt 

Valley Whaitua – restricted discretionary activity 
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 Rule R.K1: Take and use of water in the Kāpiti Coast Whaitua – restricted 

discretionary activity 

 Schedule P: Classifying and managing groundwater and surface water 

connectivity 

 Schedule T: Pumping test 

Definition of bore 

656. The interpretation of bore received several submissions. Powerco (S29/062) 

and The Oil Companies (S55/071) request the definition of bore include a 

reference to well pointing. I discuss these submission points below in Issue 4.2. 

657. WWL (S135/007) accepts the definition of bore but requests new provisions to 

control piles and other structures that penetrate into or through an aquiclude. In 

an additional submission point WWL (S135/180) requests that Rule R148 and 

the definition of bore are amended to require consent for any work that has the 

potential to disturb the Waiwhetu aquiclude, which considers potential damage 

to the aquiclude resulting in aquifer leakage and/or contamination.  

658. My understanding that is in the Hutt Valley there is a confining layer of 

material which overlies the productive aquifers in the Hutt Valley. The 

confining layer is often referred to as an aquiclude or an aquitard. The aquifers 

are used by WWL for municipal supply (as well as other smaller users). The 

integrity of the aquifers, both in terms of quality and quantity, is to a certain 

extent protected by the confining layer. WWL and Council both consider it 

important to protect the confining layer. Two pre-hearing meetings were held 

with WWL and CentrePort Properties Limited regarding the drilling of bores 

and other activities that could affect the integrity of the Hutt aquifer system. 

The minutes of the pre-hearing meetings are attached in Appendix F.  

659. As a result of the pre-hearing meetings it was agreed in principle to: 

 Amend the permitted activity Rule 146 to include a depth condition (5m) 

in the Hutt Valley aquifer zone that will ensure any bores that have the 
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potential to penetrate the confining layer will require resource consent, 

where the effects can be appropriately assessed, and  

 Introduce a new rule, which only applies in the Hutt Valley aquifer zone 

(on land only), which would require resource consent for piling or 

excavation activities that exceed a depth of 5m. 

660. Based on the outcomes of the pre-hearing meetings and Dr Mzila’s technical 

evidence, I recommend amending Rule R146 to include a 5m depth condition. I 

also recommend introducing a new rule to control activities deeper than 5m in 

the Hutt Valley as follows: 

Rule R146A: Construction and excavation activities 5m below ground 
level in the Hutt groundwater system – discretionary activity 

The use of land within the Hutt Valley aquifer system shown on Figure XX for 
the construction or removal of building foundations and earth retention 
structures or excavation (permanent or temporary) where the depth below the 
natural ground level exceeds 5m including any associated: 

(a) Diversion of water 

(b) Dewatering 

(c) Discharge of water and contaminants 

is a discretionary activity.  

661. I have spoken to building consent officers at Hutt City Council who suggested 

it was unlikely that piles for residential dwellings would exceed the 5m depth. 

However, larger buildings and complexes may well exceed the 5m depth to 

ensure their foundations provide the necessary stability, particularly in an 

earthquake scenario. In these situations discretionary resource consent would 

be required. I have based my recommendation of 5m on Dr Mzila’s technical 

evidence. 

662. The current Freshwater Plan definition of bore is broader than the definition in 

the proposed Plan. Resource consent under the Freshwater Plan for piling in 

the Hutt Valley to a depth greater than 5m is likely to be required under the 

Freshwater Plan as the ‘holes’ required to construct the piles would intercept 

groundwater, therefore meeting the definition of bore in the Freshwater Plan. 
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The new proposed rule will therefore not introduce any new consenting 

requirements, rather be a continuation of the Freshwater Plan provisions. 

663. I do not recommend any changes to the definition of bore, but recommend the 

addition of a new rule for structures deeper than 5m in the Hutt Valley aquifer 

zone and a 5m depth limit for permitted activities under Rule 146 where they 

occur in Hutt Valley aquifer zone. 

Rule R146: Geotechnical investigation bores and Rule R147: Drilling , 
construction or alteration of any bore 

664. Roading, Parks and Gardens and Solid Waste departments of HCC and UHCC 

(S85/073), Kevin Tearney (S154/001) and NZTA (S146/190) consider it is 

appropriate groundwater monitoring bores are considered as permitted 

activities, the same as geotechnical investigation bores. NZ Transport Agency 

(S146/020) requests a new definition for groundwater monitoring bores.  

665. I agree with the submitters that groundwater monitoring bores could be 

included as a permitted activity in addition to geotechnical bores. The 

definition of geotechnical bore is very narrow and would not include for 

example 

 taking water or soil samples from a geotechnical investigation bore to 

assess water quality or the presence of hazardous substances, or  

 monitoring surrounding groundwater levels for a significant dewatering 

process. 

666. As discussed above, the concern with bores is their potential to provide a 

pathway for contaminants to affect groundwater. However, if bores are 

constructed, maintained and decommissioned in accordance with the New 

Zealand drilling standards the effects of the activity are likely to be no more 

than minor. 

667. I consider that only the construction of bores for the purpose of investigating or 

monitoring the conditions below the ground (part (a) of the definition of bore) 

should be permitted activities, rather than a blanket permitted activity for all 

bores. My reason for this is that there are other factors that need to be 
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considered for bores that are for the purpose of abstracting a liquid substance 

from the ground, or discharging a liquid substance to the ground, such as the 

proximity to other bores and depth of the bore. 

668. I therefore propose to amend Rule R146 to refer to part (a) of the definition of 

bore and delete the definition of geotechnical investigation bore. This 

amendment will also make Rule R146 consistent with Rule R54: Site 

investigation – permitted activity, in permitting the bores to be constructed to 

investigate the concentration of hazardous substances present in the soil. 

669. If Rule R146 is amended to refer to investigation and monitoring bores, I 

consider the rule will need to exclude bores associated with hydrocarbon 

exploration or production from the permitted activity to be consistent with Rule 

R147. In my view, as with bores for the purpose of extracting a liquid 

substance from the ground, there are a range of other factors Council would 

want to consider for hydrocarbon exploration or production bores. 

670. NZ Transport Agency (S146/189) questions the relevance of the reference to 

Map 26 in Rule R146 as it refers to surface water bodies rather than 

groundwater. NZ Transport Agency also suggests that the depths of 

groundwater sources in relation to Maps 27a, 27b and 27c are well understood 

and therefore geotechnical investigation bores could be permitted within 

community drinking water supply protection areas to specified depths. WWL 

(S135/179) request that Map 27b be amended to include the entire Hutt Valley 

from Taita to the Petone foreshore in order to protect the Waiwhetu aquifer. 

671.  I agree with S146 that a depth within the drinking water supply areas could 

also be permitted. Again, based on Dr Mzila’s evidence, I suggest this depth 

should be 5m. I also agree with NZ Transport Agency that Map 26 is not 

relevant to Rule R146 and should be removed from condition (a) of the rule. 

672. I agree with S135 that Map 27b does not cover enough of the Hutt Valley to 

protect the Hutt Valley groundwater resource. However, Map 27b is referred to 

by other rules in the proposed Plan (e.g. Rule R46: Dye or salt tracer) and I 

therefore do not consider it appropriate to amend Map 27b. Instead, I 
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recommend a new map be introduced to the proposed Plan that delineates the 

area of the Hutt Valley aquifer that should be included in Rule R146. 

673. CentrePort Properties Limited (S141/037, 141/038, 141/039) submits that there 

is no reference to the General Conditions in Section 5.7.2 of the proposed Plan 

which state that there shall be no disturbance below 0.5m within the Hutt 

Valley aquifer zone (defined in Map 30) in Rules R146, R147 and R148. S141 

requests that the Lambton Harbour Area (Northern Zone) should be removed 

from the Hutt Valley aquifer zone (Map 30- Hutt Valley aquifer zone in 

Wellington Harbour (Port Nicholson)) as this will have implications on any 

developments because the bore depth will be restricted. S141 is concerned that 

there is insufficient justification for the restriction generally and that the 

delineation of the extent of the aquifer zone is arbitrary. A further submission 

by WWL (FS25/047) considers that the aquifer could be in this area and a 

precautionary approach should be taken until the aquifer extent is clarified. 

WWL (S135/179) requests that Map 30 be included in Rule R146 (a).  

674. While submissions on Map 30 will be covered in the coastal topic (Hearing 

Stream 6), Map 30 is relevant in the context of the bore rules R146 and R147 

as submitters have asked for these rules to reference the map. Rules R146 to 

R148 apply on land and in the CMA. 

675. The extent of the Hutt Valley aquifer zone is relatively well established on land 

and recent investigations have shown the potential of the aquifer to extend 

under the Wellington Harbour. I therefore consider it appropriate, taking a 

precautionary approach, the same controls and depth limitations suggested in 

paragraph 671 above should also apply to the aquifer in the CMA delineated by 

Map 30. However, investigations undertaken by CentrePort Properties Limited 

have shown that Hutt Valley aquifer like materials are not in the vicinity of 

Aotea Quay Wharf and Interislander Wharf and so could be excluded from 

Map 30.  

676. Two pre-hearing meetings were held with WWL and CentrePort Properties 

Limited. Agreement was reached that Rule R146 should not permit 

geotechnical bores (or investigation and monitoring bores if the above 
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recommend changes are adopted) deeper than 5m below the sea bed in the area 

delineated by Map 30. The parties also agreed that this 5m restriction does not 

need to apply to the Commercial Port Area shown in Map 32 as long there was 

sufficient evidence available to show the Hutt Valley aquifer zone is not 

present in this location. 

677. For clarity and plan user friendliness, I recommend including a new map that 

shows the Hutt Valley aquifer zone excluding the Commercial Port Area so 

that it can be referred to in Rule R146. This map could be combined with the 

new map recommended in paragraph 672 above. 

678. I also consider it appropriate to add a new condition to Rule R146 for 

investigation and monitoring bores occurring in the CMA. I recommend the 

condition refer to compliance with Section 5.7.2 Coastal management general 

conditions of the proposed Plan, except for conditions (b) and (c). In my view 

there are a number of other environmental effects when drilling or constructing 

an investigation or monitoring bore in the CMA, that do not occur on land. It is 

therefore necessary to ensure these effects are managed to ensure they are no 

more than minor. In my view, it is also necessary to refer to coastal 

management general conditions as a matter of control for Rule R147 for those 

situations where a bore is being constructed in the CMA. However, it is not 

necessary for Rule R148 as this is a full discretionary rule. 

679. Rule R146 includes the associated discharge of water or contaminants for the 

drilling of the bore, however, there are no conditions on the rule to ensure the 

effects of the discharge are managed. To be consistent with other rules in 

section 5.6, I recommend an additional condition be added to Rule R146 so 

that the discharge must comply with the conditions of Rule R42, a permitted 

activity that deals with minor discharges. 

680. NZ Transport Agency (S146/189, S146/190, S146/191), and First Gas Ltd 

(S145/070, S145/071, S145/072) request the ‘use of land’ be deleted from the 

description of Rules R146, R147 and R148. 
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681. I consider it is necessary to refer to the use of land in Rules R146, R147 and 

R148 as they are primarily land use based activities. The scope for regional 

councils to control land use is discussed above in section 4.1.1. 

682. The Oil Companies (S55/060) and Powerco (S29/051) request the note on Rule 

R146 is deleted because not all bores will or should be in accordance with Rule 

R54 – for example a test pit to ascertain the groundwater depth before 

removing a storage tank. 

683. I consider that the note on Rule R146 referring to Rule R54 is necessary as it 

highlights to plan users that there is another rule that may be applicable if the 

bores are in relation to a contaminated land investigation. I therefore 

recommend that the note is not deleted. 

684. NZ Transport Agency (S146/009) and First Gas (S145/005) requested, for 

clarity, a note be included in the definition of bore to clarify that there is a 

separate definition for geotechnical investigation bore. 

685. Given all of the discussion above, I do not consider it necessary to note that 

there is a separate definition for bore and geotechnical investigation bore, 

especially if my recommendation to delete the definition of geotechnical 

investigation bore is accepted. However, if the definition of geotechnical 

investigation bore is to remain, I still do not consider a note necessary as 

geotechnical investigation bores are only referred to in Rules R146 and Rule 

R147 and it is clear they have a separate definition to ‘bore’. 

Policy P121 

686. The purpose of Policy P121: Preventing salt water intrusion, is to prevent salt 

water intrusion into aquifers. Where fresh water aquifers interface with the 

coast there is a risk that any significant groundwater abstraction will alter the 

freshwater-saltwater interface 20 . Policy P121 sets management levels for 

aquifers on the Kāpiti Coast and the Hutt Valley to ensure that the saline 

                                                 
 
20 Kāpiti Coast groundwater resource investigation (Mzila et al. 2015) 
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interface does not migrate landward and compromise the water quality in the 

fresh water bores. 

687. WWL (S135/117) submits that it would be more appropriate to specify a datum 

in Policy P121 rather than just sea level. S135 suggests the datum could be 

Wellington vertical datum 1953. Based on the technical evidence from Dr 

Mzila, I consider it is appropriate to change the reference in Policy P121 to 

Wellington vertical datum 1953, rather than sea level.  

688. Wellington Recreational Marine Fishers Association (S32/001) submits that the 

effects of climate change are not correctly described in the proposed Plan and 

we now have deeper low pressure systems that cause sea levels to rise. The 

rising sea levels increase the head of water acting on the submarine freshwater 

springs in Wellington Harbour causing a greater quantity of sea water to enter 

the aquifer base shingles. The description in Schedule P ‘salt water intrusion 

shall be prevented in to the aquifers’ is an inadequate description as from that 

there can be no management tool introduced to manage the effects of climate 

change. It will require a far better policy than Policy P121 and a management 

plan that displays a wider knowledge than what has been presented. 

689. The submission by Hamish Trolove (S31/005) on Policy P121 requests the 

policy is amended to build in flexibility and clauses to reduce allocation to 

agriculture as climate change effects increase the need for resilience in the 

natural water systems. Wellington Recreational Marine Fishers Association 

(S32/002) suggests that due to climate change, deeper low pressure systems 

will cause an increase in salt water inclusion into the base of the Hutt 

groundwater aquifer. S32 further suggests there is not enough detail as air 

pressure is already impacting on groundwater supplies in other parts of the 

country.  

690. I consider Policy P121 is designed to protect aquifers from saline intrusion. 

Evidence from Dr Mzila indicates that the trigger levels in Policy P121 to 

cease take are conservative and will safeguard the aquifers from saline 

intrusion. I note that the trigger level has been raised from 1.4m in the 

Freshwater Plan to 2m in the proposed Plan. In regard to flexibility for climate 
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change, I suggest that the trigger levels are already conservative and are likely 

to provide protection from saline intrusion over the lifetime of the proposed 

Plan. The appropriate time to review the trigger levels will be through the 

Wellington Harbour and Hutt Valley, and the Kāpiti Coast whaitua processes. 

Policy P125 

691. WWL (135/121) submits that Policy P125 does not cater for foundation work 

that does not result in the taking of water but has the potential to result in cross-

contamination between aquifers or water bearing layers. S135 requests the 

policy be amended to: 

Taking of groundwater or disturbance of geology 

The taking of groundwater or undertaking of any activity that disturbs the 

ground shall not result in cross-contamination between aquifers or water-

bearing layers that results in, or may result in adverse effects on water quality. 

692. I consider the change requested by WWL is too broad and could affect multiple 

different activities that disturb the ground, but that are unlikely to affect 

aquifers. I consider the introduction of proposed Rule R146A will address the 

concerns of WWL in protecting the aquifers in the Hutt Valley. 

Policy P127 

693. WWL (S135/123) submits that Policy P127 should equally apply to bores used 

to supply water for industrial purposes. I agree with the submission from WWL 

that it is important to ensure backflow from industrial processes does not occur. 

Backflow to a bore can enable contaminants to enter the bore annulus and 

potentially contaminate the groundwater source. I therefore recommend Policy 

P127 be amended to include industrial processes.  

Policy P130 

694. Hamish Trolove (S31/006) suggests Policy P130: Bores needs to include 

mention of ground source heat pumps and the need to ensure bores associated 

with them do not compromise the integrity of aquifers and water bodies.  

695. A ground source heat pump takes advantage of the naturally occurring 

difference between the above-ground air temperature and the subsurface soil 
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temperature to move heat in support of end uses such as space heating, space 

cooling (air conditioning), and even water heating.  

696. My understanding is that there are two types of ground source heat pumps; 

closed and open. With a closed ground source heat pump, pipes are laid below 

the ground (similar to underfloor heating) filled with a working fluid that 

continuously circulates without ever coming in to contact with the ground. The 

working fluid is passed through a heat exchange in order to provide heat. An 

open system brings water from one location (e.g. a bore), passes it through the 

heat exchange process and then discharges the water back to ground via 

another bore, located some distance away. An open system ground source heat 

pump would require resource consent to construct the bores for abstracting and 

discharging the water (Rule R147) and would also likely require a water permit 

for the abstraction of water. A closed ground source heat pump system would 

not require any resource consents. 

697. I do not consider Policy P130 needs to be amended, as I consider the risks 

associated with ground source heat pumps are similar to bores and I consider 

Policy P130 deals with those adequately. Additional, resource consent for open 

system ground source heat pumps will be required and any additional 

conditions can be applied at that time. 

698. WWL (S135/126) requests that in Policy P130 a new section is added to say: 

‘The taking of groundwater shall not allow the interconnection of groundwater 

between aquifers and shall not result in the cross-contamination.’ NZS 

4411:2001 can protect the aquifer by requiring double casing where there is a 

specific local authority requirement. WWL (S135/179 and S135/181) also 

submits that Rule R147 needs to protect the Waiwhetu aquiclude by requiring 

double casing of bores that penetrate the aquiclude.  

699. I do not consider it appropriate to amend Policy P130 as requested by S135 

because the policy is directed at bores, not the taking of groundwater. Policy 

P125 provides for the taking of groundwater and addresses WWL’s concerns. 

In addition, I consider it appropriate that the type of casing is specified as 

matter of control in Rule 147: Drilling, construction or alteration of any bore – 
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controlled activity, which will also achieve the same outcome requested by 

WWL.  

700. Roading, Parks and Gardens and Solid Waste departments HCC and UHCC 

(S85/074) request Policy P130 provide more flexibility for geotechnical and 

monitoring bores as it is overly restrictive. 

701. I do not consider amending Policy P130 is necessary as the flexibility S85 is 

requesting is already provided for in part (a) of the policy (i.e. separation from 

existing bores does not apply to geotechnical, contamination or other 

investigative purposes). In my opinion, parts (b) and (c) of Policy P130 should 

apply to monitoring and geotechnical bores to ensure the integrity of the 

groundwater is maintained, both in terms of quality and quantity.  

Policy P131 

702. WWL (S135/127) seeks to clarify whether Policy P131: Bores no longer 

required, is referring to the need to use a safe method of decommissioning an 

unused bore or whether it obliges owners or occupiers of unused bores to 

decommission them. For example, all abandoned bores shall be 

decommissioned in a safe manner that does not compromise the aquifer and 

has minimal environmental effects. S135 also requests a new method that 

provides for collecting information about where the bores are and what 

condition they are in. 

703. My interpretation of Policy P131 is that bores which are no longer required are 

decommissioned safely in accordance with NZ 4411:2001 Environmental 

Standards for Drilling of Soil and Rock (NZ Drilling Standards). It does not 

obligate an owner or occupier of an unused bore to decommission it. I consider 

the policy offers planners guidance when issuing a resource consent for a bore 

to apply a condition requiring a bore to be decommissioned once it is no longer 

required. In responding to this submission point, I am concerned that permitted 

activity Rule R146 does not have a specific decommissioning condition. While 

condition (b) of Rule 146 requires compliance with the NZ Drilling Standards, 

I consider it would be appropriate to add a new condition requiring the bore to 
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be decommissioned, in accordance with the NZ Drilling Standards, as soon as 

practical after the investigation or monitoring is completed. 

704. I consider that if an unused bore is in a poor state of repair and does not meet 

the NZ Drilling Standards, then it could pose a risk to the quality and quantity 

of groundwater. Conversely, a bore that is no longer required may be 

maintained in accordance with the NZ Drilling Standards and not pose any risk 

to the quality or quantity of groundwater. 

705. In my view it would be appropriate to introduce a new rule to permit the 

decommissioning of bores so Council is able to ensure bores are 

decommissioned in accordance with the NZ Drilling Standards. This proposed 

new rule would apply to bores that were constructed pre-RMA, as resource 

consents for bores are likely (but not always) to have decommissioning 

conditions as part of the consent. I also consider it necessary to introduce a new 

permitted rule as it could be considered that the decommissioning of a bore is 

‘altering a bore’ and resource consent would otherwise be required under Rule 

R147. 

Technical omission from Rule R146 

706. Rule R146 includes the associated discharge of water or contaminants for the 

drilling of the bore, however, there are no conditions on the rule to ensure that 

the effects of the discharge are managed. To be consistent with other rules in 

section 5.6, I recommend an additional condition be added to Rule R146 so 

that the discharge must comply with the conditions of Rule R42, a permitted 

activity that deals with minor discharges.  

Summary of recommendation 

707. Recommended amendments to the following provisions can be found in 

Appendix B: 

Section Provision 

Interpretation Aquifer – amend definition 

 Geotechnical bore – delete definition 

Policies Policy P121 – correct reference to mean sea level 

 Policy P127 – amend to include industrial processes 
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Rules Rule R146 – amend rule 

 New Rule – for construction and excavation activities in 
the Hutt aquifer system 

 Rule R147 – amend rule 

 

Issue 4.2 Dewatering 

Background 

708. When work occurs below the ground level, groundwater often needs to be 

abstracted to provide a suitable work environment. Section 14 of the RMA 

prevents the taking, using, damming or diversion of water unless expressly 

allowed by a rule in a regional plan or resource consent.  

709. The proposed Plan defines dewatering as: 

The abstraction of groundwater so as to lower the water table for the period of 

time required to enable maintenance, excavation, construction, or geotechnical 

work to proceed in the dewatered area, or to sustain a lower localised water 

table. 

710. Policy P126: Site dewatering, states that localised land subsidence or adverse 

effects on existing groundwater users, or the flows, levels or quality of surface 

water shall be minimised. 

711. Permitted activity Rule R140: Dewatering, of the proposed Plan allows the 

dewatering of a site to occur subject to conditions. Any dewatering activities 

that cannot meet the conditions of Rule R140 require resource consent under 

the discretionary Rule R142: All other take and use. 

Submissions and assessment 

Policy P126: Site dewatering 

712. Several submitters, e.g. WWL (S135/122), support Policy P126 as notified. 

The Oil Companies (S55/036) and Powerco (S29/034) request that Policy P126 

be amended to apply only to significant adverse effects as they consider that as 

dewatering usually only occurs over a small number of days the short term 

effects will be less than minor and that adverse effects of dewatering on 

existing groundwater users or the flows, levels or quality of surface water can 
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be minimised. Rangitāne o Wairarapa Inc. (FS74/316) opposes these changes, 

stating that all adverse effects of dewatering should be avoided, remedied or 

mitigated, not only significant adverse effects. FS74 also opposes use of the 

word minimised in Policy P126. 

713. First Gas (S145/050) and NZ Transport Agency (S146/126) request that Policy 

P126 is amended so that adverse effects shall be avoided to the extent 

practicable, rather than minimised. First Gas considers that where effects have 

been avoided, remedied or mitigated to the extent they are acceptable, then 

there should be no on-going requirement to minimise effects. A further 

submission by Wellington International Airport Limited (FS69/061) supports 

submission point (S146/126), and specifically requests use of the terms avoid, 

remedy, mitigate. 

714. Dewatering can either be temporary (e.g. to enable a pipe to be repaired in 

workable dry conditions) or sustained (e.g. to permanently maintain lowered 

groundwater levels beneath a building). Dewatering can have a wide range of 

potential effects including reducing flows to hydraulically connected water 

bodies (potentially affecting aquatic ecosystems and reducing the availability 

of water for local groundwater users), destabilising local slopes or causing 

ground settlement which can affect the stability of nearby buildings or other 

structures. The type and extent of effect depends on the scale and duration of 

dewatering and the method used, the hydrogeological conditions of the site, the 

ecology, and land and water use of the local area. In addition, dewatering that 

occurs on contaminated land or near to land that is contaminated can have the 

potential to spread the area of contamination due to the movement of water 

through the soil caused by the dewatering. 

715. Policy P126 requires that the effects associated with dewatering are 

‘minimised’. Policy P4 guides policies in the proposed Plan that require 

minimisation of effects, stating that minimise means ‘reducing adverse effects 

of the activity to the smallest amount practicable’ and providing a set of criteria 

to be applied, such as considering alternative locations and methods, avoiding 

significant sites, and requiring the use of good management practices. 
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716. While dewatering which is small-scale and temporary can have minor adverse 

effects, dewatering also has the potential to cause significant adverse effects, 

particularly where it is long term or associated with deep excavation. Thus, for 

some dewatering activities, even if the effects are reduced to the smallest 

amount practicable these effects could still potentially cause significant 

damage. In my opinion, by requiring only the minimisation of adverse effects 

Policy P126 creates an unacceptable risk and is not the appropriate policy 

approach for this type of activity. Where an activity has the potential to cause 

more than minor adverse effects then the policy framework should set out the 

bottom lines that need to be avoided or managed for the activity to proceed. 

For dewatering these effects relate to the impact on: 

a) local land stability, particularly where there are structures such as 

buildings, 

b) the ecosystem functioning of connected water bodies 

c) the reliability of supply for existing water users  

d) potential contamination of land and groundwater from contaminated or 

potentially contaminated sites 

717. I note that Policy P126 only applies to the taking of water for the purpose of 

dewatering and does not include the associated discharge of water. I consider 

this to be appropriate as the default rule (if the permitted activity cannot be 

met) is Rule R142, which only refers to the take and use of water. Any 

associated discharge will be assessed under the appropriate discharge policies 

and rules. 

718. Several submitters request use of the mitigation hierarchy of avoid, remedy or 

mitigate. I consider it would be appropriate to use this hierarchy for some of 

the effects of dewatering. However, it is my opinion that where localised land 

subsidence would affect structures, then those effects are inappropriate and 

should be avoided. I recommend the following changes to Policy P126.  

Localised land subsidence that affects structures shall be avoided and any more 

than minor adverse effects of dewatering on existing groundwater users or the 



Section 42A Report Water allocation 

PAGE 174 OF 182 NATRP-1620937158-1285 
 

flows, levels or quality of surface water shall be minimised the following shall 

be avoided, remedied or mitigated:  

(a) the ecosystem functioning of connected water bodies, and  

(b) the reliability of supply for existing surface and ground water users, and  

(c) the quality of surface or groundwater, and 

(d) the contamination of land and water. 

Definition of Dewatering 

719. First Gas (S145/006) and NZ Transport Agency (S146/013) request the 

definition of dewatering include ‘or diversion’ after ‘The abstraction..’. A 

further submission by WWL (FS25/002) supports this addition. 

720. I consider it is appropriate to include diversion in the definition of dewatering 

as requested by S145 and S146, as dewatering can also occur through the 

diversion of groundwater. 

721. There were a number of submissions relating to dewatering that referred to 

well pointing. Well points are essentially shallow bores spaced along a trench 

or excavation site, all connected to a common header, which is attached to a 

pump. Well point systems offer an effective method of groundwater control for 

site dewatering and are most suitable in shallow aquifers where the water level 

needs to be lowered. 

722. The Oil Companies (S55/017) and Powerco (S29/062) submit the definition of 

bore should allow for well pointing (up to two months). The Oil Companies 

(S55/061) and Powerco (S29/052) request a new rule that permits the short-

term use of well pointing for dewatering. A further submission from WWL 

(FS25/048) supports submission point S29/052 in that excavation and 

dewatering should not trigger bore consents 

723. Well pointing is one method that can be used to dewater a site. The taking or 

diversion of water for dewatering can be undertaken as a permitted activity 

(provided the conditions of Rule R140 are met). However, Rule R147 or R148 
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would require resource consent in order to install well point bores as they are 

for the purpose of abstracting a liquid substance. I do not consider it 

appropriate to alter the definition of bore to allow for well pointing. The last 

paragraph in Section 2.1.3 of the proposed Plan refers to how the proposed 

Plan ‘has, where practicable, combined associated activities into one rule.’ I 

therefore consider it would be more appropriate to amend Rule R140 and the 

definition of dewatering to accommodate well pointing as part of the 

dewatering activity. I recommend that well pointing only be allowed to a depth 

of 5m, which is consistent with the depth specifications and reasons outlined in 

section 4.1 above. 

Rule R140: Dewatering – permitted activity 

724. There were a number of submissions on Rule R140. The main area of concern 

expressed by KCDC (S117/072, S117/073, S117/074), The Oil Companies 

(S55/059), Cuttriss Consultants Limited (S104/010), WWL (S135/173) and 

Powerco (S29/050) was with the one month restriction for dewatering to take 

place. Submitters stated that works requiring dewatering frequently lasted 

longer than one month. There were a variety of alternatives suggested 

including extending the timeframe to six months, deleting the timeframe 

requirement, or deleting the timeframe requirement but specifying a maximum 

rate of take. WWL (S135/173) and KCDC (S117/073, S117/074) requested a 

new rule (permitted, controlled or restricted discretionary) for dewatering 

associated with regionally significant infrastructure. The Oil Companies 

(S55/059) and Powerco (S29/50) also request a new restricted discretionary 

rule be created if the conditions of the permitted activity could not be met. 

725. Holcim (New Zealand) Limited (S276/022) considers that there should be 

restricted discretionary activities for water takes and dewatering associated 

with regionally significant mineral extraction activities. 

726. I acknowledge that in many cases the duration of the works, where dewatering 

is required, can be extensive and often more than one month. My concern 

however, is the potential effects on the surrounding land, groundwater users in 

the area and nearby surface water bodies of a sustained lowering of the 

groundwater table. The particular location of a dewatering activity will also 
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have a bearing on any effects. For example, in a highly built-up area, land 

stability will need to be assessed as to whether the dewatering could have the 

potential for the land to subside which could impact building stability, or in a 

rural location there could be the potential for dewatering to affect a nearby bore 

that supplies a house and farm. 

727. Rule R140 is a permitted activity, therefore compliance with the conditions of 

the rule need to adequately manage the anticipated adverse effects. I consider 

that the one month timeframe in Rule R140 is reasonable to ensure the effects 

of dewatering are managed, for the reasons described above. Based on the 

variety of effects discussed in Dr Mzila’s evidence, I consider the potential 

effects of dewatering that continues for more than one month require further 

assessment through the resource consent process. 

728. I consider it to be appropriate when the conditions of Rule R140 cannot be met 

that the activity defaults to the discretionary activity Rule R142. As a 

discretionary activity, all potential effects arising from the dewatering can be 

assessed. 

729. While I understand the necessities of undertaking dewatering in order to repair 

or construct regionally significant infrastructure such as water supply pipelines, 

I do not consider a separate rule is appropriate, as the potential effects of 

dewatering associated with regionally significant infrastructure could be 

significant. 

730. The Oil Companies (S55/059) submit that Rule R140 is confusing with regards 

to the discharge of water associated with dewatering. The note associated with 

Rule R140 refers to discharges being provided for under Rule R42: Minor 

discharges, yet discharge is mentioned in the rule. Council (S133/016) seeks to 

amend Rule R140 to only permit the take of water associated with dewatering 

and exclude the reference to the discharge of water.  

731. As discussed in paragraph 723 above, the proposed Plan has combined 

associated activities in to one rule. I consider that the discharge from 

dewatering should be included within Rule R140. The potential effects of the 

discharge can be managed by including a condition in Rule R140 that the 
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discharge must comply with Rule R42. I also recommend deleting the note 

associated with Rule R140. 

732. S55 is also concerned that if the conditions of Rule R42 cannot be met, the 

activity defaults to a non-complying activity and the take activity defaults to 

discretionary. They consider that there is no effects-based reason to require 

consent for the take, diversion and discharge of dewatering water if the quality 

of that water can be shown to meet relevant industry good practice guides. 

733. My interpretation of the proposed Plan is that if the conditions of Rule R42 are 

unable to be met, the activity defaults to a discretionary activity under Rule 

R68: All other discharges, unless the discharge is inside a site of significance 

where it would be a non-complying activity under Rule R67. I consider this is 

an appropriate cascade. I also consider that Rule R42 sets the minimum 

standard for discharges and it is entirely appropriate that the discharge of water 

from dewatering is assessed against the conditions of Rule 42. 

734. The provisions of Rule R42 will be assessed in Hearing Stream 4 under the 

water quality topic and may be subject to change. Consideration of rules that 

refer to Rule R42 will need to be addressed at that time. 

735. The Oil Companies (S55/059) point out that the diversion of groundwater is 

permitted by Rule R130. 

736. In my opinion, Rule R140 does need to cover the diversion of groundwater in 

addition to Rule 130 as it is likely condition (c) of Rule R130 there shall be no 

lowering of groundwater levels on any neighbouring property will not be met 

in a dewatering situation. Rule R140 allows the lowering of groundwater 

levels, so long as the take does not cause ground subsidence, and the take does 

not deplete water in a water body [sic]. 

737. First Gas (S148/068), supported by The Oil Companies further submission 

(FS57/048) is concerned about condition (d) of Rule R140 as dewatering by its 

very nature depletes a water body and seek to amend condition (d) by adding 

the take does not permanently deplete water in a water body.  



Section 42A Report Water allocation 

PAGE 178 OF 182 NATRP-1620937158-1285 
 

738. In my opinion, a drafting error has occurred in condition (d) and the reference 

to water body should in fact be a reference to a surface water body. A surface 

water body is defined by the proposed Plan, but a water body is not defined. I 

therefore recommend changing the reference to surface water body.  

739. I agree with S148 that dewatering by its nature depletes groundwater resources. 

However, if the reference water body is changed to surface water body, I then 

consider that the dewatering does not cause depletion of a surface water body 

to be an appropriate condition for a permitted activity. I consider any depletion 

effects on a surface water body should be considered through the resource 

consent process, not just those that would permanently depleted the surface 

water body. 

740. Transpower New Zealand Limited (Transpower) (S165/069) and further 

submission by The Oil Companies (FS57/049) request the reference to 

potentially contaminated land is removed from Rule R140.  

741. The definition of contaminated land will be considered in the Section 42A 

officers report: Discharges to land in Hearing Stream 5. While the submission 

and further submission points raised by Transpower and The Oil Companies 

refer directly to Rule R140, I consider the analysis would be more 

appropriately dealt with in the Section 42A officer’s report: Discharges to land 

as the implications of removing potentially contaminated land from the rule 

hinges significantly on the definition of contaminated land. 

742. KCDC (S117/074) and Cuttriss Consultants Limited (S104/011) request Rule 

K.R1 exclude dewatering from being subject to water allocation rules. 

743. I agree with KCDC that the taking of groundwater for dewatering could be 

considered as a take under each of the whaitua rules and have already 

recommended this change in paragraph 423. 

Summary of recommendation 

744. Recommended amendments to the following provisions can be found in 

Appendix B: 
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Section Provision 

Interpretation Dewatering – amend definition to allow diversion of 
groundwater and well pointing 

Policies P126 – amend policy 

Rules Rule R140 – amend rule and delete note 

 

Issue 5. Methods 

Background 

745. There were approximately 109 submission points received on the methods 

relevant to the water allocation topic.  

Background 

746. The methods in the proposed Plan help implement the policies and are a non-

regulatory means of achieving the objectives of the plan. 

747. Method M18: Water use groups and Method M19: Water management both 

seek to improve efficiencies with the use and allocation of water. These 

methods, together with the relevant policies and rules will work towards 

achieving Objective O52: Efficient allocation and use of water. 

Submissions and assessment 

Method M18: Water use groups 

748. All submission points on Method M18 supported retaining the method. 

Ravensdown (S310/053) seeks to retain the intent of the method, but clarify the 

linkages with the whaitua process and the resulting plan changes. In my 

opinion, Method M18 does not need to refer to the whaitua process. The 

method provides for water users to seek the support of Council to assist in the 

sharing and management of their allocations and that can occur now. Any 

changes as a result of the whaitua process that affect Method M18 will be 

considered as part of that particular plan change. 

749. WWU (S124/025) considers Method M18 will work well but the transferring 

of water needs to be a permitted activity. The transfer of water is discussed in 

section 3.3 of this report and I do not consider any changes to Method M18 are 

necessary in the context of permitted activities. 
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750. At the second of the two water allocation pre-hearing meetings held in the 

Wairarapa, Method M18 was discussed in relation to options available to water 

users when rivers are approaching or at minimum flows. There was support 

from the submitters present at the meeting to strengthen the partnership 

approach between Council and water users. Submitters felt that Council held a 

significant amount of information on water users within catchments and would 

be better placed to drive user groups and water sharing, rather than leave it up 

to collective users. While submitters have not requested this particular change 

to Method M18, I consider that adding Wellington Regional Council will work 

in partnership with water user groups to: changes the emphasis of the method 

to require Council to work with water users, rather than just support the user 

groups. 

Method M19: Water management 

751. WWU (S124/026) request the following amendment to Method M19  

752. (d) promoting alternatives to the use of water races quantify costs and benefits 

of water races and explore alternatives, and 

753. Federated Farmers (S352/249) requests several changes to Method M19  

(c) promoting and providing advice on suitable models that consider calibrated 

to Wairarapa land use, crop use and other site physical factors that will meet 

support the efficient use criteria in Schedule Q (efficient use) of the Plan, and 

(a) promoting exploring alternatives to the use of water races, and 

754. I agree with the change suggested by Federated Farmers and WWU to explore 

alternatives to the use of water races rather than promote the alternatives. 

Council has yet to undertake work to assess what the alternatives to water races 

would be, therefore, in my opinion it is appropriate the method explore 

alternatives, rather than promote them. I also consider that in exploring the 

alternatives, the costs and benefits of the water races will be addressed and it is 

not necessary to include reference to the cost and benefit in the method. 

755. I do not consider it is appropriate to specify efficiency models be calibrated to 

the Wairarapa, as Method M19 applies across the region. I also consider it 
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appropriate for the models to meet the efficiency criteria specified in Schedule 

Q, rather than support the efficiency criteria. Schedule Q specifies the accuracy 

that the model must reliably predict annual irrigation volumes, therefore it is 

important any models promoted meet this criteria. 

Summary of recommendation 

 Recommended amendments to the following provisions can be found in 

Appendix B: 

Section Provision 

Methods Method 18 – amend method 

 Method 19 – amend method 

 

Conclusion 
756. The amendments and changes I have proposed do not change the intent of the 

water allocation provisions of the proposed Plan. The changes are intended to 

help clarify and increase the usability of the provisions. 
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Water Allocation – section 32AA assessment 
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 the officer has 
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 amendments have been recommended by the officer. If the officer does not recommend any 
changes, the provision appears in grey. 

Red text amendments = recommendations from the officer’s s42A report 
Green text amendments = consequential amendments or Schedule 1(16)(2) minor error corrections 
Blue text amendments = updated recommendations from the officer’s Right of Reply 
Note that requests for new provisions are not included in these tables.  

Amendment 
no./Submission no.  

Chapter Provision Text of provision with any recommended 
amendments 

Evaluation of amendment (section 32AA assessment)  

Refer to Issue 2.4 2 Interpretation Allocation amount The calculated amount of water available for 
allocation listed in Tables 7.3-7.5, Tables 8.2 and 
8.3 and Tables 10.2 and 10.3 

Effectiveness and efficiency 
The new definition will provide a clearer and more certain definition, 
thus increasing the efficiency of the proposed Plan. The recommended 
amendment maintains the intent of the definition in the proposed Plan 
and would not alter any outcome of the proposed Plan. 
Costs  
There are no costs associated with this recommendation. 
Benefits: (environmental, cultural, economic and social) 
There are environmental benefits from a clear and certain definition, as 
it is more likely that water users will understand and implement the 
proposed Plan provisions relating to water allocation.  
Risk of acting or not acting 
The risk of not acting is that the decision version will not provide a 
clear and certain definition, causing confusion about when the rules 
apply or are complied with. 
Decision about most appropriate option 
In my opinion the proposed amendment is the most appropriate way to 
address uncertainty identified in submissions and assessed in Issue 2.4. 
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Amendment 
no./Submission no.  

Chapter Provision Text of provision with any recommended 
amendments 

Evaluation of amendment (section 32AA assessment)  

Refer to Issue 4.1 2 Interpretation Aquifer A geological formation through which water moves 
under natural conditions and is capable of yielding 
water at a sufficient rate to be a practical source of 
water.  A permeable layer of rock, sand, or earth 
that contains water or allows water to pass through 
it. 

Effectiveness and efficiency 
The amendment will provide a clearer and more certain definition, thus 
increasing the efficiency of the proposed Plan. The recommended 
amendment maintains the intent of the definition in the proposed Plan 
and would not alter any outcome of the proposed Plan. 
Costs  
There are no costs associated with this recommendation. 
Benefits: (environmental, cultural, economic and social) 
There are environmental benefits from a clear and certain definition, as 
it is more likely that land users will understand and implement the 
proposed Plan provisions relating to water allocation, groundwater and 
the construction of bores.  
Risk of acting or not acting 
The risk of not acting is that the decision version will not provide a 
clear and certain definition, causing confusion about when the rules 
apply or are complied with. 
Decision about most appropriate option 
In my opinion the proposed amendment is the most appropriate way to 
address uncertainty identified in submissions and assessed in Issue 4.1. 

 2 Interpretation Bore   

Refer to Issue 2.4 2 Interpretation Core allocation The maximum amount of water that can be taken 
by all resource consents within a catchment 
management unit or catchment management 
sub-unit, other than the amount allowed by 
supplementary allocation. available for 
allocation: 
(a)  for the catchments and sub-catchments 

listed in the whaitua chapters shall not 
exceed whichever is the greater of: 
(i) The total amount allocated by resource 

consents at the time the resource 

Effectiveness and efficiency 
The amendment will provide a clearer and more certain definition, thus 
increasing the efficiency of the proposed Plan. The recommended 
amendment maintains the intent of the definition in the proposed Plan 
and would not alter any outcome of the proposed Plan. 
Costs  
There are no costs associated with this recommendation. 
Benefits: (environmental, cultural, economic and social) 
There are environmental benefits from a clear and certain definition, as 
it is more likely that land users will understand and implement the 



Section 42A Report Water allocation 

PAGE 3 OF 70 
 

Amendment 
no./Submission no.  

Chapter Provision Text of provision with any recommended 
amendments 

Evaluation of amendment (section 32AA assessment)  

consent application is lodged, or 
(ii) The allocation amounts provided for in 

Tables 7.3-7.5, Tables 8.2 and 8.3 and 
Tables 10.2 and 10.3, or 

(b) for rivers (and their tributaries) and direct 
connection (Category A) groundwater and 
high connection (Category B) 
groundwater not covered by (a): 
(i) 50% of the mean annual low flow for 

rivers with mean flows of greater than 
5m3/sec, or 

(ii) 30% of the mean annual low flow for 
rivers with mean flows of less than or 
equal to 5m3/sec. 

proposed Plan provisions relating to water allocation.  
Risk of acting or not acting 
The risk of not acting is that the decision version will not provide a 
clear and certain definition, causing confusion about when the rules 
apply or are complied with. 
Decision about most appropriate option 
In my opinion the proposed amendment is the most appropriate way to 
address uncertainty identified in submissions and assessed in Issue 2.4. 

Refer to Issue 2.2 2 Interpretation Direct connection 
(Category A) 
groundwater 

Groundwater described as Direct connection 
(Category A) groundwater in Table 4.1. directly 
connected to surface water at the locations 
generally shown in Figures 7.2, 7.5, 7.6, 7.7, 7.8 
and 7.9 in chapter 7; Figures 8.1 and 8.2 in 
chapter 8; and Figure 10.1 and 10.2 in chapter 10. 
Taking water from Category A groundwater is 
considered to be surface water allocation. 

Effectiveness and efficiency 
The amendment will provide a clearer and more certain definition, thus 
increasing the efficiency of the proposed Plan. The recommended 
amendment maintains the intent of the definition in the proposed Plan 
and would not alter any outcome of the proposed Plan. 
Costs  
There are no costs associated with this recommendation. 
Benefits: (environmental, cultural, economic and social) 
There are environmental benefits from a clear and certain definition, as 
it is more likely that land users will understand and implement the 
proposed Plan provisions relating to water allocation, particularly for 
groundwater.  
Risk of acting or not acting 
The risk of not acting is that the decision version will not provide a 
clear and certain definition, causing confusion about when the rules 
apply or are complied with. 
Decision about most appropriate option 
In my opinion the proposed amendment is the most appropriate way to 
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Amendment 
no./Submission no.  

Chapter Provision Text of provision with any recommended 
amendments 

Evaluation of amendment (section 32AA assessment)  

address uncertainty identified in submissions and assessed in Issue 2.2. 

Refer to Issue 2.2 2 Interpretation High connection 
(Category B) 
groundwater (directly 
connected) 

Groundwater described as High connection 
(Category B) groundwater  in Table 4.1.not 
classified as either category A groundwater or 
category C groundwater and which is defined as 
being directly connected to surface water through 
applying the tests in Schedule Q (efficient use). 
Category B groundwater (directly connected) is 
at the locations generally described in Tables 7.3 
and 7.4 in chapter 7, Table 8.2 chapter 8 and 
Table 10.2 in chapter 10. Taking water from 
Category B groundwater (directly connected) is 
considered to be surface water allocation. 

Effectiveness and efficiency 
The amendment will provide a clearer and more certain definition, thus 
increasing the efficiency of the proposed Plan. The recommended 
amendment maintains the intent of the definition in the proposed Plan 
and would not alter any outcome of the proposed Plan. 
Costs  
There are no costs associated with this recommendation. 
Benefits: (environmental, cultural, economic and social) 
There are environmental benefits from a clear and certain definition, as 
it is more likely that land users will understand and implement the 
proposed Plan provisions relating to water allocation, particularly for 
groundwater.  
Risk of acting or not acting 
The risk of not acting is that the decision version will not provide a 
clear and certain definition, causing confusion about when the rules 
apply or are complied with. 
Decision about most appropriate option 
In my opinion the proposed amendment is the most appropriate way to 
address uncertainty identified in submissions and assessed in Issue 2.2. 

Refer to Issue 2.2 2 Interpretation Moderate connection 
(Category B) 
groundwater (not 
directly connected) 

Groundwater described as Moderate connection 
(Category B) groundwater  in Table 4.1 not 
classified as either category A groundwater or 
category C groundwater and which is defined as 
being not directly connected to surface water 
through applying the tests in Schedule Q (efficient 
use). Moderate Category B groundwater (not 
directly connected) is at the locations generally 
described in Table 7.5 in chapter 7, Table 8.3 in 
chapter 8 and Table 10.3 in chapter 10. Taking 
water from Category B groundwater (not 

Effectiveness and efficiency 
The amendment will provide a clearer and more certain definition, thus 
increasing the efficiency of the proposed Plan. The recommended 
amendment maintains the intent of the definition in the proposed Plan 
and would not alter any outcome of the proposed Plan. 
Costs  
There are no costs associated with this recommendation. 
Benefits: (environmental, cultural, economic and social) 
There are environmental benefits from a clear and certain definition, as 
it is more likely that land users will understand and implement the 
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Amendment 
no./Submission no.  

Chapter Provision Text of provision with any recommended 
amendments 

Evaluation of amendment (section 32AA assessment)  

directly connected) is considered to be 
groundwater allocation 

proposed Plan provisions relating to water allocation, particularly for 
groundwater.  
Risk of acting or not acting 
The risk of not acting is that the decision version will not provide a 
clear and certain definition, causing confusion about when the rules 
apply or are complied with. 
Decision about most appropriate option 
In my opinion the proposed amendment is the most appropriate way to 
address uncertainty identified in submissions and assessed in Issue 2.2. 

Refer to Issue 2.2 2 Interpretation Limited connection 
(Category C) 
groundwater 

Groundwater described as Limited connection 
(Category C) groundwater  in Table 4.1  not 
directly connected to surface water at the locations 
generally shown in Figures 7.2-7.9 in chapter 7, 
Figures 8.1-8.2 in chapter 8, and Figure 10.1 in 
chapter 10. Taking water from category C 
groundwater is considered to be groundwater 
allocation. 

Effectiveness and efficiency 
The amendment will provide a clearer and more certain definition, thus 
increasing the efficiency of the proposed Plan. The recommended 
amendment maintains the intent of the definition in the proposed Plan 
and would not alter any outcome of the proposed Plan. 
Costs  
There are no costs associated with this recommendation. 
Benefits: (environmental, cultural, economic and social) 
There are environmental benefits from a clear and certain definition, as 
it is more likely that land users will understand and implement the 
proposed Plan provisions relating to water allocation, particularly for 
groundwater.  
Risk of acting or not acting 
The risk of not acting is that the decision version will not provide a 
clear and certain definition, causing confusion about when the rules 
apply or are complied with. 
Decision about most appropriate option 
In my opinion the proposed amendment is the most appropriate way to 
address uncertainty identified in submissions and assessed in Issue 2.2. 

Refer to Issue 4.2 2 Interpretation Dewatering The abstraction and/or the diversion of 
groundwater so as to lower the water table for the 

Effectiveness and efficiency 
The recommended amendments (in conjunction with the recommended 
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Amendment 
no./Submission no.  

Chapter Provision Text of provision with any recommended 
amendments 

Evaluation of amendment (section 32AA assessment)  

period of time required to enable maintenance, 
excavation, construction, or geotechnical work to 
proceed in the dewatered area, or to sustain a 
lower localised water table. Dewatering may 
include the installation of well points to a depth no 
greater than 5m below ground level (without the 
well points being considered as a bore). 

amendment to Rule 140) provide a clearer and more certain definition, 
thus increasing the efficiency of the proposed Plan. The recommended 
amendment maintains the intent of the definition in the proposed Plan 
and would not alter any outcome of the proposed Plan. 
Costs  
There are no costs associated with this recommendation. 
Benefits: (environmental, cultural, economic and social) 
There are environmental benefits from a clear and certain definition, as 
it is more likely that those undertaking dewatering activities will 
understand and implement the proposed Plan provisions relating to 
dewatering.  
Risk of acting or not acting 
The risk of not acting is that the decision version will not provide a 
clear and certain definition, causing confusion about when the rules 
apply or are complied with.  
Decision about most appropriate option 
In my opinion the proposed amendment is the most appropriate way to 
address uncertainty identified in submissions and assessed in Issue 4.2. 

Refer to Issue 3.2 2 Interpretation Efficient allocation Includes, but is not limited to: 
(a) Economic efficiency (also known as allocative 

efficiency): allocating water to enable 
optimum economic outcomes (e.g. allocating 
water to the uses which have the highest 
value to society and create headroom). 

(b) Technical efficiency: maximising the 
proportion of water beneficially used in 
relation to that taken. It relates to the 
performance of a water-use system, including 
avoiding water wastage. 

(c) Dynamic efficiency: adjusting the use of water 
over time to maintain or achieve allocative 

Effectiveness and efficiency 
The amendment will provide a clearer and more certain definition, thus 
increasing the efficiency of the proposed Plan. The recommended 
amendment maintains the intent of the definition in the proposed Plan 
and would not alter any outcome of the proposed Plan. 
Costs  
There are no costs associated with this recommendation. 
Benefits: (environmental, cultural, economic and social) 
There are environmental benefits from a clear and certain definition, as 
it is more likely that land users will understand and implement the 
proposed Plan provisions relating to water allocation.  
Risk of acting or not acting 
The risk of not acting is that the decision version will not provide a clear 
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Amendment 
no./Submission no.  

Chapter Provision Text of provision with any recommended 
amendments 

Evaluation of amendment (section 32AA assessment)  

efficiency (e.g. enabling movement of 
allocated water and minimising the 
transaction costs for doing so). 

and certain definition, causing confusion about when the policies apply. 
Decision about most appropriate option 
In my opinion the proposed amendment is the most appropriate way to 
address uncertainty identified in submissions and assessed in Issue 3.2. 

 2 Interpretation Existing resource 
consent 

  

Refer to Issue 4.1 2 Interpretation Geotechnical 
investigation bore 

Any bore constructed to provide information about 
soil, sediment or rock. 

Effectiveness and efficiency 
The recommendation to delete the definition of geotechnical 
investigation bore is efficient because it is no longer necessary due to 
the recommended changes to Rule R146 of the proposed Plan. The 
recommended deletion maintains the intent of the bore provisions in 
the proposed Plan. 
Costs  
There are no costs associated with this recommendation. 
Benefits: (environmental, cultural, economic and social) 
There are environmental cultural, economic and social benefits from 
deleting the definition, as monitoring bores will no longer require 
resource consent.  
Risk of acting or not acting 
The risk of not acting is that the decision version will not provide for 
monitoring bores as a permitted activity. 
Decision about most appropriate option 
In my opinion the proposed amendment is the most appropriate way to 
address uncertainty identified in submissions and assessed in Issue 4.1. 

 2 Interpretation Health needs of people   

Refer to Issue 2.2 2 Interpretation 
 

Groundwater directly 
connected to surface 
water 

Category A groundwater and the component of 
category B groundwater that is directly 
connected to surface water and part of the surface 

Consequential Change 
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Amendment 
no./Submission no.  

Chapter Provision Text of provision with any recommended 
amendments 

Evaluation of amendment (section 32AA assessment)  

water allocation amount. 

Refer to Issue 2.4 2 Interpretation Groundwater allocation 
not directly connected 
to surface water 

Category C groundwater and the component of 
category B groundwater that is not directly 
connected to surface water and not part of the 
surface water allocation amount. 
The amount of groundwater available to be 
allocated from: 
High connection (Category B) groundwater 
(excluding stream depletion portion) 
Moderate connection (Category B) 
groundwater, or 
Limited Connection (Category C) groundwater.  

Effectiveness and efficiency 
The amendment will provide a clearer and more certain definition, thus 
increasing the efficiency of the proposed Plan. The recommended 
amendment maintains the intent of the definition in the proposed Plan 
and would not alter any outcome of the proposed Plan. 
Costs  
There are no costs associated with this recommendation. 
Benefits: (environmental, cultural, economic and social) 
There are environmental benefits from a clear and certain definition, as 
it is more likely that land users will understand and implement the 
proposed Plan provisions relating to water allocation, particularly for 
groundwater.  
Risk of acting or not acting 
The risk of not acting is that the decision version will not provide a 
clear and certain definition, causing confusion about when the rules 
apply or are complied with. 
Decision about most appropriate option 
In my opinion the proposed amendment is the most appropriate way to 
address uncertainty identified in submissions and assessed in Issue 2.4. 

Refer to Issue 2.3 2 Interpretation Mean annual low flow 
(MALF) 

The naturalised average of the mean annual 
lowest flows measured in each year of a full site 
record with a duration of seven days. 

Effectiveness and efficiency 
The amendment will provide a clearer and more certain definition, thus 
increasing the efficiency of the proposed Plan. The recommended 
amendment maintains the intent of the definition in the proposed Plan 
and would not alter any outcome of the proposed Plan. 
Costs  
There are no costs associated with this recommendation. 
Benefits: (environmental, cultural, economic and social) 
There are environmental benefits from a clear and certain definition, as 
it is more likely that land users will understand and implement the 
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Amendment 
no./Submission no.  

Chapter Provision Text of provision with any recommended 
amendments 

Evaluation of amendment (section 32AA assessment)  

proposed Plan provisions relating to water allocation.  
Risk of acting or not acting 
The risk of not acting is that the decision version will not provide a 
clear and certain definition, causing confusion about when the rules 
apply or are complied with. 
Decision about most appropriate option 
In my opinion the proposed amendment is the most appropriate way to 
address uncertainty identified in submissions and assessed in Issue 2.3. 

 2 Interpretation Median flow No change  

 2 Interpretation Minimum flow No change   

Refer to Issues 2.3 
and 2.2 (consequential 
change) 

2 Interpretation Minimum flow or water 
level 

The flow or water level at which abstraction from a 
river or groundwater directly connected to 
surface water Direct connection (Category A) 
groundwater or High connection (Category B) 
groundwater is restricted by Wellington Regional 
Council (or required to cease). The flow in a river 
or water level in a lake may naturally drop below 
the interim minimum flow or water level following 
the restriction/suspension of abstractions. 

Consequential Change 
and  
Effectiveness and efficiency 
The amendment will provide a clearer and more certain definition, thus 
increasing the efficiency of the proposed Plan. The recommended 
amendment maintains the intent of the definition in the proposed Plan 
and would not alter any outcome of the proposed Plan. 
Costs  
There are no costs associated with this recommendation. 
Benefits: (environmental, cultural, economic and social) 
There are environmental benefits from a clear and certain definition, as 
it is more likely that land users will understand and implement the 
proposed Plan provisions relating to water allocation. 
Risk of acting or not acting 
The risk of not acting is that the decision version will not provide a 
clear and certain definition, causing confusion about when the rules 
apply or are complied with. 
Decision about most appropriate option 
In my opinion the proposed amendment is the most appropriate way to 
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Amendment 
no./Submission no.  

Chapter Provision Text of provision with any recommended 
amendments 

Evaluation of amendment (section 32AA assessment)  

address uncertainty identified in submissions and assessed in Issue 2.3. 

 2 Interpretation Minimum water level   

Refer to Issue 2.3 2 Interpretation Stepdown allocation A reduction in the core amount of water allocated 
from a river below the median flow when resource 
consents for the total take and use of water 
exceeds the amount of water available above the 
interim minimum flow when river flows are low to 
protect the minimum flow 

Effectiveness and efficiency 
The amendment will provide a clearer and more certain definition, thus 
increasing the efficiency of the proposed Plan. The recommended 
amendment maintains the intent of the definition in the proposed Plan 
and would not alter any outcome of the proposed Plan. 
Costs  
There are no costs associated with this recommendation. 
Benefits: (environmental, cultural, economic and social) 
There are environmental benefits from a clear and certain definition, as 
it is more likely that land users will understand and implement the 
proposed Plan provisions relating to water allocation.  
Risk of acting or not acting 
The risk of not acting is that the decision version will not provide a 
clear and certain definition, causing confusion about when the rules 
apply or are complied with. 
Decision about most appropriate option 
In my opinion the proposed amendment is the most appropriate way to 
address uncertainty identified in submissions and assessed in Issue 2.3. 

 2 Interpretation Sub-catchment   

 2 Interpretation Supplementary 
allocation 

  

Refer to Issue 2.4 2 Interpretation Surface water 
allocation 

The amount of water available for allocation as a 
limit that applies to Lake Wairarapa or a river up to 
its median flow and groundwater directly 
connected to the lake or river.  
The amount of water available for allocation, 

Effectiveness and efficiency 
The amendment will provide a clearer and more certain definition, thus 
increasing the efficiency of the proposed Plan. The recommended 
amendment maintains the intent of the definition in the proposed Plan 
and would not alter any outcome of the proposed Plan. 
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Amendment 
no./Submission no.  

Chapter Provision Text of provision with any recommended 
amendments 

Evaluation of amendment (section 32AA assessment)  

(excluding supplementary allocation above 
median flow), from: 

 Lakes, or 

 Rivers, or  

 Direct connection (Category A) 
groundwater, or 

 High connection (Category B) 
groundwater (stream depletion portion only) 

Costs  
There are no costs associated with this recommendation. 
Benefits: (environmental, cultural, economic and social) 
There are environmental benefits from a clear and certain definition, as 
it is more likely that land users will understand and implement the 
proposed Plan provisions relating to water allocation.  
Risk of acting or not acting 
The risk of not acting is that the decision version will not provide a 
clear and certain definition, causing confusion about when the rules 
apply or are complied with. 
Decision about most appropriate option 
In my opinion the proposed amendment is the most appropriate way to 
address uncertainty identified in submissions and assessed in Issue 2.4. 

Refer to Issue 3.2 2 Interpretation Unused water Where more than 25% of the maximum daily 
amount of water allocated to a person for use on a 
property they own or have an interest in, but not 
including water that is transferred for use at 
another location by means of a transfer permit, is 
demonstrated to not be used over a period of two 
consecutive years. Unused water does not apply 
to water allocated to a community or group 
drinking water supply. 

Effectiveness and efficiency 
The amendment will provide a clearer and more certain definition, thus 
increasing the efficiency of the proposed Plan. The recommended 
amendment maintains the intent of the definition in the proposed Plan 
and would not alter any outcome of the proposed Plan. 
Costs  
There are no costs associated with this recommendation. 
Benefits: (environmental, cultural, economic and social) 
There are environmental benefits from a clear and certain definition, as 
it is more likely that land users will understand and implement the 
proposed Plan provisions relating to water allocation. 
Risk of acting or not acting 
The risk of not acting is that the decision version will not provide a 
clear and certain definition, causing confusion about when the rules 
apply or are complied with. 
Decision about most appropriate option 
In my opinion the proposed amendment is the most appropriate way to 
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Amendment 
no./Submission no.  

Chapter Provision Text of provision with any recommended 
amendments 

Evaluation of amendment (section 32AA assessment)  

address uncertainty identified in submissions and assessed in Issue 3.2. 

 3 Objectives Objective O52: Efficient 
allocation 

The efficiency of allocation and use of water is 
improved and maximised through time., including 
by means of: 
(a) efficient infrastructure, and 
(b) good management practice, including 

irrigation, domestic municipal and industry 
practices, and  

(c) maximising reuse, recovery and recycling of 
water and contaminants, and 

(d) enabling water to be transferred between 
users, and 

(e) enabling water storage outside river beds. 

Effectiveness and efficiency 
The amendment will improve the clarity of the objective and remove 
the clauses that specify how the objective is to be achieved. The 
recommended amendments will increase the effectiveness and 
efficiency of the proposed Plan. The recommended amendments 
maintain the intent of the provisions in the proposed Plan and would 
not alter the meaning or any outcome of the proposed Plan. 
Costs  
There are no costs associated with this recommendation. 
Benefits: (environmental, cultural, economic and social) 
There are environmental, cultural, economic and social benefits from a 
clear objective. 
Risk of acting or not acting 
The risk of not acting is that the decision version will duplicate policies 
within an objective. 
Decision about most appropriate option 
In my opinion the proposed amendment is the most appropriate way to 
address uncertainty identified in submissions and assessed in Issue 3.2. 

 4 Policies 4.9 Taking, using, 
damming and diverting 
water 

  

Refer to Issues 2.2, 
2.4 and 2.6  

4 Policies Policy P107: Framework 
for taking and using 
water 

The framework for the take and use of water 
recognises: 
(a) groundwater connectivity to surface water 

shall be managed as described in Schedule P 
Table 4.1 (groundwater connectivity), and 

(b) the take and use of water does not exceed 
core allocation amounts provided for in the 

Policy P107: Effectiveness and efficiency 
The incorporation of Schedule P as a table within Policy P107 
increases the effectiveness and efficiency of the proposed Plan. 
Referring to core allocation provides clarity and consistency to the 
allocation provisions of the proposed Plan. The recommended 
amendments clarify how permitted and controlled activities and the 
take and use of water provided for under section 14(3)(b) and 14(3)(e) 
of the RMA are provided for in the proposed Plan. The recommended 
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Amendment 
no./Submission no.  

Chapter Provision Text of provision with any recommended 
amendments 

Evaluation of amendment (section 32AA assessment)  

Plan, and 
(c) minimum flows or water levels are 

managed in accordance with the Plan 
provisions, and 

(d) permitted and controlled activities provided 
for in the Plan and section 14(3)(b) and (e) 
takes are not included in the allocation 
amounts, or subject to minimum flows or 
water levels. 

amendments will increase the effectiveness and efficiency of the 
proposed Plan. The recommended amendments maintain the intent of 
the provisions in the proposed Plan and would not alter the meaning or 
any outcome of the proposed Plan. 
Costs  
There are no costs associated with the recommendation. 
Benefits: (environmental, cultural, economic and social) 
There are environmental, cultural, economic or social benefits from 
more clearly describing the allocation framework of the proposed Plan.  
Risk of acting or not acting 
The risk of not acting is that the decision version will not provide clear 
direction on the allocation framework of the proposed Plan. 
Decision about most appropriate option 
In my opinion the proposed amendments are the most appropriate way 
to address omissions and inaccuracies identified in submissions and 
assessed in Issues 2.2, 2.4 and 2.6. 
 
Table 4.1 :Effectiveness and efficiency 
The recommended amendments to Table 4.1 will provide for a clearer 
interpretation of groundwater categories and will increase the 
effectiveness and efficiency of the proposed Plan. The recommended 
amendments maintain the intent of the provisions in the proposed Plan 
and would not alter the meaning or any outcome of the proposed Plan. 
Costs  
There are no costs associated with the recommendation. 
Benefits: (environmental, cultural, economic and social) 
There are environmental, cultural, economic or social benefits from 
more clearly describing the allocation framework of the proposed Plan.  
Risk of acting or not acting 
The risk of not acting is that the decision version will not provide clear 
direction on the allocation framework of the proposed Plan. 
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Amendment 
no./Submission no.  

Chapter Provision Text of provision with any recommended 
amendments 

Evaluation of amendment (section 32AA assessment)  

Decision about most appropriate option 
In my opinion the proposed amendments are the most appropriate way 
to address omissions and inaccuracies identified in submissions and 
assessed in Issues 2.2. 
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Schedule P: Classifying and managing groundwater and surface water connectivity 

Schedule PTable 4.1: Classifying and managing groundwater and surface water connectivity 

Classification of connection 
between groundwater and surface 
water 

General description of the magnitude of surface water depletion effect and aquifer 
groundwater characteristics 

General management approach 

Direct 
connection 
(Category A) 
groundwater 

 

 

 

 

Groundwater 
directly 
connected to 
surface water 

Stream depletion effects begin almost immediately after the commencement of groundwater 
abstraction and increase rapidly over subsequent days. Over the course of weeks to months 
the volume of groundwater pumped almost entirely represents flow depletion from local 
surface waters. Depletion effects dissipate quickly when pumping stops.  

Direct connection (Category A) groundwater aquifers are generally shallow, highly 
permeable gravels that occur along the riparian margins of the main river systems. Direct 
connection (Category A) groundwater takes are expressed in litres/sec (L/sec) (based on 
a weekly average).  

 

Direct connection (Category A) groundwater  areas are generally shown in Figures 7.2, 
7.5, 7.6, 7.7, 7.8 and 7.9 in chapter 7; Figures 8.1 and 8.2 in chapter 8; and Figure 10.1 and 
10.2 in chapter 10. 

Groundwater takes in aquifers directly connected to surface water are subject to the same core 
allocation and restrictions as surface water takes unless there is clear hydrogeological evidence 
demonstrating that surface water depletion effects from takes are less than expected.  

Direct connection (Category A) groundwater takes are allocated from surface water 
allocation for the relevant catchment and sub catchment unit and are subject to restrictions 
outlined in Policy P115 and Schedule R. 

Where a groundwater take is located in an area shown in the whaitua chapters as Direct 
connection (Category A) groundwater and there is clear hydrogeological information 
demonstrating that surface water depletion effects from takes are less than expected, the take 
may be considered as High or Moderate connection (Category B) groundwater. Such clear 
new hydrogeological evidence may be advanced by a resource consent applicant seeking a 
new resource consent or an existing user amending an existing resource consent. 

Saltwater intrusion into an aquifer or the landward movement of the salt water/fresh water 
interface shall be prevented. 

High connection 
(Category B) 
groundwater 

Compared with takes in Direct connection (Category A) groundwater, the onset of stream 
depletion effects is less immediate and it often takes weeks rather than days for the effect to 
become significant. However, over the course of months the volume of groundwater pumped 
that is directly connected to surface water represents at least 60% flow depletion from local 
surface waters. Depletion effects dissipate more slowly than takes from Direct connection 
(Category A) groundwater when pumping stops. 

Category B groundwater aquifers that are directly connected to surface water are subject to the 
same core allocation and restrictions as surface water. Groundwater that is not directly 
connected to surface water is subject to separate groundwater core allocation. The allocation for 
individual takes at a location in category B groundwater is based on a pumping test that 
provides hydrogeological evidence demonstrating the effects of taking water on surface water. A 
pumping test is required by a resource consent applicant seeking a new resource consent or by 
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Schedule PTable 4.1: Classifying and managing groundwater and surface water connectivity 

Classification of connection 
between groundwater and surface 
water 

General description of the magnitude of surface water depletion effect and aquifer 
groundwater characteristics 

General management approach 

 

 

Groundwater 
not directly 
connected to 
surface water 

High connection (Category B) groundwater considered to be: available as surface water 
allocation is expressed in L/sec (based on a weekly average). Category B groundwater 
that is directly connected to surface water is:  

(a) groundwater with a rate of take at the point of abstraction (based on weekly average) 
of greater than 5L/sec, and 

(b) groundwater which over the course of a pumping season represents a flow depletion 
from local surface waters of greater than 60% of the rate of take or great than 
10L/sec. takes with a stream depletion effect from local surface waters of greater than 
60% of the rate of take OR a calculated maximum rate of stream depletion of greater 
than 10L/sec*. Stream depletion effect is calculated using an assessed pumping rate 
required to meet demand 9 out of every 10 years (90th percentile) over a 90 day 
maximum demand period. 

 

High connection (Category B) groundwater areas are generally shown in the Whaitua 
chapters at the locations and depths described in Figures 7.2, 7.3, 7.6, 7.8 and 7.9 in 
chapter 7; Figures 8.1 and 8.2 in chapter 8; and Figure 10.1 and 10.2 in chapter 10. Table 
7.5 in chapter 7, Table 8.3 in chapter 8 and Table 10.3 in chapter 10, Table 8.2 chapter 8 
and Table 10.2 in chapter 10. 

The component of category B groundwater takes considered to not be directly connected to 
surface water is the balance of the amount assessed as being directly connected (i.e. up to 
40%).  

an existing user with an existing resource consent seeking an increased amount of water.  

Due to the potential for category B groundwater aquifers to have a less direct effect on surface 
water than equivalent takes from category A areas, groundwater takes within category B with a 
weekly average abstraction rate less than 5 litres per second shall be managed solely as 
groundwater takes. 

High connection (Category B) groundwater is allocated from both surface and groundwater 
allocation amounts.  The calculated stream depletion effect is included in the surface water 
allocation for the relevant sub catchment management unit, while the remainder is included in 
the groundwater allocation for the relevant sub catchment management unit**.   

 

High connection (Category B) groundwater may be subject to restrictions outlined in Policy 
P115 and Schedule R.  

The management approach for individual takes at a location in High Connection (Category B) 
groundwater will be derived from hydrogeological information that appropriately 
characterises the potential effects of taking groundwater on hydraulically connected surface 
water. Hydrogeological information will be required by a resource consent applicant seeking a 
new resource consent or by an existing user with an existing resource consent seeking an 
increased amount of water.  

 

Due to the potential for category B groundwater aquifers to have a less direct effect on surface 
water than equivalent takes from category A areas, groundwater takes within category B High 
Connection (Category B) groundwater with a weekly average abstraction rate less than 5 
litres per second shall be managed solely as groundwater takes and are not subject to minimum 
flow restrictions. 

Saltwater intrusion into an aquifer or the landward movement of the salt water/fresh water 
interface shall be prevented. 
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Schedule PTable 4.1: Classifying and managing groundwater and surface water connectivity 

Classification of connection 
between groundwater and surface 
water 

General description of the magnitude of surface water depletion effect and aquifer 
groundwater characteristics 

General management approach 

Moderate 
connection 
(Category B) 
groundwater 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Compared with takes in Direct connection (category A) groundwater, the onset of stream 
depletion effects is less immediate and it often takes weeks rather than days for the effect to 
become significant. Depletion effects dissipate more slowly than takes from Direct 
connection (category A) groundwater when pumping stops. 

 

Moderate connection (Category B) groundwater is considered to be: 

(a) groundwater takes with a weekly average rate of abstraction of 5L/sec or less, or 

(b) groundwater takes with stream depletion effect from local surface waters of less than 
60% of the rate of take AND the calculated maximum rate of stream depletion of less 
than 10L/sec*. Stream depletion effect is calculated using an assessed pumping rate 
required to meet demand 9 out of every 10 years (90th percentile) over a 90 day 
maximum demand period. 

 

Moderate connection (Category B) groundwater areas are generally shown in the 
Whaitua chapters at the locations and depths described in Figures 7.2, 7.3, 7.6, 7.8 and 7.9 
in chapter 7; Figures 8.1 and 8.2 in chapter 8; and Figure 10.1 and 10.2 in chapter 10. Table 
7.5 in chapter 7, Table 8.3 in chapter 8 and Table 10.3 in chapter 10, Table 8.2 chapter 8 
and Table 10.2 in chapter 10. 

Moderate connection (Category B) groundwater is allocated from the groundwater allocation 
for the relevant sub catchment management unit. 

Moderate connection (Category B) groundwater is not subject to restrictions outlined in 
Policy P115 and schedule R.  

 

The management approach for individual takes at a location in Moderate connection 
(Category B) groundwater will be derived from hydrogeological information that appropriately 
characterises the potential effects of taking groundwater on hydraulically connected surface 
water. Hydrogeological information will be required by a resource consent applicant seeking a 
new resource consent or by an existing user with an existing resource consent seeking an 
increased amount of water.  

Limited 
connection 
(Category C) 
groundwater 

Groundwater takes may contribute to stream flow depletion at a catchment scale over the 
course of a pumping season but effects are much less immediate and significant than for 
Direct connection (Category A) groundwater, High connection (Category B) 
groundwater and Moderate connection (Category B) groundwater takes. 

Aquifers Groundwater with a limited degree of connection generally comprise low 
permeability geology and/or are the farthest removed from surface waters (e.g. deep 
confined aquifers). 

Limited connection (Category C) groundwater areas are generally shown in the Whaitua 
chapters at the locations and depths described in Figures 7.2-7.9 in chapter 7, Figures 8.1-
8.2 in chapter 8, and Figure 10.1 in chapter 10. 

Takes from category C groundwater are not subject to core allocation and restrictions that relate 
to surface water but rely on separate core allocation for groundwater in whaitua chapters 7 and 
8. 

Limited connection (Category C) groundwater is allocated from the groundwater allocation 
for the relevant sub catchment management unit. 

Limited connection (Category C) groundwater is not subject to restrictions outlined in Policy 
P115 and schedule R.  

Where a groundwater take is located in an area shown in the Whaitua chapters as Limited 
connection (Category C) groundwater and there is clear hydrogeological evidence 
demonstrating that surface water depletion effects from take is greater than expected, the take 
may be considered as High connection (Category B) groundwater. 

A pumping test is required by a resource consent applicant seeking a new resource consent or 
by an existing user with an existing resource consent seeking an increased amount of water. 

* For small streams in the Kāpiti Whaitua, if the stream depletion factor is less than 60%, a groundwater take is considered to have a High connection if the stream depletion effect is greater than:  
 10 L/sec in streams with a MALF greater than 100 L/sec, or  
 10% of MALF in streams with a MALF less than 100 L/sec 

** In the Hutt Whaitua, the total groundwater allocated for a groundwater take is included in the Lower Hutt groundwater catchment management unit. In addition to this, the stream depletion effect (based on a stream 
depletion factor of 0.5) is included in the Te Awa Kairangi / Hutt River catchment management unit.
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Consequential 
changes Issue 2.2 

4 Policies Policy P108: Integrating 
groundwater and surface 
water 

The connectivity of groundwater and surface water 
shall be managed as described in Schedule P 
Table 4.1 (groundwater connectivity) and 
groundwater shall be allocated from one of two 
sources: 
(a) groundwater directly connected to surface 

water Direct connection (Category A) 
groundwater and High connection 
(Category B) groundwater within the core 
allocation for surface water, or 

(b) groundwater not directly connected to 
surface water Moderate  connection 
(Category B) groundwater and Limited 
connection (Category C) groundwater 
within the core allocation for groundwater. 

Consequential Change 

 4 Policies Policy P109: Lapse dates 
affecting water takes 

No change  

Refer to Issue 1 4 Policies Policy P110: National 
Policy Statement for 
Freshwater Management 
requirements for water 
takes, damming and 
diversion 

When considering any application the consent 
authority shall have regard to the following matters:  
(a) the extent to which the change would 

adversely affect safeguarding the life-
supporting capacity of fresh water and of any 
associated ecosystem, and 

(b) the extent to which it is feasible and 
dependable that any adverse effect on the 
life-supporting capacity of fresh water and of 
any associated ecosystem resulting from the 
change would be avoided. 

This policy applies to:  
(a) any new activity, and  
 
(b) any change in the character, intensity or 

scale of any established activity – 
that involves any taking, using, damming or 
diverting of fresh water or draining of any natural 

Effectiveness and efficiency 
The recommended change to Policy P110 will ensure Policy P110 is 
consistent with NPS-FM Policy B7. The recommended amendments 
will increase the effectiveness and efficiency of the proposed Plan. 
The recommended amendments maintain the intent of the information 
provided in the proposed Plan and would not alter the meaning or any 
outcome of the proposed Plan. 
Costs  
There are no costs associated with the recommendation. 
Benefits: (environmental, cultural, economic and social) 
There are environmental, cultural, economic or social benefits from 
being consistent with the NPS-FM.  
Risk of acting or not acting 
The risk of not acting is that Policy P110 will be inconsistent with NPS-
FM Policy B7. 
Decision about most appropriate option 
In my opinion the proposed amendment is the most appropriate way to 
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wetland wetland which is likely to result in any 
more than minor adverse change in the natural 
variability of flows or level of any fresh water, 
compared to that which immediately preceded the 
commencement of the new activity or the change 
in the established activity (or in the case of a 
change in an intermittent or seasonal activity, 
compared to that on the last occasion on which the 
activity was carried-out). 
This policy does not apply to any application for 
consent first lodged before the National Policy 
Statement for Freshwater Management 2011 took 
effect on 1 July 2011. 

ensure consistency with NPS-FM Policy B7. 

Refer to Issue 3.1 
RMA amendment 

4 Policies Policy P111: Water takes 
at minimum flows and 
water levels 

The take and use of water shall not occur when 
flows or water levels fall below minimum flows or 
water levels in the whaitua chapters (chapters 7-
11), with the exception that water is available 
below minimum flows or water levels: 
(a) for firefighting, an individual’s reasonable 

domestic needs and the reasonable needs of 
an individual’s person’s animals for drinking 
water as provided for by section 14(3)(b) and 
14(3)(e) of the Resource Management Act 
1991, or 

 
(b) for the take and use of water permitted by 

rules in the Plan, or 
 

(c) as authorised by resource consents in 
accordance with Policy P108P115. 

Effectiveness and efficiency 
The recommended change to Policy P111 will ensure Policy P111is 
consistent with section 14(3)(b) of the RMA. The recommended 
amendments will increase the effectiveness and efficiency of the 
proposed Plan. The recommended amendments maintain the intent of 
the information provided in the proposed Plan and would not alter the 
meaning or any outcome of the proposed Plan. 
Costs  
There are no costs associated with the recommendation. 
Benefits: (environmental, cultural, economic and social) 
There are environmental, cultural, economic or social benefits from 
more clearly describing the circumstances when Policy P111 will be 
used to support the outcomes sought by the proposed Plan.  
Risk of acting or not acting 
The risk of not acting is that the decision version will not be consistent 
with section 14(3)(b) of the RMA. 
Decision about most appropriate option 
In my opinion the proposed amendment is the most appropriate way to 
ensure consistency with section 14(3)(b) of the RMA. 

Refer to Issue 3.1 4 Policies Policy P112: Priorities in 
drought and serious 

In times of drought and serious water shortage 
when flows or water levels fall below the minimum 

Effectiveness and efficiency 
The recommended change to Policy P112 will provide for clearer 
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water shortage flows or water levels in the whaitua chapters of 
the Plan (chapters 7-11), water takes shall be 
limited to that required for firefighting, human 
health needs of people, animal drinking water 
and rootstock protection. 

direction on the priorities of water use during a serious water shortage, 
thus increasing the efficiency of the proposed Plan. The recommended 
amendment maintains the intent of the information provided in the 
proposed Plan and would not alter the meaning or any outcome of the 
proposed Plan. 
Costs  
There are no costs associated with the recommendation. A serious 
water shortage where a water shortage direction is issued is unlikely to 
occur within 5 days of a river falling below minimum flow. Rootstock 
protection can only be authorised for 5 days after a river falls below 
minimum, therefore, there will be no costs to those who require 
rootstock protection.  
Benefits: (environmental, cultural, economic and social) 
There are environmental, cultural, economic or social benefits from 
more clearly describing the circumstances when Policy P112 will be 
used to support the outcomes sought by the proposed Plan.  
Risk of acting or not acting 
The risk of not acting is that the decision version will not provide clear 
direction on the priorities for water during a drought and serious water 
shortage. 
Decision about most appropriate option 
In my opinion the proposed amendment is the most appropriate way to 
address the submissions assessed in Issue 3.1. 
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Refer to Issue 2.2 
consequential 
changes 

4 Policies Policy P113: Core 
allocation for rivers 

The maximum allocation amounts for rivers (and 
their tributaries) and directly connected 
groundwater Direct connection (Category A) 
groundwater and High connection (Category B) 
groundwater not listed in Rules R.R1, WH.R1 and 
K.R1 in the whaitua chapters of the Plan (chapters 
7, 8 and 10) is:  
(a) for rivers with mean flows of greater than 

5m3/sec, 50% of the mean annual low flow, 
or  

(a) for rivers with mean flows of less than or 
equal to 5m3/sec, 30% of the mean annual 
low flow. 

Consequential change 

Refer to Issue 3.1 4 Policies Policy P114: Priorities 
when demand exceeds 
supply 

When the total take and use of water allocated by 
resource consents above minimum flows or 
water levels exceeds the core allocation amount, 
the take and use of water shall be allocated 
according to the following priorities, in order of 
importance: 
(a) the health needs of people, and 
(b) stock drinking water, and 
(c) other values. 
The take and use of water for the health needs of 
people by community drinking water supply or a 
group drinking water supply shall be a priority over 
other uses. 

Effectiveness and efficiency 
The recommendation to rewrite Policy P114 will provide for clear 
direction as to the priority of water for the health needs of people, thus 
increasing the efficiency of the proposed Plan. The recommended 
amendments maintain the intent of the information provided in the 
proposed Plan and would not alter the meaning or any outcome of the 
proposed Plan. 
Costs  
There are no costs associated with the recommendation. 
Benefits: (environmental, cultural, economic and social) 
There are environmental, cultural, economic or social benefits from 
more clearly describing the priority of water that will support the 
outcomes sought by the proposed Plan.  
Risk of acting or not acting 
The risk of not acting is that the decision version will contain a Policy 
that is inconsistent with the corresponding rules.  
Decision about most appropriate option 
In my opinion the proposed amendment is the most appropriate way to 
address submissions assessed in Issue 3.1. 
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Refer to Issue 2.2, 2.3,  
and 3.1 

4 Policies Policy P115: Authorising 
takes below minimum 
flows and lake levels 

The take and use of water may be authorised 
below minimum flows or lake  water levels 
established in whaitua chapters of the Plan 
(chapters 7-11) for: 
(a) the health needs of people as part of group 

drinking water supply or community 
drinking water supply, and 

(b) the water used by industry from a 
community drinking water supply for a 
period of seven years from the date of public 
notification of the Proposed Natural 
Resources Plan (31.07.2015), and 

(c) water races for the purpose of supplying 
water for the health needs of people and 
animal drinking water, and 

(d) permanent horticultural or viticultural root 
crops (excluding pasture species, animal 
fodder crops and maize), where an 
application is for the replacement of an 
existing resource consent,  for the sole 
purpose of avoiding their death provided: 
(i) the water shall only be available five 

days (120 hours) after minimum flow 
or water level cessation take 
restrictions are imposed and where no 
practical alternative sources of water 
are available or accessible, and 

(ii) the amount of water needed shall be 
determined following consideration of 
the extent and type of crop(s) and the 
risk of crop death in drought situations, 
and 

(e) direct connection (category A) 
groundwater which shall be required to 
reduce the take by 50% of the amount 
consented above minimum flows or water 
level, and 

Consequential changes  
 and  
Effectiveness and efficiency 
The recommended changes to Policy P115 to provide for water to be 
supplied to water races below minimum flow in order to supply water 
for the health needs of people and for animal drinking water is effective 
as ceasing the take at minimum flow is likely to have potential effects 
on the environment. The recommended changes to Policy P115 will 
also limit the amount of water available for rootstock protection to 
those who already have resource consents for the irrigation of 
rootstock crops. The changes provide clearer direction as to when 
Policy P115 applies, thus increasing the effectiveness and efficiency of 
the proposed Plan. The recommended amendments maintain the 
intent of the information provided in the proposed Plan and would not 
alter the meaning or any outcome of the proposed Plan. 
Costs  
There are no costs for existing resource consent holders associated 
with the recommendation. There are no current applications for 
resource consent to take and use water where the take and use is for 
rootstock. 
Benefits: (environmental, cultural, economic and social) 
There are environmental benefits from continuing to provide for water 
to be taken below minimum flow for the water races. There are also 
environmental, cultural, economic or social benefits from more clearly 
describing the circumstances when Policy P115 will be used to support 
the outcomes sought by the proposed Plan.  
Risk of acting or not acting 
The risk of not acting is that the decision version of the Plan would 
potentially cause adverse effects on the environment in the vicinity of 
the water races. Not acting will also potentially allow an increase in the 
number of resource consents that could take water below minimum 
flows for rootstock protection. 
Decision about most appropriate option 
In my opinion the proposed amendment is the most appropriate way to 
address submissions and assessed in Issue 2.3 and 3.1. 
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(f) High connection (category B) groundwater 
(directly connected), Moderate connection 
(category B) groundwater (not directly 
connected) and Limited connection 
(category C) groundwater.  

Refer to Issue 3.2 4 Policies Policy P116: Reallocating 
water 

Water that becomes available from resource 
consents that are surrendered, lapsed, cancelled 
or not replaced, and by existing resource 
consents that are replaced for a lesser amount 
shall not be reallocated if the core allocation 
allocation amounts identified in Rules R.R1, 
WH.R1 and K.R1 in the whaitua chapters of the 
Plan (chapters 7, 8 and 10) is exceeded.  

Effectiveness and efficiency 
The recommended amendment to Policy P116 will ensure water is not 
reallocated where the allocation amounts in the proposed Plan are 
exceeded. The recommended amendments will increase the 
effectiveness and efficiency of the proposed Plan. The recommended 
amendments maintain the intent of the provisions in the proposed Plan 
and would not alter the meaning or any outcome of the proposed Plan. 
Costs  
There are no costs associated with the recommendation. 
Benefits: (environmental, cultural, economic and social) 
There are environmental benefits from reducing the amount of water 
allocated, where the core allocation exceeds the allocation amounts.  
Risk of acting or not acting 
The risk of not acting is that the decision version will not reduce the 
amount of water allocated in situations where the core allocation 
exceeds the allocation amounts. 
Decision about most appropriate option 
In my opinion the proposed amendment is the most appropriate way to 
address omissions and inaccuracies identified in submissions and 
assessed in Issue 3.2. 

Refer to Issue 2.5 4 Policies Policy P117: 
Supplementary allocation 
amounts at flows above 
the median flow 

In addition to core allocation, supplementary 
allocation water is available from rivers at flows 
above median flow in the following amounts: 
(a) For rivers with mean flows of greater than 

5m3/sec, up to 50% of the flow in the river  
above the median flow, or 

(b) For rivers with mean flows of less than or 
equal to 5m3/sec, up to 10% of the total 
amount of flow in the river  

Effectiveness and efficiency 
The recommended amendment to Policy P117 provides a greater 
degree of protection to smaller rivers and streams. The recommended 
amendments will increase the effectiveness of the proposed Plan. The 
recommended amendments maintain the intent of the provisions in the 
proposed Plan and would not alter the meaning or any outcome of the 
proposed Plan 
. 
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provided flushing flows and a portion of flow 
above the median flow remains in the river to 
meet Objective O25. 

Costs  
There are no costs associated with the recommendation. 
Benefits: (environmental, cultural, economic and social) 
There are environmental benefits from ensuring the natural flow 
regime of a river is not compromised. 
Risk of acting or not acting 
The risk of not acting is that the decision version will potentially allow 
significant effects to occur on smaller rivers.  
Decision about most appropriate option 
In my opinion the proposed amendment is the most appropriate way to 
address submissions and is assessed in Issue 2.5. 

 4 Policies Policy P118: Reasonable 
and efficient use 

  

Refer to Issue 3.2 4 Policies Policy P119: Unused 
water 

Unused water allocated to an existing resource 
consent (excluding existing resource consents 
for community or group drinking water 
supplies)  may be re-allocated to the same user 
when the existing resource consent is replaced, 
or the abstraction rate is changed, only if the 
consent holder can demonstrate how the unused 
water will be used within four years, including by 
means of: 
(a) a capital expenditure programme linked to the 

purpose water is used for, and 
 

(b) satisfying the reasonable and efficient use 
criteria identified in Schedule Q (efficient use) 

Effectiveness and efficiency 
The recommended amendments to Policy P119 will provide greater 
certainty to community or group drinking water supplies that Policy 
P119 does not apply to them. The recommended amendments will 
increase the effectiveness and efficiency of the proposed Plan. The 
recommended amendments maintain the intent of the provisions in the 
proposed Plan and would not alter the meaning or any outcome of the 
proposed Plan. 
Costs  
There are no costs associated with the recommendation. 
Benefits: (environmental, cultural, economic and social) 
There are environmental, cultural, economic or social benefits from 
rule conditions that are certain and enforceable and will contribute to 
achieve the outcomes sought by the proposed Plan.  
Risk of acting or not acting 
The risk of not acting is that the decision version will not provide 
certainty for community and group drinking water supplies with regard 
to unused water.  
Decision about most appropriate option 
In my opinion the proposed amendment is the most appropriate way to 
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address omissions and inaccuracies identified in submissions and 
assessed in Issue 3.2. 

 4 Policies Policy P120: Taking 
water for storage 

No Change  

Refer to Issue 4.1 4 Policies Policy P121: Preventing 
salt water intrusion 

Taking groundwater shall avoid salt water intrusion 
into an aquifer or landward movement of the salt 
water/fresh water interface, including by: 
(a) cessation of groundwater takes in a 

catchment management unit on the Kāpiti 
Coast when the water level at the foreshore 
falls below 1m above mean sea level 
(Wellington vertical datum 1953) (based on 
groundwater levels averaged over three 
days), and 

(b) maintaining water levels at 2m above mean 
sea level (Wellington vertical datum 1953) at 
the foreshore of the Hutt Valley aquifer zone 
shown in Figure 8.2, chapter 8: Wellington 
Harbour and Hutt Whaitua, (based on 
groundwater levels averaged over 24 hours) 
and cessation of water takes when the water 
level falls below 1.7m above mean sea level 
(Wellington vertical datum 1953). 

Schedule 1(16)(2) – minor error correction 

 4 Policies Policy P122: Flow 
variability 

  

 4 Policies Policy P123: Direct, 
cumulative adverse 
effects 

  

 4 Policies Policy P124: Surface 
water intakes 

  

 4 Policies Policy P125: Taking of 
groundwater 
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Refer to Issue 4.2 4 Policies Policy P126: Site 
dewatering 

Localised land subsidence that affects structures 
shall be avoided or and any more than minor 
adverse effects of dewatering on existing 
groundwater users or flows, levels or quality of 
surface water shall be minimised the following 
shall be shall be avoided, remedied or mitigated:  
(a) the ecosystem functioning of connected water 

bodies, and  
(b) the reliability of supply for existing surface 

and ground water users, and  
(c) the quality of surface or groundwater, and 
(d) the contamination of land. 

Effectiveness and efficiency 
The recommended amendments to Policy P126 will ensure the 
associated effects of dewatering are appropriately managed. The 
recommended amendments will increase the effectiveness and 
efficiency of the proposed Plan. The recommended amendments 
maintain the intent of the provisions in the proposed Plan and would 
not alter the meaning or any outcome of the proposed Plan. 
Costs  
There are no costs associated with the recommendation. 
Benefits: (environmental, cultural, economic and social) 
There are environmental, cultural, economic or social benefits from 
ensuring the effects of dewatering are managed appropriately and will 
contribute to achieve the outcomes sought by the proposed Plan.  
Risk of acting or not acting 
The risk of not acting is that the decision version will provide not 
provide adequate protection from the effects of dewatering. 
Decision about most appropriate option 
In my opinion the proposed amendment is the most appropriate way to 
address omissions and inaccuracies in submissions and assessed in 
Issue 4.2. 

Refer to Issue 4.1 4 Policies Policy P127: Backflow of 
contaminants 

There shall be no backflow to surface water or 
groundwater of contaminants from any: 
(a) industrial process, and 
(b) equipment or infrastructure which is used to 

irrigate land or used to apply animal effluent, 
agrichemicals or nutrients. 

Effectiveness and efficiency 
The recommended change to Policy P127 will require industrial 
process to prevent backflow, thus increasing the effectiveness of the 
proposed Plan. The recommended amendment maintains the intent of 
the information provided in the proposed Plan and would not alter the 
meaning or any outcome of the proposed Plan. 
Costs  
There are likely costs to be associated with the recommendation, as 
backflow prevention measures will need to be installed for industrial 
processes. However, it is likely backflow prevention measures are 
already in place as a result of good practice. 
Benefits: (environmental, cultural, economic and social) 
There are environmental benefits from including industrial processes in 
Policy P127 as it will ensure contamination of surface water and 
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groundwater due to backflow will be minimised. 
Risk of acting or not acting 
The risk of not acting is that the decision version will not provide 
adequate protection of surface water and groundwater. 
Decision about most appropriate option 
In my opinion the proposed amendment is the most appropriate way to 
address the omissions raised in submissions and assessed in Issue 
4.1. 

 4 Policies Policy P128: Transfer of 
resource consents 

  

 4 Policies Policy P129: Minimum 
flows and water levels 

  

 4 Policies Policy P130: Bores   

 4 Policies Policy P131: Bores no 
longer required 

  

Refer to Issue 2.6 5 Rules 5.6.2 Take and use of 
water 

In addition to the rules in Section 5.6.2, rules in 
chapters 7 to 11 of the Plan on the take and use of 
water also apply. 
The take and use of water for:  

 reasonable domestic needs or reasonable 
needs for animal drinking is provided for by 
section 14(3)(b) of the RMA and the taking or 
use does not, or is not likely to have an 
adverse effect on the environment, and  

 emergency or training purposes in 
accordance with section 48 of the Fire and 
Emergency New Zealand Act 2017 is 
provided for by section 14(3)(e) of the RMA  

Rules R136, R137, R138, R139, R140, R141 and 
R142 provide for water to be taken and used in 
addition to those purposes.  

Effectiveness and efficiency 
The recommended amendments to Section 5.6.2 will provide greater 
certainty for users of water. The recommended amendments clarify 
how the rules of the proposed Plan fit with the take and use of water 
provided for under section 14(3)(b) and 14(3)(e) of the RMA. The 
recommended amendments will increase the effectiveness and 
efficiency of the proposed Plan. The recommended amendments 
maintain the intent of the provisions in the proposed Plan and would 
not alter the meaning or any outcome of the proposed Plan. 
Costs  
There are no costs associated with the recommendation. 
Benefits: (environmental, cultural, economic and social) 
There are environmental, cultural, economic or social benefits from 
clearly describing the relationship of the water allocation rules of the 
proposed Plan with section 14(3)(b) and 14(3)(e) of the RMA.  
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Risk of acting or not acting 
The risk of not acting is that the decision version will not provide 
certainty for water users.  
Decision about most appropriate option 
In my opinion the proposed amendment is the most appropriate way to 
address omissions and inaccuracies identified in submissions and 
assessed in Issue 2.6. 

Refer to Issue 2.6 5 Rules Rule R136: Take and use 
of water - permitted 
activity 

The take and use of water from a surface water 
body (other than a water race that is permitted by 
Rule R138) or groundwater is a permitted activity, 
provided the following conditions are met: 
(a) the total take and use per property shall not 

exceed the following rates and volumes, and 

Property size Rate  Volume 
per day 

Greater than 
20ha 

2.5L/s 20m3 

Less than 20ha 2.5L/s 10m3 

 
(b) the take of groundwater does not adversely 

affect reliability of supply from properly 
constructed, efficient and fully functioning 
nearby bores, and 

(c) where the take and use is from surface 
water body, a fish screen with a minimum 
mesh size of 3mm shall be installed to 
prevent fish entering the intake fish are 
prevented from entering the water intake, and 

(d) the water is not taken from a natural 
wetland, or from within 50m of a natural 
wetland, and 

(e) no water shall run to waste, and 
(f) at the written request of the Wellington 

Regional Council a water meter is installed 

Effectiveness and efficiency 
The recommended amendments to Rule R136 will provide greater 
certainty for users of water. The recommended deletion of the note 
together with the recommended amendments to Section 5.6.2 clarify 
how the rules of the proposed Plan fit with the take and use of water 
provided for under section 14(3)(b) and 14(3)(e) of the RMA. The 
recommended condition change will provided greater clarity about the 
type of fish screen required. The recommended amendments will 
increase the effectiveness and efficiency of the proposed Plan. The 
recommended amendments maintain the intent of the provisions in the 
proposed Plan and would not alter the meaning or any outcome of the 
proposed Plan. 
Costs  
There are no costs associated with the recommendation. 
Benefits: (environmental, cultural, economic and social) 
There are environmental, cultural, economic or social benefits from 
clearly describing the relationship of the water allocation rules of the 
proposed Plan with section 14(3)(b) and 14(3)(e) of the RMA. There 
are also environmental cultural, economic or social benefits from more 
clearly describing the type of fish screen required.  
Risk of acting or not acting 
The risk of not acting is that the decision version will not provide 
certainty for water users or clear direction on the type of fish screen 
required. 
Decision about most appropriate option 
In my opinion the proposed amendment is the most appropriate way to 
address omissions and inaccuracies identified in submissions and 
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and daily water use records are kept and 
provided to the Wellington Regional Council. 

Note 
Section 14(31)(b) of the Resource Management 
Act 1991 provides for firefighting and an 
individual’s reasonable domestic needs and the 
reasonable needs of an individual’s animals for 
drinking water. The take and use does not, or is 
not likely to, have an adverse effect on the 
environment. 

assessed in Issue 2.6. 

Refer to Issue 2.6 5 Rules Rule R137: Farm dairy 
washdown and milk-
cooling water - permitted 
activity 

The take and use of water from a surface water 
body (other than a water race that is permitted by 
Rule R138) or groundwater for the purpose of farm 
dairy washdown and milk cooling on a dairy 
milking platform is a permitted activity, provided 
the following conditions are met: 
(a) the take shall be for a single property, and 
(b) the total take shall be no more than 70L per 

day per head stock unit based on the 
maximum herd size on the property at any 
time during the three years prior to the date of 
public notification of the Proposed Natural 
Resources Plan (31.07.2015), and 

(c) the take of groundwater does not adversely 
affect reliability of supply from properly 
constructed, efficient and fully functioning 
nearby bores, and 

(d) where the take and use is from surface 
water body, a fish screen with a minimum 
mesh size of 3mm shall be installed to 
prevent fish entering the intake fish are 
prevented from entering the water intake, and  

(e) the water is not taken from a natural 
wetland, or from within 50m of a natural 
wetland, and 

(f) all practicable measures for recycling of 

Schedule 1(16)(2) – minor error correction 
and 
Effectiveness and efficiency 
The recommended amendments to Rule R137 will provide greater 
certainty for users of water. The recommended change to condition (b) 
corrects an error. The recommended change to condition (d) will 
provided greater clarity about the type of fish screen required. The 
recommended change to (f) will provide greater clarity as to the type of 
water recycling to be implemented. The recommended amendments 
will increase the effectiveness and efficiency of the proposed Plan. 
The recommended amendments maintain the intent of the provisions 
in the proposed Plan and would not alter the meaning or any outcome 
of the proposed Plan. 
Costs  
There are no costs associated with the recommendation. 
Benefits: (environmental, cultural, economic and social) 
There are environmental cultural, economic or social benefits from 
more clearly describing the type of fish screen required.  
Risk of acting or not acting 
The risk of not acting is that the decision version will not provide 
certainty for water users or clear direction on the type of fish screen 
required,  the type of water recycling water to be implemented if 
practicable and will allow more water to be taken (head vs stock unit) 
under the permitted rule. 
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uncontaminated washdown milk-cooling 
water are implemented, and 

(g) at the written request of the Wellington 
Regional Council a water meter is installed 
and daily water use records are kept and 
provided to the Wellington Regional Council.  

Note 
Water taken for farm dairy washdown and cooling 
water may be taken in addition to water taken 
under Rule R136. 
In respect of condition (b) the Wellington Regional 
Council holds a record of the maximum herd size 
on the property using information obtained from 
the property owner in compliance with a resource 
consent obtained under Rule R83. 

Decision about most appropriate option 
In my opinion the proposed amendment is the most appropriate way to 
address omissions and inaccuracies identified in submissions and 
assessed in Issue 2.6. 

Refer to Issue 2.6 5 Rules Rule R138: Water races - 
permitted activity 

The take and use of water from a water race by a 
single property (that is not already permitted by 
Rule R136 or Rule R137) shown on Map 28 is a 
permitted activity, provided the take and use is 
authorised within the by a resource consent held 
by the territorial authority controlling the water 
race. 
Note  
Water races shown on Map 28 are under territorial 
authority control and the approval of the relevant 
territorial authority is required to take water from a 
water race. 

Effectiveness and efficiency 
The recommended amendments to Rule R138 will provide greater 
certainty for users of water from water races. The recommended 
amendments clarify how the rule fits with the resource consent held by 
the territorial authorities. The recommended amendments will increase 
the effectiveness and efficiency of the proposed Plan. The 
recommended amendments maintain the intent of the provisions in the 
proposed Plan and would not alter the meaning or any outcome of the 
proposed Plan. 
Costs  
There are no costs associated with the recommendation. 
Benefits: (environmental, cultural, economic and social) 
There are environmental, cultural, economic or social benefits from 
clearly describing the take and use of water from water races.  
Risk of acting or not acting 
The risk of not acting is that the decision version will not provide 
certainty for water users.  
Decision about most appropriate option 
In my opinion the proposed amendment is the most appropriate way to 
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address omissions and inaccuracies identified in submissions and 
assessed in Issue 2.6. 

 5 Rules Rule R139: Pumping test 
- permitted activity 

No change  

Refer to Issue 4.2 5 Rules Rule R140: Dewatering - 
permitted activity 

The use of land, the take of groundwater and the 
associated diversion and discharge of that water 
for the purpose of dewatering a site, including but 
not limited to, maintenance, excavation, 
construction or geotechnical testing, is a permitted 
activity, provided the following conditions are met: 
(a) the take continues only for the time required 

to carry out the work but does not exceed one 
month, and  

(b) the take and diversion and discharge is not 
from, onto or into contaminated land or 
potentially contaminated land, and 

(c) the take does not cause ground subsidence, 
and 

(d) the take does not deplete water in a water 
body, and 

(e) there is no flooding beyond the boundary of 
the property 

(f) A discharge to water, or onto or into land 
where it may enter water meets the 
conditions of Rule R42. 

Note 
Discharges to water, or onto or into land where it 
may enter water related to dewatering are 
provided for by Rule R42. 

Effectiveness and efficiency 
The recommended amendments (in conjunction with the 
recommended amendment to the definition of dewatering) provide a 
clearer and more certain provisions relating to dewatering thus 
increasing the efficiency of the proposed Plan. The recommended 
amendment maintains the intent of the provisions in the proposed Plan 
and would not alter any outcome of the proposed Plan. 
Costs  
There are no costs associated with this recommendation. 
Benefits: (environmental, cultural, economic and social) 
There are environmental benefits from a clear and certain provisions, 
as it is more likely that those undertaking dewatering activities will 
understand and implement the proposed Plan provisions relating to 
dewatering.  
Risk of acting or not acting 
The risk of not acting is that the decision version will not provide a 
clear and certain provisions, causing confusion about when the rules 
apply or are complied with.  
Decision about most appropriate option 
In my opinion the proposed amendment is the most appropriate way to 
address uncertainty identified in submissions and assessed in Issue 
4.2. 

Refer to Issue 2.5  Rule R140A: Take and 
use of water from a water 
storage facility 

The take and use of water from a water storage 
facility located outside a river bed, is a permitted 
activity provided the take and use of water to fill 
the storage facility is authorised by a resource 

Effectiveness and efficiency 
The recommended new rule provides certainty that resource consent 
is not required for taking water from a storage facility, thus increasing 
the efficiency of the proposed Plan. The recommended amendment 
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consent or Rule R136. maintains the intent of the definition in the proposed Plan and would 
not alter any outcome of the proposed Plan. 
Costs  
There are no costs associated with this recommendation. 
Benefits: (environmental, cultural, economic and social) 
There are economic and social benefits from providing certainty for 
those with water storage facilities to understand and implement the 
proposed Plan provisions.  
Risk of acting or not acting 
The risk of not acting is that the decision version will not provide a 
clear direction on the use of water from a water storage facility, 
causing confusion about when the rules apply or are complied with.  
Decision about most appropriate option 
In my opinion the proposed amendment is the most appropriate way to 
address uncertainty identified in submissions and assessed in Issue . 

Refer to Issue 2.6 5 Rules Rule R141: Take and use 
of water not permitted - 
controlled activity 

The take and use of water from a surface water 
body or groundwater is a controlled activity, 
provided the following conditions are met: 
(a) the take and use was in existence on a 

property less than 20ha in size at the date of 
public notification of the Proposed Natural 
Resources Plan (31.07.2015), and 

(b) the total take and use per property, in 
combination with permitted activity Rule 
R136, shall not exceed 20m3 per day at a 
rate of no more than 2.5L/s, and 

(c) the take of groundwater does not adversely 
affect reliability of supply from properly 
constructed, efficient and fully functioning 
nearby bores, and 

(d) where the take and use is from surface 
water body, a fish screen with a minimum 
mesh size of 3mm shall be installed to 
prevent fish entering the intake fish are 
prevented from entering the water intake, 

Schedule 1(16)(2) – minor error correction 
and 
Effectiveness and efficiency 
The recommended change to condition (d) will provided greater clarity 
about the type of fish screen required. The recommended 
amendments will increase the effectiveness and efficiency of the 
proposed Plan. The recommended amendments maintain the intent of 
the provisions in the proposed Plan and would not alter the meaning or 
any outcome of the proposed Plan. 
Costs  
There are no costs associated with the recommendation. 
Benefits: (environmental, cultural, economic and social) 
There are environmental cultural, economic or social benefits from 
more clearly describing the type of fish screen required.  
Risk of acting or not acting 
The risk of not acting is that the decision version will not provide 
certainty for water users or clear direction on the type of fish screen 
required. 
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and 
(e) the water is not taken from a natural 

wetland or within 50m of a natural wetland, 
and 

(f) no water shall run to waste. 
Matters of control  
1. Supply and contents of water use records 

Decision about most appropriate option 
In my opinion the proposed amendment is the most appropriate way to 
address omissions and inaccuracies identified in submissions and 
assessed in Issue 2.6. 

 5 Rules Rule R142: All other take 
and use - discretionary 
activity 

  

 5 Rules 5.6.3 Transferring water 
permits 

  

 5 Rules Rule R143: Temporary 
water permit transfers - 
controlled activity 

  

Refer to Issue 2.3 5 Rules Rule R144: Transferring 
water permits - restricted 
discretionary activity 

The transfer of the whole or part of a water permit 
for the take and use of water that does not meet 
the conditions of Rule R143 or that is for a period 
of more than one year is a restricted discretionary 
activity, provided the following conditions are met: 
(a) the transfer is: 

(i) within the same catchment 
management sub-unit for takes within 
the Ruamāhanga Whaitua (chapter 7), 
or 

(ii) within the same catchment 
management unit for takes within any 
other whaitua (chapters 8-11), and 

(b) the reliability of supply for existing lawfully 
established water takes is not reduced, and 

(c) the take shall not occur when flows or water 
levels fall below the minimum flows or 
water levels in chapters 7-11 of the Plan, 

Schedule 1(16)(2) – minor error correction 
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and 
(d) there is no increase in saline intrusion into the 

aquifer, or landward movement of the salt 
water/fresh water interface. 

Matters for discretion 
1. The reasonable and efficient use of water, 

including the criteria identified in Schedule Q 
(efficient use) 

2. The timing, amount (volume) allocated, rate 
of taking and using water including 
instantaneously (L/s) and daily (m3/day), daily 
and seasonal requirements, and the duration 
and timing of peak daily take rate 

3. Reduction in the rate of take from surface 
water and directly connected groundwater 
at times of low flow, and restrictions when 
rivers approach or fall below minimum flows 
or water levels, including the guideline for 
stepdown allocation and flows in Schedule 
R (stepdown guidelines) 

4. Effects due to local flow or water level 
depletion on wetlands, springs or the 
immediate downstream river reaches in the 
management unit  

5. Interference effects on existing lawful water 
takes 

6. For surface water bodies, preventing fish 
from entering the water intake 

7. For groundwater, preventing saline intrusion 
into the aquifer, or landward movement of 
the salt water/fresh water interface 

8. The duration of the permit 
9. Measuring and reporting, including the 

guideline in Schedule S (measuring takes). 

 5 Rules Rule R145: Transferring 
water permits - 
discretionary activity 
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 5 Rules 5.6.4 Bore construction 
or alteration 

  

Refer to Issue 4.1 5 Rules Rule R146: Geotechnical 
iInvestigation and 
monitoring bores - 
permitted activity 

The use of land and the associated diversion and 
discharge of water or contaminants for the drilling, 
construction or alteration of a geotechnical 
investigation bore for the purpose of investigating 
or monitoring the conditions below the ground 
surface is a permitted activity, provided the 
following conditions are met: 
(a) Where the bore is not located within a 

community drinking water supply 
protection area shown on Map 26, Map 27a, 
Map 27b, or Map 27c, the depth below 
ground level will not exceed 5m, and 

(b) there is compliance with the NZS 4411:2001 
Environmental Standard for Drilling of Soil 
and Rock, and 

(c) a Wellington Regional Council bore/well log 
form is submitted to the Wellington Regional 
Council within one month of the bore being 
constructed, and 

(d) there is no flooding beyond the boundary of 
the property, and 

(e) Where the bore is located within the Hutt 
Valley aquifer zone shown on Map XX the 
depth below ground level will not exceed 5m 
on land or 5m below the seabed in the 
coastal marine area, and 

(f) a discharge to water, or onto or into land 
where it may enter water meets the 
conditions of Rule R42, and 

(g) Where the bore is located within the coastal 
marine area, the activity shall comply with the 
coastal management general conditions 
specified in Section 5.7.2, excluding 

Effectiveness and efficiency 
The recommended amendments to Rule R146 are more permissive 
than the proposed Plan by allowing the construction of monitoring 
bores. The recommended amendments will increase the efficiency of 
the proposed Plan. The recommended amendments maintain the 
intent of the provisions in the proposed Plan and would not alter the 
meaning or any outcome of the proposed Plan. 
Costs  
There are reduced costs due to fewer resource consents being 
required as a result of the recommendation. 
Benefits: (environmental, cultural, economic and social) 
There are environmental, cultural, economic and social benefits from 
allowing monitoring bores to be constructed without resource consent.  
Risk of acting or not acting 
The risk of not acting is that the decision version will only provide for a 
limited amount of geotechnical bores. 
Decision about most appropriate option 
In my opinion the proposed amendment is the most appropriate way to 
address omissions and inaccuracies identified in submissions and 
assessed in Issue 4.1. 
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conditions (b) and (c), and 
(h) The bore shall be decommissioned in 

accordance with NZS 4411:2001 
Environmental Standard for Drilling of Soil 
and Rock as soon as practical after the 
investigation and monitoring is completed, 
and  

(i) the bore is not associated with hydrocarbon 
exploration or production. 

Note  
For contaminated land site investigation bores 
Rule R54 also applies. 

Refer to Issue 4.1 5 Rules Rule R146A: 
Construction and 
excavation activities 5m 
below ground level in the 
Hutt Valley aquifer 
system – discretionary 
activity 

The use of land within the Hutt Valley aquifer 
system shown on Figure XX for  the construction 
or removal of building foundations and earth 
retention structures or excavation (permanent or 
temporary) where the depth below the natural 
ground level exceeds 5m including any associated: 
(a) Diversion of water 
(b) Dewatering 
(c) Discharge of water and contaminants 
is a discretionary activity. 

Effectiveness and efficiency 
The recommended inclusion of a new rule will ensure the integrity of 
the Hutt Aquifer is maintained. The recommended amendments will 
increase the effectiveness of the proposed Plan. The recommended 
amendments maintain the intent of the provisions in the proposed Plan 
and would not alter the meaning or any outcome of the proposed Plan. 
Costs  
There are likely to be costs associated with obtaining resource 
consent. However, there are likely to be significant costs to the 
community if the integrity of the Hutt Aquifer is compromised. 
Benefits: (environmental, cultural, economic and social) 
There are environmental, cultural, economic and social benefits from 
ensuring the integrity of the Hutt Aquifer is maintained.  
Risk of acting or not acting 
The risk of not acting is that the decision version will not provide 
adequate protection for groundwater resources. 
Decision about most appropriate option 
In my opinion the proposed amendment is the most appropriate way to 
address omissions and inaccuracies identified in submissions and 
assessed in Issue 4.1. 
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Refer to Issue 4.1 5 Rules Rule R147: Drilling, 
construction or alteration 
of any bore - controlled 
activity 

The use of land and the associated diversion and 
discharge of water or contaminants for drilling, 
construction or alteration of a bore (other than a 
geotechnical investigation bore permitted in 
Rule R146) is a controlled activity, provided the 
following conditions are met:  
(a) the bore is not associated with hydrocarbon 

exploration or production, and 
(b) the bore is constructed and operated in 

accordance with the NZS 4411:2001 
Environmental Standard for Drilling of Soil 
and Rock 

Matters of control 
1. Compliance with the NZS 4411:2001 

Environmental Standard for Drilling of Soil 
and Rock 

2. Bore location, size (including diameter of the 
bore casing), casing type and depth 

3. Bore screening depth and type 
4. Backflow prevention methods 
5. Information requirements including bore logs, 

piezometric levels, groundwater tests, and 
bore construction details 

6. Management of the effects of any discharge 
of contaminants 

Consequential change 
and 
Effectiveness and efficiency 
The recommended inclusion of the casing type as a matter of control 
will enable double casing to be specified if required. The 
recommended amendments will increase the effectiveness of the 
proposed Plan. The recommended amendments maintain the intent of 
the provisions in the proposed Plan and would not alter the meaning or 
any outcome of the proposed Plan. 
Costs  
There are no costs associated with the recommendation. 
Benefits: (environmental, cultural, economic and social) 
There are environmental benefits from having the ability to ensure 
double casings are used.  
Risk of acting or not acting 
The risk of not acting is that the decision version will not provide 
adequate protection for some groundwater resources. 
Decision about most appropriate option 
In my opinion the proposed amendment is the most appropriate way to 
address omissions and inaccuracies identified in submissions and 
assessed in Issue 4.1. 

 5 Rules Rule R148: Drilling, 
construction or alteration 
of any bore - 
discretionary activity 

No change  

Refer to Issue 5 6 Methods Method M18: Water use 
groups 

Wellington Regional Council will work in 
partnership with water user groups to: 
(a) support water user groups, or voluntary 

agreements between water users, to share 
takes and manage allocations, and  

Effectiveness and efficiency 
The recommended amendment strengthens the role of Council in 
implementing Method 18. The recommended amendments will 
increase the effectiveness and efficiency of the proposed Plan. The 
recommended amendments maintain the intent of the provisions in the 
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(b) support water user groups to assist with 
water sharing during times of restrictions or 
when the catchment is fully allocated, and  

(c) provide, where available, accurate technical 
information to assist user groups.  

proposed Plan and would not alter the meaning or any outcome of the 
proposed Plan. 
Costs  
There are no costs associated with the recommendation. 
Benefits: (environmental, cultural, economic and social) 
There are environmental cultural, economic or social benefits from 
enabling and supporting water user groups.  
Risk of acting or not acting 
The risk of not acting is that the decision version of the proposed Plan 
may not adequately encourage the formation of water user groups.  
Decision about most appropriate option 
In my opinion the proposed amendment is the most appropriate way to 
address the issues considered in Issue 5. 

Refer to Issue 5 6 Methods Methods 19: Water 
management 

The Wellington Regional Council will work with city 
and district councils, water users and industry 
groups to encourage the efficient use of water, 
including by: 
(a) establishing, operating, and making publicly 

available a freshwater accounting system for 
the region, and 

(b) promoting and providing advice on measuring 
and reporting of water permits, including the 
use of real-time, telemetered water 
measuring systems compatible with 
Wellington Regional Council’s water use data 
management system, and  

(c) promoting and providing advice on suitable 
models that consider land use, crop use and 
other site physical factors that will meet the 
efficient use criteria in Schedule Q (efficient 
use) of the Plan, and 

(d) promoting exploring alternatives to the use of 
water races, and 

(e) exploring alternative management options for 
water races, and 

Effectiveness and efficiency 
The recommended amendment ensures Council does not pre-empt 
any decisions in implementing Method 19. The recommended 
amendments will increase the effectiveness and efficiency of the 
proposed Plan. The recommended amendments maintain the intent of 
the provisions in the proposed Plan and would not alter the meaning or 
any outcome of the proposed Plan. 
Costs  
There are no costs associated with the recommendation. 
Benefits: (environmental, cultural, economic and social) 
There are environmental cultural, economic or social benefits from 
enabling and supporting water user groups.  
Risk of acting or not acting 
The risk of not acting is that the decision version of the proposed Plan 
may not adequately assess all the alternatives to water races.  
Decision about most appropriate option 
In my opinion the proposed amendment is the most appropriate way to 
address submissions assessed in Issue 5. 
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(f) assisting landowners, communities and 
organisations to conserve water and use it 
efficiently, and  

(g) promoting water storage outside river beds.  

 7 Ruamahanga 
Whaitua 

7 Ruamahanga Whaitua   

Refer to Issue 2.3 7 Ruamahanga 
Whaitua 

Policy R.P1: Minimum 
flows and water levels in 
the Ruamahanga 
Whaitua 

Minimum flows and minimum water levels in the 
Ruamāhanga Whaitua are: 
(a) for rivers (including tributaries), the 

minimum flows in Table 7.1, and 
(b) for rivers not in Table 7.1, 90% of the seven-

day mean annual low flow, and  
(c) for Lake Wairarapa, the minimum water 

level in Table 7.2, and 
(d) for natural lakes (other than Lake 

Wairarapa), existing minimum water levels. 

Schedule 1(16)(2) – minor error correction 

 7 Ruamahanga 
Whaitua 

Policy R.P2: Core 
allocation in the 
Ruamahanga Whaitua 

No change  

Refer to Issue 2.2 
consequential change 

7 Ruamahanga 
Whaitua 

Policy R.P3: Cumulative 
effects on river reaches 
of allocating water 

When allocating river water or groundwater 
directly connected to surface water direct 
connection (Category A) groundwater and high 
connection (Category B) groundwater, regard 
shall be given to cumulative adverse effects on 
aquatic ecosystems in downstream river reaches 
as a result of flow depletion from loss of river water 
to groundwater.  

Consequential change 

 7 Ruamahanga 
Whaitua 

7.2 Rules   

Refer to Issue 2.3, 2.4, 
2.5 and 2.6 

7 Ruamahanga 
Whaitua 

Rule R.R1: Take and use 
of water in the 
Ruamahanga Whaitua - 

The take and use of water from any river (including 
tributaries), Lake Wairarapa (including 
tributaries), and groundwater in the Ruamāhanga 

Consequential changes,  Schedule 1(16)(2) – minor error 
correction 
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restricted discretionary 
activity 

River catchment above the Lake Wairarapa 
outflow, and in the Lake Wairarapa catchment, that 
is not provided for in Rules R136, R137, R138, 
R139, R140, R140A or R141 is a restricted 
discretionary activity provided the following 
conditions are met: 
(a) the take and use shall not occur below the 

minimum flows or water levels in Table 7.1 
or 7.2, except that this condition does not 
apply to:  
(i) water for the health needs of people 

as part of a group drinking water 
supply or community drinking water 
supply or water for rootstock protection, 
and 

(ii) water used by industry from a 
community drinking water supply for 
a period of seven years from the date of 
public notification of the Proposed 
Natural Resources Plan (31.07.2015), 
and 

(iii) taking groundwater, and 
(iv) water races for the purpose of 

supplying water for the health needs of 
people and animal drinking water, and 

(b) in any catchment management unit and 
catchment management sub-unit in Tables 
7.3-7.5, the amount of water taken and used, 
in addition to all existing resource 
consents, does not exceed whichever is the 
greater of: 
(i) the maximum amount allocated by 

resource consents at the date the 
consent application is lodged, or  

(ii) the allocation amounts in Tables 7.3-
7.5,  

and 
Effectiveness and efficiency 
The recommended amendments to Rule R.R1 will provide greater 
certainty for users of water. The recommended amendments clarify 
how the rules in the whaitua chapter of the proposed Plan fit with the 
permitted and controlled rules in Section 5.6 and better describe the 
availability of water above the median flow. The recommended 
amendment to provide for water races to take water below minimum 
flow is effective as ceasing the take at minimum flows is likely to have 
adverse effects on the environment in the vicinity of the water races.  
The recommended amendment to the conditions clarifies how 
groundwater connectivity will be assessed. The recommended 
amendments will increase the effectiveness and efficiency of the 
proposed Plan. The recommended amendments maintain the intent of 
the provisions in the proposed Plan and would not alter the meaning or 
any outcome of the proposed Plan. 
Costs  
There are no costs associated with the recommendation. 
Benefits: (environmental, cultural, economic and social) 
There are environmental, cultural, economic or social benefits from 
clearly describing the relationship of the whaitua rules of the proposed 
Plan with the permitted and controlled rules in Section 5.6. There are 
environmental benefits from continuing to provide for water to be taken 
below minimum flow for the water races. 
Risk of acting or not acting 
The risk of not acting is that the decision version will not provide 
certainty for water users and potentially cause adverse effects on the 
environment in the vicinity of the water races. 
Decision about most appropriate option 
In my opinion the proposed amendment is the most appropriate way to 
address omissions and inaccuracies identified in submissions and 
assessed in Issues 2.3, 2.4, 2.5 and 2.6. 
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except that this condition does not apply to 
the take and use of water at river flows 
above the median flow, and  

(c) at flows above median flow: 
(i) the frequency of flushing flows that 

exceed three times the median flow of 
the river is not changed, and 

(ii) no more than 50% of the river flow 
above the median flow remains in the 
river is taken for rivers with mean flows 
greater than 5m3/sec, or 

(iii) no more than 10% of the total river flow 
is taken for rivers with mean flows of 
less than or equal to 5m3/sec. 

Matters for discretion 
1. The reasonable and efficient use of water, 

including the criteria in Schedule Q (efficient 
use) 

2. The timing, amount, and rate of taking of 
water; including instantaneous (L/sec), daily 
(m3/day), and seasonal requirements and 
duration and timing of peak daily take rate 

3. For group drinking water supplies or 
community drinking water supplies, the 
amount and rate of water taken and used for 
the health needs of people 

4. Reduction in the rate of take from surface 
water and groundwater directly connected 
to surface water direct connection 
(Category A) groundwater and high 
connection (Category B) groundwater at 
times of low flow and restrictions when rivers 
approach or fall below the minimum flows or 
water level, including the guideline for 
stepdown allocation and flows in Schedule R 
(stepdown guideline) 

5. Effects due to local flow or water level 
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depletion on wetlands, springs, or 
downstream river reaches in the same 
catchment management sub-unit 

6. Interference effects on existing lawful water 
takes 

7. Prevention of salt water intrusion into the 
aquifer, or landward movement of the salt 
water/fresh water interface 

8. For a take and use from groundwater, the 
degree of connectivity and category 
according to Table 4.1 in category B 
groundwater (directly connected) or 
category B groundwater (not directly 
connected)  

9. Preventing fish from entering water intakes 
10. Measuring and reporting, including the 

guideline in Schedule S (measuring takes) 

Refer to Issue 2.6 7 Ruamahanga 
Whaitua 

Rule R.R2: Taking and 
using water - 
discretionary activity 

The take and use of water that is not provided for 
in Rules R136, R137, R138, R139, R140, R140A 
or R141in the Ruamāhanga Whaitua from:  
(a) any river not in the Ruamāhanga River 

catchment, or  
(a) any river (or river reach) downstream of the 

confluence of the Ruamāhanga River and 
the Lake Wairarapa outflow, or 

(b) any lake other than Lake Wairarapa that is 
upstream of any river in the Ruamāhanga 
River catchment, or  

(c) any river at flows above the median flow 
that does not meet condition (c) of Rule R.R1 

is a discretionary activity. 

Effectiveness and efficiency 
The recommended amendments to Rule R.R2 will provide greater 
certainty for users of water. The recommended amendments clarify 
how the rules in the whaitua chapter of the proposed Plan fit with the 
permitted and controlled rules in Section 5.6 of the proposed plan. The 
recommended amendments will increase the effectiveness and 
efficiency of the proposed Plan. The recommended amendments 
maintain the intent of the provisions in the proposed Plan and would 
not alter the meaning or any outcome of the proposed Plan. 
Costs  
There are no costs associated with the recommendation. 
Benefits: (environmental, cultural, economic and social) 
There are environmental, cultural, economic or social benefits from 
clearly describing the relationship of the whaitua rules of the proposed 
Plan with the permitted and controlled rules in Section 5.6.  
Risk of acting or not acting 
The risk of not acting is that the decision version will not provide 
certainty for water users.  
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Decision about most appropriate option 
In my opinion the proposed amendment is the most appropriate way to 
address omissions and inaccuracies identified in submissions and 
assessed in Issue 2.6. 

 7 Ruamahanga 
Whaitua 

Rule R.R3: Take and use 
of water that exceeds 
minimum flows, lake 
levels or core allocation - 
prohibited activity 

  

 7 Ruamahanga 
Whaitua 

Table 7.1: Minimum flows 
for rivers in the 
Ruamahanga River and 
Lake Wairarapa 
catchments 

  

 7 Ruamahanga 
Whaitua 

Table 7.2: Minimum lake 
levels and minimum 
water levels for Lake 
Wairarapa 

  

Refer to Issue 2.4 7 Ruamahanga 
Whaitua 

Table 7.3: Surface water 
allocation amounts for 
rivers and direct 
connection (category 
A) groundwater and 
high connection 
(category B) 
groundwater directly 
connected to surface 
water in the 
Ruamāhanga River 
catchment above the 
Lake Wairarapa outflow 

See table below Consequential change 
and 
Effectiveness and efficiency 
The recommended amendments to Table 7.3 will provide for a clearer 
interpretation of surface water and groundwater allocation amounts 
and increase the effectiveness and efficiency of the proposed Plan. 
The recommended amendments maintain the intent of the provisions 
in the proposed Plan and would not alter the meaning or any outcome 
of the proposed Plan. 
Costs  
There are no costs associated with the recommendation. 
Benefits: (environmental, cultural, economic and social) 
There are environmental, cultural, economic or social benefits from 
more clearly describing the allocation framework of the proposed Plan.  



Section 42A Report Water allocation 

PAGE 44 OF 70 
 

Risk of acting or not acting 
The risk of not acting is that the decision version will not provide clear 
direction on the allocation framework of the proposed Plan. 
Decision about most appropriate option 
In my opinion the proposed amendments are the most appropriate way 
to address omissions and inaccuracies identified in submissions and 
assessed in Issue 2.4. 

(s316/132) 
Refer to Issue 2.4 
Paragraphs 333-334 

7 Ruamahanga 
Whaitua 

Table 7.4: Surface water 
allocation amounts for 
rivers, Lake Wairarapa 
and direct connection 
(category A) 
groundwater and high 
connection (category 
B) groundwater directly 
connected to surface 
water in the Lake 
Wairarapa catchment 

See table below Consequential change 
and 
Effectiveness and efficiency 
The recommended amendments to Table 7.4 will provide for a clearer 
interpretation of surface water and groundwater allocation amounts 
and increase the effectiveness and efficiency of the proposed Plan. 
The recommended amendments maintain the intent of the provisions 
in the proposed Plan and would not alter the meaning or any outcome 
of the proposed Plan. 
Costs  
There are no costs associated with the recommendation. 
Benefits: (environmental, cultural, economic and social) 
There are environmental, cultural, economic or social benefits from 
more clearly describing the allocation framework of the proposed Plan.  
Risk of acting or not acting 
The risk of not acting is that the decision version will not provide clear 
direction on the allocation framework of the proposed Plan. 
Decision about most appropriate option 
In my opinion the proposed amendments are the most appropriate way 
to address omissions and inaccuracies identified in submissions and 
assessed in Issue 2.4. 

(s316/132) 
Refer to Issue 2.4 
Paragraphs 333-334 

7 Ruamahanga 
Whaitua 

Table 7.5: Groundwater 
allocation amounts for 
moderate connection 
(category B) 
groundwater and 

See table below Consequential change 
and 
Effectiveness and efficiency 
The recommended amendments to Table 7.5 will provide for a clearer 
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limited connection 
(category C) 
groundwater not 
directly connected to 
surface water in the 
Ruamāhanga River 
catchment 

interpretation of groundwater allocation amounts and increase the 
effectiveness and efficiency of the proposed Plan. The recommended 
amendments maintain the intent of the provisions in the proposed Plan 
and would not alter the meaning or any outcome of the proposed Plan. 
Costs  
There are no costs associated with the recommendation. 
Benefits: (environmental, cultural, economic and social) 
There are environmental, cultural, economic or social benefits from 
more clearly describing the allocation framework of the proposed Plan.  
Risk of acting or not acting 
The risk of not acting is that the decision version will not provide clear 
direction on the allocation framework of the proposed Plan. 
Decision about most appropriate option 
In my opinion the proposed amendments are the most appropriate way 
to address omissions and inaccuracies identified in submissions and 
assessed in Issue 2.4. 
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Table 7.3: Surface water allocation amounts for rivers and direct connection (category A) groundwater and high connection (category B) groundwater directly 
connected to surface water in the Ruamāhanga River catchment above the Lake Wairarapa outflow 

Catchment management unit1 
Allocation 
amount2 (L/s) 

Ruamāhanga River and tributaries, upstream of (but not including) the confluence with 
the Lake Wairarapa outflow, and all direct connection (category A groundwater) and 
high connection (category B groundwater) (directly connected) identified in the 
catchment management sub-units below in Table 7.3 

7,535 

Catchment management sub-units in the upper Ruamāhanga catchment1 (shown in 
Figures 7.2 and 7.3) 

Allocation 
amount2 (L/s) 

Kopuaranga River and tributaries, direct connection (category A groundwater) and 
high connection (Upper Ruamahanga category B groundwater) (directly connected) 180 

Waipoua River and tributaries, direct connection (category A groundwater) and high 
connection (Upper Ruamahanga or Waingawa category B groundwater) (directly 
connected) 

145 

Waingawa River and tributaries, direct connection (Waingawa category A 
groundwater)  and  high connection (Taratahi or Waingawa  category B groundwater) 
(directly connected) 

920  

Ruamāhanga River and tributaries upstream of the confluence with the Waingawa River, 
direct connection (Upper Ruamahanga category A groundwater) and high connection 
(Waingawa , Te Ore Ore or Upper Ruamahanga category B groundwater) (directly 
connected), excluding all the above catchment management sub-units in the 
Ruamāhanga catchment (above this row in Table 7.3) 

1,200  

                                                            
1 When assessing surface water allocation, both the relevant catchment management unit and catchment management sub-unit must be considered 
2 This allocation amount has been derived as a default based upon one of two rules; for rivers with a mean flow of greater than 5,000 litres/sec, the allocation limit is equal to 50% of the natural seven-day mean annual low flow (7d MALF) and for rivers with a 
mean flow of less than 5,000 litres/sec, the allocation limit amount is equal to 30% of the 7d MALF. 
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Catchment management sub-units in the middle Ruamāhanga catchment1 (shown in 
Figures 7.5, 7.6 and 7.7) 

Allocation 
amount2 (L/s) 

Parkvale Stream and tributaries, and high connection (Taratahi or Parkvale category B 
groundwater) (directly connected) 

40 

Booths Creek and tributaries and high connection (Parkvale, Mangatarere or Taratahi 
category B groundwater) (directly connected) 

25 

Mangatarere Stream and tributaries, direct connection (Mangatarere category A 
groundwater and high connection (Mangatarere category B groundwater )(directly 
connected) 

110  

Waiohine River and tributaries (excluding Mangatarere Stream and tributaries)direct 
connection (Waiohine category A groundwater) and high connection (Mangatere 
category B groundwater). 

1,590  

Papawai Stream and tributaries and direct connection (Waiohine category A 
groundwater) 

65105 

Ruamāhanga River and tributaries upstream of the confluence with the Papawai Stream,  
and direct connection (Middle Ruamahanga category A groundwater) excluding all the 
above catchment management sub-units in the Ruamāhanga catchment (above this 
row in Table 7.3) 

1,240 

Catchment management sub-units in the lower Ruamāhanga catchment1  
(shown in Figure 7.8 and 7.9) 

Allocation amount2 
(L/s) 

Huangarua River and tributaries and direct connection (Huangarua category A 
groundwater) and high connection (Huangarua category B groundwater)  

110 

Lower Ruamāhanga River and tributaries upstream of (but not including) the confluence 
with the Lake Wairarapa outflow, and direct connection (Lower Ruamahanga category 
A groundwater) and high connection (Lake category B groundwater) excluding all the 
above catchment management sub-units in the Ruamāhanga catchment (above this 
row in Table 7.3) 

1,475 
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Table 7.4: Surface water allocation amounts for rivers, Lake Wairarapa and direct connection (category A) groundwater and high connection (category B) 
groundwater directly connected to surface water in the Lake Wairarapa catchment 

Catchment management unit3  

(shown in Figures 7.8 and 7.9)  
Allocation 
amount4 (L/s) 

Lake Wairarapa and tributaries above the confluence of the Lake Wairarapa outflow with 
the Ruamāhanga River, and direct connection (Tauherenikau category A groundwater 
and high connection (Lake or Tauherenikau category B groundwater) (directly 
connected)  

1,800 

Catchment management sub-units3  
(shown in Figures 7.8 and 7.9)  

Allocation 
amount4 (L/s) 

Otukura Stream and tributaries above (but not including) the confluence with 
Dock/Stonestead Creek and high connection (Tauherenikau category B groundwater 
(directly connected) 

30 

Tauherenikau River and tributaries, and direct connection (Tauherenikau category A 
groundwater) and high connection (Tauherenikau category B groundwater) (directly 
connected) 

410 

 

Note: Where high connection category B groundwater is referred to in the tables, the calculated stream depletion effect (described in Table 4.1) is included in the surface water allocation for the relevant sub catchment management 
unit, while the remainder is included in the groundwater allocation the relevant sub catchment management unit.   
  

                                                            
3 When assessing surface water allocation, both the relevant catchment management–unit and catchment management sub-unit must be considered 
4 This allocation amount has been derived as a default based upon one of two rules; for rivers with a mean flow of greater than 5,000 litres/sec, the allocation limit is equal to 50% of the natural 7d MALF and for rivers with a mean flow of less than 5,000 litres/sec, 
the allocation limit is equal to 30% of the 7d MALF. 
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Table 7.5: Groundwater allocation amounts for moderate connection (category B) groundwater and limited connection (category C) groundwater not directly 
connected to surface water in the Ruamāhanga River catchment 

Upper Ruamāhanga catchment management sub-units3  
(shown in Figures 7.2, 7.3 and 7.4) 

Allocation amount 
(m3/year) 

Moderate connection (Te Ore Ore category B) groundwater (not directly connected) 480,000 

Moderate connection (Waingawa category B) groundwater (not directly connected) 
and 

Limited connection (Waingawa category C) groundwater 
1,900,000 

Moderate connection (Ruamāhanga category B) groundwater (not directly 
connected) and  

Limited connection (Ruamāhanga category C groundwater 
3,550,000 

Middle Ruamāhanga catchment management sub-units3  
(shown in Figures 7.5, 7.6 and 7.7) 

Allocation amount 
(m3/year) 

Limited connection (Fernhill-Tiffen category C groundwater (not directly connected) 1,200,000 

Moderate connection (Taratahi category B) groundwater (not directly connected) and  

Limited connection (Taratahi category C) groundwater 
1,400,000 

Moderate connection (Parkvale category B) groundwater (not directly connected) 
and  

Limited connection (Parkvale category C) groundwater 

350,000 
[unconfined] 

1,550,000 
[confined] 

Moderate connection (Mangatarere category B) groundwater (not directly connected) 
and  

Limited connection (Mangatarere category C) groundwater 
2,300,000 

Lower Ruamāhanga catchment management sub-units3  
(shown in Figures 7.8 and 7.9) 

Allocation amount 
(m3/year) 

Moderate connection (Tauherenikau category B) groundwater (not directly 
connected) 6,600,000 
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Upper Ruamāhanga catchment management sub-units3  
(shown in Figures 7.2, 7.3 and 7.4) 

Allocation amount 
(m3/year) 

Moderate connection (Lake Category B) groundwater (not directly connected) and 

Limited connection (Lake Category C) groundwater 
6,750,000 

Moderate connection (Huangarua Category B) groundwater (not directly connected) 650,000 

Limited connection (Martinborough Category C) groundwater 800,000 

Moderate connection (Dry River Category B) groundwater (not directly connected) 650,000 

Limited connection (Onoke Category C) groundwater  2,100,000 
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 8 Wellington 
Harbour and 
Hutt Valley 
Whaitua 

8 Wellington Harbour and 
Hutt Valley Whaitua 

  

 8 Wellington 
Harbour and 
Hutt Valley 
Whaitua 

8.1 Policies   

Refer to Issue 2.3 8 Wellington 
Harbour and 
Hutt Valley 
Whaitua 

Policy WH.P1: Minimum 
flows and water levels in 
the Wellington Harbour 
and Hutt Valley Whaitua 

Minimum flows and minimum water levels in the 
Wellington Harbour and Hutt Valley Whaitua are: 
(e) for rivers (including tributaries), the 

minimum flows in Table 8.1, and 
(f) for rivers not in Table 8.1, 90% of the seven-

day mean annual low flow, and  
(g) for natural lakes existing minimum water 

levels. 

Schedule 1(16)(2) – minor error correction 

 8 Wellington 
Harbour and 
Hutt Valley 
Whaitua 

Policy WH.P2: Core 
allocation in the 
Wellington Harbour and 
Hutt Valley Whaitua 

No change  

 8 Wellington 
Harbour and 
Hutt Valley 
Whaitua 

8.2 Rules   

Refer to Issue 2.2, 2.5 
and 2.6 

8 Wellington 
Harbour and 
Hutt Valley 
Whaitua 

Rule WH.R1: Take and 
use of water in the 
Wellington Harbour and 
Hutt Valley Whaitua - 
restricted discretionary 
activity 

The take and use of water from any river (including 
tributaries) and groundwater in the Te Awa 
Kairangi/Hutt River, Wainuiomata River and 
Orongorongo River catchments, that is not 
provided for in Rules R136, R137, R138, R139, 
R140, R140A or R141 is a restricted discretionary 
activity provided the following conditions are met: 
(a) the take and use shall not occur below the 

Consequential changes,  Schedule 1(16)(2) – minor error 
correction 
and 
Effectiveness and efficiency 
The recommended amendments to Rule WH.R1 will provide greater 
certainty for users of water. The recommended amendments clarify 
how the rules in the whaitua chapter of the proposed Plan fit with the 
permitted and controlled rules in Section 5.6 and better describe the 
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minimum flows in Table 8.1, except that this 
condition does not apply to: 
(i) water for the health needs of people 

as part of a group drinking water 
supply or a community drinking 
water supply, and 

(ii) taking groundwater, and 
(b) in any catchment management unit in 

Tables 8.2 and 8.3, the amount of water 
taken and used, in addition to all existing 
resource consents, does not exceed 
whichever is the greater of: 
(i) the maximum amount allocated by 

resource consents at the date the 
consent application is lodged, or  

(ii) the allocation amounts in Tables 8.2 
and 8.3 

except that this condition does not apply to 
the take and use of water at river flows above 
the median flow, and 

(c) at flows above median flow: 
(i) the frequency of flushing flows that 

exceed three times the median flow of 
the river is not changed, and 

(i) no more than 50% of the river flow 
above the median flow remains in the 
river is taken for rivers with mean flows 
greater than 5m3/sec, or 

(ii) no more than 10% of the total river flow 
is taken for rivers with mean flows of 
less than or equal to 5m3/sec, and  

(d) the take and use is not from a river identified 
as outstanding in Schedule A1 (outstanding 
rivers). 

 

availability of water above the median flow. The recommended 
amendment to the conditions clarifies how groundwater connectivity 
will be assessed. The recommended amendments will increase the 
effectiveness and efficiency of the proposed Plan. The recommended 
amendments maintain the intent of the provisions in the proposed Plan 
and would not alter the meaning or any outcome of the proposed Plan. 
Costs  
There are no costs associated with the recommendation. 
Benefits: (environmental, cultural, economic and social) 
There are environmental, cultural, economic or social benefits from 
clearly describing the relationship of the whaitua rules of the proposed 
Plan with the permitted and controlled rules in Section 5.6.  
Risk of acting or not acting 
The risk of not acting is that the decision version will not provide 
certainty for water users.  
Decision about most appropriate option 
In my opinion the proposed amendment is the most appropriate way to 
address omissions and inaccuracies identified in submissions and 
assessed in Issues 2.4, 2.5 and 2.6. 
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Matters for discretion 
1. The reasonable and efficient use of water, 

including the criteria in Schedule Q (efficient 
use) 

2. The timing, amount, and rate of take of water; 
including instantaneous (L/sec), daily 
(m3/day), and seasonal requirements and 
duration and timing of peak daily take rate 

3. For group drinking water supplies or 
community drinking water supplies, the 
amount and rate of water taken and used for 
the health needs of people 

4. Reduction in the rate of take from surface 
water and groundwater directly connected 
to surface water direct connection 
(Category A) groundwater and high 
connection (Category B) groundwater at 
times of low flow and restrictions when rivers 
approach or fall below the minimum flows or 
water level.  

5. Effects due to local flow or water level 
depletion on wetlands, springs, or the 
downstream river reach in the same 
catchment management unit 

6. Interference effects on existing lawful water 
takes 

7. Prevention of salt water intrusion into the 
aquifer, or landward movement of the salt 
water/fresh water interface 

8. For a take and use from groundwater, the 
degree of connectivity and category according 
to Table 4.1 in category B groundwater 
(directly connected) or category B 
groundwater (not directly connected)  

9. Preventing fish from entering water intakes 
10. Measuring and reporting, including the 

guideline in Schedule S (measuring takes) 
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Refer to Issue 2.6 8 Wellington 
Harbour and 
Hutt Valley 
Whaitua 

Rule WH.R2: Taking and 
using water in the 
Wellington Habour and 
Hutt Valley Whaitua - 
discretionary activity 

The take and use of water that is not provided for 
in Rules R136, R137, R138, R139, R140, R140A 
or R141 in the Wellington Harbour and Hutt Valley 
Whaitua from:  
(a) any river or groundwater not in Table 8.2 and 

Table 8.3, and  
(b) any lake other than an outstanding lake 

identified in Schedule A2 (outstanding lakes), 
and 

(c) any river at flows above the median flow that 
does not meet condition (c) of Rule WH.R1 

is a discretionary activity. 

Effectiveness and efficiency 
The recommended amendments to Rule WH.R2 will provide greater 
certainty for users of water. The recommended amendments clarify 
how the rules in the whaitua chapter of the proposed Plan fit with the 
permitted and controlled rules in Section 5.6 of the proposed plan. The 
recommended amendments will increase the effectiveness and 
efficiency of the proposed Plan. The recommended amendments 
maintain the intent of the provisions in the proposed Plan and would 
not alter the meaning or any outcome of the proposed Plan. 
Costs  
There are no costs associated with the recommendation. 
Benefits: (environmental, cultural, economic and social) 
There are environmental, cultural, economic or social benefits from 
clearly describing the relationship of the whaitua rules of the proposed 
Plan with the permitted and controlled rules in Section 5.6.  
Risk of acting or not acting 
The risk of not acting is that the decision version will not provide 
certainty for water users.  
Decision about most appropriate option 
In my opinion the proposed amendment is the most appropriate way to 
address omissions and inaccuracies identified in submissions and 
assessed in Issue 2.6. 

 8 Wellington 
Harbour and 
Hutt Valley 
Whaitua 

Rule WH.R3: Take and 
use of water from 
outstanding rivers and 
lakes -non-complying 
activity 

  

 8 Wellington 
Harbour and 
Hutt Valley 
Whaitua 

Rule WH.R4: Take and 
use of water that exceeds 
minimum flows, lake 
levels or core allocation - 
prohibited activity 
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 8 Wellington 
Harbour and 
Hutt Valley 
Whaitua 

8.1: Minimum flows for 
rivers in the Wellington 
Harbour and Hutt Valley 
Whaitua 

See table below Schedule 1(16)(2) – minor error correction 

(s316/132) 
Refer to Issue 2.4 
Paragraphs 333-334 

 Table 8.2: Surface water 
allocation amounts for 
rivers and direct 
connection (category A) 
groundwater and high 
connection (category B) 
groundwater directly 
connected to surface 
water in the Te Awa 
Kairangi/Hutt River, 
Wainuiomata River and 
Orongorongo River 
catchments 

See table below Consequential change 
and 
Effectiveness and efficiency 
The recommended amendments to Table 8.2 will provide for a clearer 
interpretation of surface water and groundwater allocation amounts 
and increase the effectiveness and efficiency of the proposed Plan. 
The recommended amendments maintain the intent of the provisions 
in the proposed Plan and would not alter the meaning or any outcome 
of the proposed Plan. 
Costs  
There are no costs associated with the recommendation. 
Benefits: (environmental, cultural, economic and social) 
There are environmental, cultural, economic or social benefits from 
more clearly describing the allocation framework of the proposed Plan.  
Risk of acting or not acting 
The risk of not acting is that the decision version will not provide clear 
direction on the allocation framework of the proposed Plan. 
Decision about most appropriate option 
In my opinion the proposed amendments are the most appropriate way 
to address omissions and inaccuracies identified in submissions and 
assessed in Issue 2.4. 

(s316/132) 
Refer to Issue 2.4 
Paragraphs 333-334 

 Table 8.3: Groundwater 
allocation amounts for 
moderate connection 
(Category B) 
groundwater and limited 
connection (Category C) 
groundwater not directly 
connected to surface 
water in the Wellington 

See table below Consequential change 
and 
Effectiveness and efficiency 
The recommended amendments to Table 8.3 will provide for a clearer 
interpretation of groundwater allocation amounts and increase the 
effectiveness and efficiency of the proposed Plan. The recommended 
amendments maintain the intent of the provisions in the proposed Plan 
and would not alter the meaning or any outcome of the proposed Plan. 
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Harbour and Hutt Valley 
Whaitua 

Costs  
There are no costs associated with the recommendation. 
Benefits: (environmental, cultural, economic and social) 
There are environmental, cultural, economic or social benefits from 
more clearly describing the allocation framework of the proposed Plan.  
Risk of acting or not acting 
The risk of not acting is that the decision version will not provide clear 
direction on the allocation framework of the proposed Plan. 
Decision about most appropriate option 
In my opinion the proposed amendments are the most appropriate way 
to address omissions and inaccuracies identified in submissions and 
assessed in Issue 2.4. 

8.1: Minimum flows for rivers in the Wellington Harbour and Hutt Valley Whaitua 

River Management point Minimum 
flow (L/s) 

Te Awa Kairangi/Hutt 
River 

Upstream of the confluence with the 
Pakuratahi River 

Kaitoke water supply intake 600  

Downstream of the confluence with the 
Pakuratahi River Birchville recorder 1,200  

Wainuiomata River Between Manuka Track and the 
confluence with Georges Creek Manuka recorder 100  

Between Georges Creek and the 
boundary of the coastal marine area 

Leonard Wood Park recorder 300  

Orongorongo River upstream of the boundary with the coastal 
marine area 

RTruss Bridge recorder 100 
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Table 8.2: Surface water allocation amounts for rivers and direct connection (category A) groundwater and high connection (category B) groundwater directly 
connected to surface water in the Te Awa Kairangi/Hutt River, Wainuiomata River and Orongorongo River catchments 

Catchment management unit for the Te Awa Kairangi/Hutt River catchment  
(shown in Figures 8.1 and 8.2)  

Allocation amount5 
(L/s) 

Te Awa Kairangi/Hutt River and tributaries, direct connection (Upper Hutt or Lower 
Hutt category A) groundwater and high connection (Upper or Lower Hutt category 
B groundwater) (directly connected) in the catchment management units shown 
in Figures 8.1 and 8.2 

 

2,140  

Wainuiomata River and tributaries 180  

Orongorongo River and tributaries 95  

 
Table 8.3: Groundwater allocation amounts for moderate connection (Category B) groundwater and limited connection (Category C) groundwater not directly 
connected to surface water in the Wellington Harbour and Hutt Valley Whaitua 

Catchment management units for the Te Awa Kairangi/Hutt River catchment  
(shown in Figures 8.1 and 8.2) 

1. Allocation 
amount (m3/year) 

Upper Hutt moderate connection (Upper Hutt category B) groundwater (not 
directly connected) and  

Upper Hutt limited connection (Upper Hutt category C) groundwater  

770,000 

Lower Hutt moderate connection (Lower Hutt category B) groundwater (not 
directly connected) 

36,500,000 [Waiwhetu 
Aquifer and Taita 
Alluvium]6 

 
Note: Where high connection (category B) groundwater is referred to in the tables, the calculated stream depletion effect (described in Table 4.1) is included in the surface water allocation for the relevant sub catchment 
management unit, while the remainder is included in the groundwater allocation the relevant sub catchment management unit.   

                                                            
5 This limit has been derived as a default based upon one of two rules; for rivers with a mean flow of greater than 5,000 litres/sec, the allocation amount is equal to 50% of the natural seven-day mean annual low flow (7d MALF) and for rivers with a mean flow of 
less than 5,000 litres/sec, the allocation limit is equal to 30% of the 7d MALF . 
6 This allocation volume includes depletion equating to 600 L/sec from the Te Awa Kairangi/Hutt River 
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 9 Te Awarua-o-
Porirua Whaitua 

9 Te Awarua-o-Porirua 
Whaitua 

  

Refer to Issue 2.3 9 Te Awarua-o-
Porirua Whaitua 

Policy P.P1: Minimum 
flows and water levels in 
Te Awarua-o-Porirua 
Whaitua 

Minimum flows and minimum water levels in Te 
Awarua-o-Porirua Whaitua are: 
(a) for rivers, 90% of the seven-day mean 

annual low flow, and  
(b) for natural lakes, existing minimum water 

levels. 

Schedule 1(16)(2) – minor error correction 

 9 Te Awarua-o-
Porirua Whaitua 

9.2 Rules No change  

Refer to Issue 2.6  Rule P.R1: Take and use 
of water in the Te 
Awarua-o-Porirua 
Whaitua - discretionary 
activity 

The take and use of water from any river, lake or 
groundwater that is not provided for in Rules R136, 
R137, R138, R139, R140, R140A or R141 in 
Te Awarua-o-Porirua Whaitua is a discretionary 
activity. 

Effectiveness and efficiency 
The recommended amendments to Rule P.R1 will provide greater 
certainty for users of water. The recommended amendments clarify 
how the rules in the whaitua chapter of the proposed Plan fit with the 
permitted and controlled rules in Section 5.6 of the proposed plan. The 
recommended amendments will increase the effectiveness and 
efficiency of the proposed Plan. The recommended amendments 
maintain the intent of the provisions in the proposed Plan and would 
not alter the meaning or any outcome of the proposed Plan. 
Costs  
There are no costs associated with the recommendation. 
Benefits: (environmental, cultural, economic and social) 
There are environmental, cultural, economic or social benefits from 
clearly describing the relationship of the whaitua rules of the proposed 
Plan with the permitted and controlled rules in Section 5.6.  
Risk of acting or not acting 
The risk of not acting is that the decision version will not provide 
certainty for water users.  
Decision about most appropriate option 
In my opinion the proposed amendment is the most appropriate way to 
address omissions and inaccuracies identified in submissions and 
assessed in Issue 2.6. 
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 10 Kāpiti Coast 
Whaitua 

10 Kāpiti Coast Whaitua   

Refer to Issue 2.3 10 Kāpiti Coast 
Whaitua 

Policy K.P1: Minimum 
flows and water levels in 
the Kāpiti Coast Whaitua 

Minimum flows and minimum water levels for 
rivers and lakes in the Kāpiti Coast Whaitua are: 
(a) for rivers (including tributaries) in Table 10.1, 

the minimum flows in Table 10.1, and 
(b) for rivers not in Table 10.1, 90% of the seven-

day mean annual low flow, and 
(c) for natural lakes, existing minimum water 

levels. 

Schedule 1(16)(2) – minor error correction 

 10 Kāpiti Coast 
Whaitua 

10.2 Rules   

Refer to Issue 2.2, 2.5 
and 2.6 

10 Kāpiti Coast 
Whaitua 

Rule K.R1: Take and use 
of water in the Kāpiti 
Coast Whaitua - 
restricted discretionary 
activity 

The take and use of water from any river (including 
tributaries) or groundwater in the Kāpiti Coast 
Whaitua in Tables 10.2 and 10.3 that is not 
provided for in Rules R136, R137, R138, R139, 
R140, R140A or R141 is a restricted discretionary 
activity provided the following conditions are met: 
7. the take and use shall not occur below the 

minimum flows in Table 10.1, except that 
this condition does not apply to: 
(i) water for the health needs of people 

as part of a group drinking water 
supply or community drinking water 
supply or water for rootstock protection, 
and 

(ii) taking groundwater, and  
8. in any catchment management unit in 

Tables 10.2 and 10.3, the amount of water 
taken and used, in addition to all existing 
resource consents, does not exceed 
whichever is the greater of: 
(i) the maximum allocated by resource 

consents at the date the consent 

Consequential changes, Schedule 1(16)(2) – minor error 
correction 
and 
Effectiveness and efficiency 
The recommended amendments to Rule K.R1 will provide greater 
certainty for users of water. The recommended amendments clarify 
how the rules in the whaitua chapter of the proposed Plan fit with the 
permitted and controlled rules in Section 5.6 and better describe the 
availability of water above the median flow. The recommended 
amendment to the conditions clarifies how groundwater connectivity 
will be assessed. The recommended amendments will increase the 
effectiveness and efficiency of the proposed Plan. The recommended 
amendments maintain the intent of the provisions in the proposed Plan 
and would not alter the meaning or any outcome of the proposed Plan. 
Costs  
There are no costs associated with the recommendation. 
Benefits: (environmental, cultural, economic and social) 
There are environmental, cultural, economic or social benefits from 
clearly describing the relationship of the whaitua rules of the proposed 
Plan with the permitted and controlled rules in Section 5.6.  
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application is lodged, or  
(ii) the allocation amounts in Tables 10.2 

and 10.3 
except that this condition does not apply to 
the take and use of water at river flows above 
the median flow, and  

9. at flows above median flow: 
(i) the frequency of flushing flows that 

exceed three times the median flow of 
the river is not changed, and 

(ii) no more than 50% of the river flow 
above the median flow remains in the 
river is taken for rivers with mean flows 
greater than 5m3/sec, or 

(iii) no more than 10% of the total river flow 
is taken for rivers with mean flows of 
less than or equal to 5m3/sec, and 

10. the take and use is not in part of a river 
identified as an outstanding river in Schedule 
A1 (outstanding rivers). 
Matters for discretion 
(a) The reasonable and efficient use of 

water, including the criteria in Schedule 
Q (efficient use) 

(b) The timing, amount, and rate of taking 
and using water including instantaneous 
(L/s), daily (m3/day) and seasonal 
requirements and duration and timing of 
peak daily take rate 

(c) For group drinking water supplies or 
community drinking water supplies, 
the amount and rate of water taken and 
used for the health needs of people 

(d) Reduction in the rate of take from 
surface water and groundwater 
directly connected to surface water 

Risk of acting or not acting 
The risk of not acting is that the decision version will not provide 
certainty for water users.  
Decision about most appropriate option 
In my opinion the proposed amendment is the most appropriate way to 
address omissions and inaccuracies identified in submissions and 
assessed in Issues 2.2, 2.5 and 2.6. 
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direct connection (Category A) 
groundwater and high connection 
(Category B) groundwater at times of 
low flow and restrictions when rivers 
approach or fall below the minimum 
flows or water level.including the 
guideline for stepdown allocations and 
flows in Schedule R (stepdown 
guideline) 

(e) Effects due to local flow or water level 
depletion on wetlands, springs or the 
downstream river reach in the same 
catchment management unit 

(f) Interference effects on existing lawful 
water takes 

(g) Prevention of salt water intrusion into 
the aquifer, or landward movement of 
the salt water/fresh water interface 

(h) For a take and use from groundwater, 
the degree of connectivity and category 
according to Table 4.1 in category B 
groundwater (directly connected) or 
category B groundwater (not directly 
connected) 

(i) Preventing fish from entering water 
intakes 

(j) Measuring and reporting, including the 
guideline in Schedule S (measuring 
takes) 

Refer to Issue 2.6  Rule K.R2: Take and 
using water – 
discretionary activity 

The take and use of water that is not provided for 
in Rules R136, R137, R138, R139, R140, R140A 
or R141  in the Kāpiti Coast Whaitua from:  
(a) any river, lake or groundwater not in Tables 

10.2 and 10.3, or  
(b) any river at flows above the median flow 

that does not meet condition (c) of Rule 
K.R1, or 

Effectiveness and efficiency 
The recommended amendments to Rule K.R2 will provide greater 
certainty for users of water. The recommended amendments clarify 
how the rules in the whaitua chapter of the proposed Plan fit with the 
permitted and controlled rules in Section 5.6 of the proposed plan. The 
recommended amendments will increase the effectiveness and 
efficiency of the proposed Plan. The recommended amendments 
maintain the intent of the provisions in the proposed Plan and would 
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(c) any river which does not meet condition (d) 
of Rule K.R1 
is a discretionary activity. 

not alter the meaning or any outcome of the proposed Plan. 
Costs  
There are no costs associated with the recommendation. 
Benefits: (environmental, cultural, economic and social) 
There are environmental, cultural, economic or social benefits from 
clearly describing the relationship of the whaitua rules of the proposed 
Plan with the permitted and controlled rules in Section 5.6.  
Risk of acting or not acting 
The risk of not acting is that the decision version will not provide 
certainty for water users.  
Decision about most appropriate option 
In my opinion the proposed amendment is the most appropriate way to 
address omissions and inaccuracies identified in submissions and 
assessed in Issue 2.6. 

 10 Kapiti Coast 
Whaitua 

Rule WH.R3: Take and 
use of water from 
outstanding rivers and 
lakes -non-complying 
activity 

  

 10 Kapiti Coast 
Whaitua 

Rule K.R4: Take and use 
of water that exceeding 
minimum flows or core 
allocation - prohibited 
activity 

  

(s316/132) 
Refer to Issue 2.4 
Paragraphs 333-334 

 Table 10.2: Surface 
water allocation 
amounts for rivers and 
direct connection 
(category A) 
groundwater and high 
connection (category 
B) groundwater directly 
connected to surface 
water in the Kāpiti Coast 

See table below Consequential change 
and 
Effectiveness and efficiency 
The recommended amendments to Table 10.2 will provide for a 
clearer interpretation of surface water and groundwater allocation 
amounts and increase the effectiveness and efficiency of the proposed 
Plan. The recommended amendments maintain the intent of the 
provisions in the proposed Plan and would not alter the meaning or 
any outcome of the proposed Plan. 
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Whaitua Costs  
There are no costs associated with the recommendation. 
Benefits: (environmental, cultural, economic and social) 
There are environmental, cultural, economic or social benefits from 
more clearly describing the allocation framework of the proposed Plan.  
Risk of acting or not acting 
The risk of not acting is that the decision version will not provide clear 
direction on the allocation framework of the proposed Plan. 
Decision about most appropriate option 
In my opinion the proposed amendments are the most appropriate way 
to address omissions and inaccuracies identified in submissions and 
assessed in Issue 2.4. 

(s316/132) 
Refer to Issue 2.4 
Paragraphs 333-334 

 Table 10.3: 
Groundwater allocation 
amounts for moderate 
connection (Category 
B) groundwater not 
directly connected to 
surface water in the 
Kāpiti Coast Whaitua 

See table below Consequential change 
and 
Effectiveness and efficiency 
The recommended amendments to Table 10.3 will provide for a 
clearer interpretation of groundwater allocation amounts and increase 
the effectiveness and efficiency of the proposed Plan. The 
recommended amendments maintain the intent of the provisions in the 
proposed Plan and would not alter the meaning or any outcome of the 
proposed Plan. 
Costs  
There are no costs associated with the recommendation. 
Benefits: (environmental, cultural, economic and social) 
There are environmental, cultural, economic or social benefits from 
more clearly describing the allocation framework of the proposed Plan.  
Risk of acting or not acting 
The risk of not acting is that the decision version will not provide clear 
direction on the allocation framework of the proposed Plan. 
Decision about most appropriate option 
In my opinion the proposed amendments are the most appropriate way 
to address omissions and inaccuracies identified in submissions and 
assessed in Issue 2.4. 
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Table 10.2: Surface water allocation amounts for rivers and direct connection (category A) groundwater and high connection (category B) groundwater directly connected to 
surface water in the Kāpiti Coast Whaitua 

Catchment management units  

(shown in Figures 10.1 and 10.2) 
Allocation amount 
(L/s) 

Waitohu Stream and tributaries, direct connection ( Waitohu category A) 
groundwater and high connection (Otaki category B groundwater (directly 
connected) 

45 

Ōtaki River and tributaries, direct connection (Otaki category A) groundwater and 
high connection (Otaki or Te Horo category B) groundwater (directly connected) 

1,970590 

Mangaone Stream and tributaries, category A groundwater and high connection (Te 
Horo category B) groundwater (directly connected) 4524 

Waikanae River and tributaries,  direct connection (Waikanae category A) 
groundwater and high connection (Waikanae category B) groundwater (directly 
connected) 

220 

Note: Where high connection (category B) groundwater is referred to in the tables, the calculated stream depletion effect (described in Table 4.1) is included in the surface water allocation for the relevant sub catchment 
management unit, while the remainder is included in the groundwater allocation the relevant sub catchment management unit.   

 

Table 10.3: Groundwater allocation amounts for moderate connection (Category B) groundwater not directly connected to surface water in the Kāpiti Coast Whaitua 

Catchment management units  

(shown in Figures 10.1 and 10.2) 
Allocation amount 
(m3/year) 

Raumati moderate connection (category B) groundwater (not directly connected) 1,229,000810,000 

Waikanae moderate connection (category B) groundwater (not directly connected) 2,710,000 

Te Horo moderate connection (category B) groundwater (not directly connected) 1,620,000 

Waitohu moderate connection (category B) groundwater (not directly connected) 1,080,000 
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 11 Wairarapa 
Coast Whaitua 

11 Wairarapa Coast 
Whaitua 

  

Refer to Issue 2.3 11 Wairarapa 
Coast Whaitua 

Policy WC.P1: Minimum 
flows and water levels in 
the Wairarapa Coast 
Whaitua 

Minimum flows and minimum water levels for 
rivers and natural lakes in the Wairarapa Coast 
Whaitua are: 
(a) for rivers, 90% of the seven-day mean annual 

low flow, and 
(b) for natural lakes, existing minimum water 

levels. 

Schedule 1(16)(2) – minor error correction 

 11 Wairarapa 
Coast Whaitua 

11.2 Rules   

Refer to Issue 2.6  Rule WC.R1: Take and 
use of water -
discretionary activity 

The take and use of water from a river, lake or 
groundwater that is not provided for in Rules R136, 
R137, R138, R139, R140, R140A or R141 in the 
Wairarapa Coast Whaitua is a discretionary 
activity. 

Effectiveness and efficiency 
The recommended amendments to Rule WC.R1 will provide greater 
certainty for users of water. The recommended amendments clarify 
how the rules in the whaitua chapter of the proposed Plan fit with the 
permitted and controlled rules in Section 5.6 of the proposed plan. The 
recommended amendments will increase the effectiveness and 
efficiency of the proposed Plan. The recommended amendments 
maintain the intent of the provisions in the proposed Plan and would 
not alter the meaning or any outcome of the proposed Plan. 
Costs  
There are no costs associated with the recommendation. 
Benefits: (environmental, cultural, economic and social) 
There are environmental, cultural, economic or social benefits from 
clearly describing the relationship of the whaitua rules of the proposed 
Plan with the permitted and controlled rules in Section 5.6.  
Risk of acting or not acting 
The risk of not acting is that the decision version will not provide 
certainty for water users.  
Decision about most appropriate option 
In my opinion the proposed amendment is the most appropriate way to 
address omissions and inaccuracies identified in submissions and 
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assessed in Issue 2.6. 

 12 Schedules Schedule P: Classifying 
and managing 
groundwater and surface 
water connectivity 

See Policy P107 changes  

Refer to Issue 2.2 12 Schedules New Schedule: 
Information required for 
the reclassification of a  
groundwater take 
category 

See schedule below Effectiveness and efficiency 
The recommended inclusion of a new schedule will provide greater 
certainty groundwater users regarding the information required to 
reclassify a groundwater take category. The recommended 
amendments will increase the effectiveness and efficiency of the 
proposed Plan. The recommended amendments maintain the intent of 
the provisions in the proposed Plan and would not alter the meaning or 
any outcome of the proposed Plan. 
Costs  
There are no costs associated with the recommendation. 
Benefits: (environmental, cultural, economic and social) 
There are environmental, cultural, economic or social benefits from 
clearly describing the information required to reclassify a groundwater 
take category.  
Risk of acting or not acting 
The risk of not acting is that the decision version will not provide 
certainty for water users.  
Decision about most appropriate option 
In my opinion the proposed amendment is the most appropriate way to 
address omissions and inaccuracies identified in submissions and 
assessed in Issue 2.2. 
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New Schedule: Information required for the reclassification of a  groundwater take category 

Wellington  Regional  Council will  require  hydrogeological  information  that  appropriately  characterises  the  sub‐catchment  hydrogeological  setting  to  enable  confident 

evaluation of the potential effects of taking groundwater on hydraulically connected surface water. The information required will depend on local circumstances and may 

include all or some of the list below. 

a) analysis of local/sub‐catchment subsurface geology/stratigraphy; 

b) relative groundwater and surface water levels and mapping of groundwater flow nets; 

c) confident conceptualisation of the local and sub‐regional groundwater environment including conceptual or quantitative water balance; 

 

d) temporal groundwater level and relevant surface water level/flow variations; 

e) analysis of aquifer testing undertaken in accordance with Schedule T requirements to determine localised aquifer hydraulic properties; 

 

f) analysis of results from additional previous aquifer testing from sub‐catchment areas to determine representative aquifer parameters;  

 

g) evaluation of aquifer boundary effects evident in pumping test data; 

h) analysis of surface water hydrology (e.g. gains/losses, representative flow statistics); 

i) measurement/analysis of streambed conductance or use of GWRC mapped streambed parameters; 

 

j) hydro chemical analyses. 
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 12 Schedules Schedule Q: Reasonable 
and efficient use criteria 

No change – may be to Group or community  

Refer to Issue 3.1 12 Schedules Schedule R: Guideline for 
stepdown allocations 

See below Effectiveness and efficiency 
The recommended amendments clarify what takes the stepdowns 
apply to in order to be consistent with other provisions of the plan. The 
recommended amendments will increase the effectiveness and 
efficiency of the proposed Plan. The recommended amendments 
maintain the intent of the provisions in the proposed Plan and would 
not alter the meaning or any outcome of the proposed Plan. 
Costs  
There are no costs associated with the recommendation. 
Benefits: (environmental, cultural, economic and social) 
There are environmental, cultural, economic or social benefits from 
clearly describing the stepdown provisions.  
Risk of acting or not acting 
The risk of not acting is that the decision version will not provide 
certainty for water users.  
Decision about most appropriate option 
In my opinion the proposed amendment is the most appropriate way to 
address omissions and inaccuracies identified in submissions and 
assessed in Issue 3.1. 

 

When river flows are low, stepdown allocations may be included as conditions of resource consent when rivers approach minimum flows. 

Stepdown allocations may require a take to cease or be reduced. Taking water that is not for the health needs of people, stock drinking water (water races) or 
rootstock protection may be required to cease or be reduced as flows approach minimum river flows. Typically, the reduction in water take that may be required 
will be half the consented amount.  

Stepdown allocations for specific rivers are identified in Table R1 unless otherwise agreed by a water user group. In other rivers, stepdown allocations may be 
agreed by a water user group, or in the absence of agreement or such a group, may be implemented by the Wellington Regional Council.  
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Table R1: Stepdown allocations for rivers in the Ruamāhanga River catchment 

River Minimum flow 
(L/sec) 

Flow at which takes 
shall cease other than 
for the health needs of 
people or stock drinking 
water (water races), and 
rootstock protection 
(L/sec) 

Flow at which 
takes shall 
reduce (L/sec) 

Management 
point  

Waipoua River  250  300 Mikimiki Bridge 

Waingawa River 1100 1700 1900 Kaituna 

Parkvale Stream 100  120150 Renalls Weir 
Recorder 

Mangatarere Stream 
[upper reach] 240 

 

[upper reach ] 
330 

Gorge Recorder 

[lower reach] 200 [lower reach] 240 Gorge Recorder 

Waiohine River 2300 3040  Gorge Recorder 

Upper Ruamāhanga 
River 

2400  2700 
Wardells 

Tauherenikau River 1100 1300  Gorge Recorder 

Lower Ruamāhanga 
River 

8500  9200 Waihenga 
Recorder 
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 12 Schedules Schedule S: Guideline for 
measuring and reporting 
of water takes 
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Appendix B: Recommended Changes 

Allocation amount The calculated amount of water available for allocation listed in Tables 7.3-7.5, Tables 8.2 and 
8.3 and Tables 10.2 and 10.31 

Aquifer A geological formation through which water moves under natural conditions and is capable of 
yielding water at a sufficient rate to be a practical source of water.  A permeable layer of rock, 
sand, or earth that contains water or allows water to pass through it.2 

Core allocation The maximum amount of water that can be taken by all resource consents within a catchment 
management unit or catchment management sub-unit, other than the amount allowed by 
supplementary allocation. available for allocation: 

(a) for the catchments and sub-catchments listed in the whaitua chapters shall not exceed 
whichever is the greater of: 
(i) The total amount allocated by resource consents at the time the resource consent 

application is lodged, or 
(ii) The allocation amounts provided for in Tables 7.3-7.5, Tables 8.2 and 8.3 and 

Tables 10.2 and 10.3. or 
(b) for rivers (and their tributaries) and direct connection (Category A) groundwater and 

high connection (Category B) groundwater not covered by (a): 
(i) 50% of the mean annual low flow for rivers with mean flows of greater than 

5m3/sec, or 
(ii) 30% of the mean annual low flow for rivers with mean flows of less than or equal to 

5m3/sec.3 

Direct connection 
(Category A) 
groundwater) 

Groundwater described as Direct connection (Category A) groundwater in Table 4.1. directly 
connected to surface water at the locations generally shown in Figures 7.2, 7.5, 7.6, 7.7, 7.8 and 
7.9 in chapter 7; Figures 8.1 and 8.2 in chapter 8; and Figure 10.1 and 10.2 in chapter 10. 
Taking water from Category A groundwater is considered to be surface water allocation.4  

High connection 
(Category B) 
groundwater 
(directly 
connected) 

Groundwater described as High connection (Category B) groundwater  in Table 4.1.not 
classified as either category A groundwater or category C groundwater and which is defined 
as being directly connected to surface water through applying the tests in Schedule Q (efficient 
use). Category B groundwater (directly connected) is at the locations generally described in 
Tables 7.3 and 7.4 in chapter 7, Table 8.2 chapter 8 and Table 10.2 in chapter 10. Taking water 
from Category B groundwater (directly connected) is considered to be surface water 
allocation.5 

Moderate 
connection 
(Category B) 
groundwater (not 
directly 
connected) 

Groundwater described as Moderate connection (Category B) groundwater  in Table 4.1 not 
classified as either category A groundwater or category C groundwater and which is defined 
as being not directly connected to surface water through applying the tests in Schedule Q 
(efficient use). Moderate Category B groundwater (not directly connected) is at the locations 
generally described in Table 7.5 in chapter 7, Table 8.3 in chapter 8 and Table 10.3 in chapter 
10. Taking water from Category B groundwater (not directly connected) is considered to be 
groundwater allocation.6 

                                                 
 
1 Issue 2.4, paragraph 320 
2 Issue 4.1, paragraph 654 
3 Issue 2.4, paragraph 320 
4 Issue 2.2, paragraph 199 
5 Issue 2.2, paragraph 199 
6 Issue 2.2, paragraph 199 
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Limited 
connection 
(Category C) 
groundwater 

Groundwater described as Limited connection (Category C) groundwater  in Table 4.1  not 
directly connected to surface water at the locations generally shown in Figures 7.2-7.9 in 
chapter 7, Figures 8.1-8.2 in chapter 8, and Figure 10.1 in chapter 10. Taking water from 
category C groundwater is considered to be groundwater allocation.7 

Dewatering The abstraction and/or the diversion of groundwater so as to lower the water table for the period 
of time required to enable maintenance, excavation, construction, or geotechnical work to 
proceed in the dewatered area, or to sustain a lower localised water table. Dewatering may 
include the installation of well points to a depth no greater than 5m below ground level (without 
the well points being considered as a bore).8 

Efficient allocation Includes, but is not limited to: 

(a) Economic efficiency (also known as allocative efficiency): allocating water to enable 
optimum economic outcomes (e.g. allocating water to the uses which have the highest 
value to society and create headroom). 

(b) Technical efficiency: maximising the proportion of water beneficially used in relation to that 
taken. It relates to the performance of a water-use system, including avoiding water 
wastage. 

(c) Dynamic efficiency: adjusting the use of water over time to maintain or achieve allocative 
efficiency (e.g. enabling movement of allocated water and minimising the transaction costs 
for doing so).9 

Geotechnical 
investigation bore 

Any bore constructed to provide information about soil, sediment or rock.10 

Groundwater 
directly connected 
to surface water 

Category A groundwater and the component of category B groundwater that is directly 
connected to surface water and part of the surface water allocation amount.11 

Groundwater 
allocation not 
directly connected 
to surface water 

Category C groundwater and the component of category B groundwater that is not directly 
connected to surface water and not part of the surface water allocation amount. 

The amount of groundwater available to be allocated from: 

High connection (Category B) groundwater (excluding stream depletion portion) 

Moderate connection (Category B) groundwater, or 

Limited Connection (Category C) groundwater.12  

Mean annual low 
flow (MALF) 

The naturalised average of the mean annual lowest flows measured in each year of a full site 
record with a duration of seven days.13 

Minimum flow or 
water level 

The flow or water level at which abstraction from a river or groundwater directly connected to 
surface water Direct connection (Category A) groundwater or High connection (Category 
B) groundwater14 is restricted by Wellington Regional Council (or required to cease). The flow 
in a river or water level in a lake may naturally drop below the interim15 minimum flow or water 
level following the restriction/suspension of abstractions. 

                                                 
 
7 Issue 2.2, paragraph 199 
8 Issue 4.2, paragraph 723 
9 Issue 3.2, paragraph 539 
10 Issue 4.1, paragraph 668 
11 Issue 2.2, paragraph 201 
12 Issue 2.4, paragraph 201 and 320 
13 Issue 2.3, paragraph 231 
14 Issue 2.2 consequential change 
15 Issue 2.3, paragraph 229 
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Stepdown 
allocation 

A reduction in the core amount of water allocated from a river below the median flow when 
resource consents for the total take and use of water exceeds the amount of water available 
above the interim minimum flow when river flows are low to protect the minimum flow16 

Surface water 
allocation 

The amount of water available for allocation as a limit that applies to Lake Wairarapa or a river 
up to its median flow and groundwater directly connected to the lake or river.  

The amount of water available for allocation, excluding supplementary allocation above 
median flow, from: 

 Lakes, or 

 Rivers, or  

 Direct connection (Category A) groundwater, or 

 High connection (Category B) groundwater (stream depletion portion only)17 

Unused water Where more than 25% of the maximum daily amount of water allocated to a person for use on a 
property they own or have an interest in, but not including water that is transferred for use at 
another location by means of a transfer permit, is demonstrated to not be used over a period of 
two consecutive years. Unused water does not apply to water allocated to a community or 
group drinking water supply.18 

 

Objectives 

Objective O52 

The efficiency of allocation and use of water is improved and maximised through time., 
including by means of: 

(a) efficient infrastructure, and 

(b) good management practice, including irrigation, domestic municipal and 
industry practices, and  

(c) maximising reuse, recovery and recycling of water and contaminants, and 

(d) enabling water to be transferred between users, and 

(e) enabling water storage outside river beds.19 

 

Policies 

Policy P107: Framework for taking and using water 

The framework for the take and use of water recognises: 

                                                 
 
16 Issue 2.3, paragraph 235 
17 Issue 2.4, paragraph 320 
18 Issue 3.2, paragraph 578 
19 Issue 3.2, paragraph 545 
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(a) groundwater connectivity to surface water shall be managed as described in 
Schedule P Table 4.120 (groundwater connectivity), and 

(b) the take and use of water does not exceed core allocation21 amounts provided 
for in the Plan, and 

(c) minimum flows or water levels are managed in accordance with the Plan 
provisions, and 

(d) permitted and controlled activities provided for in the Plan and section 14(3)(b) 
and (e) takes are not included in the allocation amounts, or subject to 
minimum flows or water levels.22 

  

                                                 
 
20 Issue 2.2, paragraph 197 
21 Issue 2.4, paragraph 321 
22 Issue 2.6, paragraph 421 
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Schedule P: Classifying and managing groundwater and surface water connectivity 

Schedule PTable 4.123: Classifying and managing groundwater and surface water connectivity 

Classification of connection 
between groundwater and 
surface water 

General description of the magnitude of surface water depletion effect and 
aquifer groundwater characteristics 

General management approach 

Direct 
connection 
(Category A) 
groundwater
24 

 

 

 

 

Groundwater 
directly 
connected to 
surface 
water25 

Stream depletion effects begin almost immediately after the commencement of 
groundwater abstraction and increase rapidly over subsequent days. Over the course 
of weeks to months the volume of groundwater pumped almost entirely represents 
flow depletion from local surface waters. Depletion effects dissipate quickly when 
pumping stops.  

Direct connection (Category A) groundwater aquifers are generally shallow, highly 
permeable gravels that occur along the riparian margins of the main river systems. 
Direct connection (Category A) groundwater takes are expressed in litres/sec 
(L/sec) (based on a weekly average).  

 

Direct connection (Category A) groundwater  areas are generally shown in 
Figures 7.2, 7.5, 7.6, 7.7, 7.8 and 7.9 in chapter 7; Figures 8.1 and 8.2 in chapter 8; 
and Figure 10.1 and 10.2 in chapter 10. 

Groundwater takes in aquifers directly connected to surface water are subject to the 
same core allocation and restrictions as surface water takes unless there is clear 
hydrogeological evidence demonstrating that surface water depletion effects from takes 
are less than expected.  

Direct connection (Category A) groundwater takes are allocated from surface water 
allocation for the relevant catchment and sub catchment unit and are subject to 
restrictions outlined in Policy P115 and Schedule R. 

Where a groundwater take is located in an area shown in the whaitua chapters as Direct 
connection (Category A) groundwater and there is clear hydrogeological information 
demonstrating that surface water depletion effects from takes are less than expected, 
the take may be considered as High or Moderate connection (Category B) 
groundwater.26 Such clear new hydrogeological evidence may be advanced by a 
resource consent applicant seeking a new resource consent or an existing user 
amending an existing resource consent. 

Saltwater intrusion into an aquifer or the landward movement of the salt water/fresh 
water interface shall be prevented. 

High 
connection 
(Category 
B)groundwat
er27 

Compared with takes in Direct connection (Category A) groundwater, the onset of 
stream depletion effects is less immediate and it often takes weeks rather than days 
for the effect to become significant. However, over the course of months the volume 
of groundwater pumped that is directly connected to surface water represents at least 
60% flow depletion from local surface waters. Depletion effects dissipate more slowly 
than takes from Direct connection (Category A) groundwater when pumping 

Category B groundwater aquifers that are directly connected to surface water are subject 
to the same core allocation and restrictions as surface water. Groundwater that is not 
directly connected to surface water is subject to separate groundwater core allocation. 
The allocation for individual takes at a location in category B groundwater is based on a 
pumping test that provides hydrogeological evidence demonstrating the effects of taking 
water on surface water. A pumping test is required by a resource consent applicant 

                                                 
 
23 Issue 2.2,  paragraph 197 
24 Issue 2.2,  paragraph 200 
25  Issue 2.2,  paragraph 201 
26 Issue 2.2,  paragraph 184 
27 Issue 2.2, paragraph 183 and 200 
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Schedule PTable 4.123: Classifying and managing groundwater and surface water connectivity 

Classification of connection 
between groundwater and 
surface water 

General description of the magnitude of surface water depletion effect and 
aquifer groundwater characteristics 

General management approach 

 

 

Groundwater 
not directly 
connected to 
surface 
water30 

stops. 

High connection (Category B) groundwater considered to be: available as 
surface water allocation is expressed in L/sec (based on a weekly average). 
Category B groundwater that is directly connected to surface water is:  

(a) groundwater with a rate of take at the point of abstraction (based on weekly 
average) of greater than 5L/sec, and 

(b) groundwater which over the course of a pumping season represents a flow 
depletion from local surface waters of greater than 60% of the rate of take or 
great than 10L/sec. takes with a stream depletion effect from local surface 
waters of greater than 60% of the rate of take OR a calculated maximum rate 
of stream depletion of greater than 10L/sec*. Stream depletion effect is 
calculated using an assessed pumping rate required to meet demand 9 out of 
every 10 years (90th percentile) over a 90 day maximum demand period. 28 

 

High connection (Category B) groundwater areas are generally shown in the 
Whaitua chapters at the locations and depths described in Figures 7.2, 7.3, 7.6, 7.8 
and 7.9 in chapter 7; Figures 8.1 and 8.2 in chapter 8; and Figure 10.1 and 10.2 in 
chapter 10. Table 7.5 in chapter 7, Table 8.3 in chapter 8 and Table 10.3 in chapter 
10, Table 8.2 chapter 8 and Table 10.2 in chapter 10. 

The component of category B groundwater takes considered to not be directly 
connected to surface water is the balance of the amount assessed as being directly 
connected (i.e. up to 40%).  

seeking a new resource consent or by an existing user with an existing resource consent 
seeking an increased amount of water.  

Due to the potential for category B groundwater aquifers to have a less direct effect on 
surface water than equivalent takes from category A areas, groundwater takes within 
category B with a weekly average abstraction rate less than 5 litres per second shall be 
managed solely as groundwater takes. 

High connection (Category B) groundwater is allocated from both surface and 
groundwater allocation amounts.  The calculated stream depletion effect is included in 
the surface water allocation for the relevant sub catchment management unit, while the 
remainder is included in the groundwater allocation for the relevant sub catchment 
management unit**.   

 

High connection (Category B) groundwater may be subject to restrictions outlined in 
Policy P115 and Schedule R.  

The management approach for individual takes at a location in High Connection 
(Category B) groundwater will be derived from hydrogeological information 
that appropriately characterises the potential effects of taking groundwater on 
hydraulically connected surface water. Hydrogeological information will be required by a 
resource consent applicant seeking a new resource consent or by an existing user with 
an existing resource consent seeking an increased amount of water.29  

 

Due to the potential for category B groundwater aquifers to have a less direct effect on 
surface water than equivalent takes from category A areas, groundwater takes within 
category B High Connection (Category B) groundwater with a weekly average 
abstraction rate less than 5 litres per second shall be managed solely as groundwater 
takes and are not subject to minimum flow restrictions. 

Saltwater intrusion into an aquifer or the landward movement of the salt water/fresh 
water interface shall be prevented. 

                                                 
 
30 Issue 2.2,  paragraph 201 
28 Issue 2.2,  paragraph 188 
29 Issue 2.2,  paragraph 184 
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Schedule PTable 4.123: Classifying and managing groundwater and surface water connectivity 

Classification of connection 
between groundwater and 
surface water 

General description of the magnitude of surface water depletion effect and 
aquifer groundwater characteristics 

General management approach 

Moderate 
connection 
(Category B) 
groundwater
31 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Compared with takes in Direct connection (category A) groundwater, the onset of 
stream depletion effects is less immediate and it often takes weeks rather than days 
for the effect to become significant. Depletion effects dissipate more slowly than 
takes from Direct connection (category A) groundwater when pumping stops. 

 

Moderate connection (Category B) groundwater is considered to be: 

(a) groundwater takes with a weekly average rate of abstraction of 5L/sec or less, 
or 

(b) groundwater takes with stream depletion effect from local surface waters of 
less than 60% of the rate of take AND the calculated maximum rate of stream 
depletion of less than 10L/sec*. Stream depletion effect is calculated using an 
assessed pumping rate required to meet demand 9 out of every 10 years (90th 
percentile) over a 90 day maximum demand period.32 

 

Moderate connection (Category B) groundwater areas are generally shown in the 
Whaitua chapters at the locations and depths described in Figures 7.2, 7.3, 7.6, 7.8 
and 7.9 in chapter 7; Figures 8.1 and 8.2 in chapter 8; and Figure 10.1 and 10.2 in 
chapter 10. Table 7.5 in chapter 7, Table 8.3 in chapter 8 and Table 10.3 in chapter 
10, Table 8.2 chapter 8 and Table 10.2 in chapter 10. 

Moderate connection (Category B) groundwater is allocated from the groundwater 
allocation for the relevant sub catchment management unit. 

Moderate connection (Category B) groundwater is not subject to restrictions outlined 
in Policy P115 and schedule R.  

 

The management approach for individual takes at a location in Moderate connection 
(Category B) groundwater will be derived from hydrogeological information 
that appropriately characterises the potential effects of taking groundwater on 
hydraulically connected surface water. Hydrogeological information will be required by a 
resource consent applicant seeking a new resource consent or by an existing user with 
an existing resource consent seeking an increased amount of water.33  

 

                                                 
 
31 Issue 2.2, paragraph 183 and 200 
32 Issue 2.2, paragraph 188 
33 Issue 2.2, paragraph 184 
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Schedule PTable 4.123: Classifying and managing groundwater and surface water connectivity 

Classification of connection 
between groundwater and 
surface water 

General description of the magnitude of surface water depletion effect and 
aquifer groundwater characteristics 

General management approach 

Limited 
connection 
(Category C) 
groundwater
34 

Groundwater takes may contribute to stream flow depletion at a catchment scale 
over the course of a pumping season but effects are much less immediate and 
significant than for Direct connection (Category A) groundwater, High 
connection (Category B) groundwater and Moderate connection (Category B) 
groundwater takes. 

Aquifers Groundwater with a limited degree of connection generally comprise low 
permeability geology and/or are the farthest removed from surface waters (e.g. deep 
confined aquifers). 

Limited connection (Category C) groundwater areas are generally shown in the 
Whaitua chapters at the locations and depths described in Figures 7.2-7.9 in chapter 
7, Figures 8.1-8.2 in chapter 8, and Figure 10.1 in chapter 10.  

Takes from category C groundwater are not subject to core allocation and restrictions 
that relate to surface water but rely on separate core allocation for groundwater in 
whaitua chapters 7 and 8. 

Limited connection (Category C) groundwater is allocated from the groundwater 
allocation for the relevant sub catchment management unit. 

Limited connection (Category C) groundwater is not subject to restrictions outlined in 
Policy P115 and schedule R.  

Where a groundwater take is located in an area shown in the Whaitua chapters as 
Limited connection (Category C) groundwater and there is clear hydrogeological 
evidence demonstrating that surface water depletion effects from take is greater than 
expected, the take may be considered as High connection (Category B) 
groundwater.35 

A pumping test is required by a resource consent applicant seeking a new resource 
consent or by an existing user with an existing resource consent seeking an increased 
amount of water. 

* For small streams in the Kāpiti Whaitua, if the stream depletion factor is less than 60%, a groundwater take is considered to have a High connection if the stream depletion effects is greater 
than 10 L/sec in streams with a MALF greater than 100 L/sec or 10% of MALF in streams with a MALF less than 100 L/sec 

** In the Hutt Whaitua, the total groundwater allocated for a groundwater take is included in the Lower Hutt groundwater catchment management unit. In addition to this, the stream depletion 
effect (based on a stream depletion factor of 0.5) is included in the Te Awa Kairangi / Hutt River catchment 

                                                 
 
34 Issue 2.2, paragraph 200 
35 Issue 2.2, paragraph 184 
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Policy P108: Integrating groundwater and surface water 

The connectivity of groundwater and surface water shall be managed as described in 
Schedule P Table 4.136(groundwater connectivity) and groundwater shall be allocated 
from one of two sources: 

(a) groundwater directly connected to surface water Direct connection 
(Category A) groundwater and High connection (Category B) 
groundwater37 within the core allocation for surface water, or 

(b) groundwater not directly connected to surface water Moderate  
connection (Category B) groundwater and Limited connection (Category 
C) groundwater38 within the core allocation for groundwater. 

 

Policy P110: National Policy Statement for Freshwater Management 
requirements for water takes, damming and diversion 

When considering any application the consent authority shall have regard to the 
following matters:  

(a) the extent to which the change would adversely affect safeguarding the life-
supporting capacity of fresh water and of any associated ecosystem, and 

(b) the extent to which it is feasible and dependable that any adverse effect on the 
life-supporting capacity of fresh water and of any associated ecosystem 
resulting from the change would be avoided. 

This policy applies to:  

(a) any new activity, and  
 

(b) any change in the character, intensity or scale of any established activity – 

that involves any taking, using, damming or diverting of fresh water or draining of any 
natural wetland wetland39 which is likely to result in any more than minor adverse 
change in the natural variability of flows or level of any fresh water, compared to that 
which immediately preceded the commencement of the new activity or the change in 
the established activity (or in the case of a change in an intermittent or seasonal activity, 
compared to that on the last occasion on which the activity was carried-out). 

This policy does not apply to any application for consent first lodged before the 
National Policy Statement for Freshwater Management 2011 took effect on 1 July 2011.  

                                                 
 
36 Issue 2.2, paragraph 197 
37 Issue 2.2, consequential change 
38 Issue 2.2, consequential change 
39 Issue 1, paragraph 129 
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Policy P111: Water takes at minimum flows and water levels 

The take and use of water shall not occur when flows or water levels fall below 
minimum flows or water levels in the whaitua chapters (chapters 7-11), with the 
exception that water is available below minimum flows or water levels40: 

(a) for firefighting, an individual’s reasonable domestic needs and the reasonable 
needs of an individual’s person’s41 animals for drinking water as provided for 
by section 14(3)(b) and 14(3)(e) of the Resource Management Act 1991, or 

 
(b) for the take and use of water permitted by rules in the Plan, or 
 
(c) as authorised by resource consents in accordance with Policy P108P11542. 

 

Policy P112: Priorities in drought and serious water shortage 

In times of drought and serious water shortage when flows or water levels fall below 
the minimum flows or water levels in the whaitua chapters of the Plan (chapters 7-
11), water takes shall be limited to that required for firefighting, human health needs of 
people, animal drinking water and rootstock protection43. 

 

Policy P113: Core allocation for rivers 

The maximum allocation amounts for rivers (and their tributaries) and directly 
connected groundwater Direct connection (Category A) groundwater and High 
connection (Category B) groundwater44 not listed in Rules R.R1, WH.R1 and K.R1 in 
the whaitua chapters of the Plan (chapters 7, 8 and 10) is:  

(a) for rivers with mean flows of greater than 5m3/sec, 50% of the mean annual 
low flow, or  

(b) for rivers with mean flows of less than or equal to 5m3/sec, 30% of the mean 
annual low flow. 

 

Policy P114: Priorities when demand exceeds supply 

When the total take and use of water allocated by resource consents above minimum 
flows or water levels exceeds the core allocation amount, the take and use of water 
shall be allocated according to the following priorities, in order of importance: 

(a) the health needs of people, and 
                                                 
 
40 Issue 2.3, paragraph 227 
41 Issue 3.1, paragraph 483 
42 Issue 2.3, paragraph 291 
43 Issue 3.1, paragraph 487 and 497 
44 Issue 2.2, consequential change 
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(b) stock drinking water, and 

(c) other values. 

The take and use of water for the health needs of people by community drinking water 
supply or a group drinking water supply shall be a priority over other uses45. 

 

Policy P115: Authorising takes below minimum flows and lake levels  

The take and use of water may be authorised below minimum flows or lake  water 
46levels established in whaitua chapters of the Plan (chapters 7-11) for: 

(a) the health needs of people as part of group drinking water supply or 
community drinking water supply, and 

(b) the water used by industry from a community drinking water supply for a 
period of seven years from the date of public notification of the Proposed 
Natural Resources Plan (31.07.2015), and 

(c) water races for the purpose of supplying water for the health needs of people 
and animal drinking water, and47 

(d) permanent horticultural or viticultural root crops (excluding pasture species, 
animal fodder crops and maize), where an application is for the replacement of 
an existing resource consent,48 for the sole purpose of avoiding their death 
provided: 

(i) the water shall only be available five days (120 hours) after minimum 
flow or water level 49  cessation take restrictions are imposed and 
where no practical alternative sources of water are available or 
accessible, and 

(ii) the amount of water needed shall be determined following 
consideration of the extent and type of crop(s) and the risk of crop 
death in drought situations, and 

(e) direct connection (category A)50 groundwater which shall be required to 
reduce the take by 50% of the amount consented above minimum flows or 
water level51, and 

                                                 
 
45 Issue 3.1, paragraph 501 
46 Issue 2.3, paragraph 227 
47 Issue 2.3, paragraph 289 
48 Issue 3.1, paragraph 507 
49 Issue 2.3, paragraph 227 
50 Issue 2.2, consequential change 
51 Issue 2.3, paragraph 227 
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(f) High connection (category B) 52  groundwater (directly connected), 
Moderate connection (category B) groundwater (not directly connected) 
and Limited connection (category C) groundwater.  

 

Policy P116: Reallocating water  

Water that becomes available from resource consents that are surrendered, lapsed, 
cancelled or not replaced, and by existing resource consents that are replaced for a 
lesser amount shall not be reallocated if the core allocation allocation amounts53 
identified in Rules R.R1, WH.R1 and K.R1 in the whaitua chapters of the Plan 
(chapters 7, 8 and 10) is exceeded.  

 

Policy P117: Supplementary allocation amounts at flows above the median flow 

In addition to core allocation, supplementary allocation water is available from rivers 
at flows above median flow in the following amounts: 

(a) For rivers with mean flows of greater than 5m3/sec, up to 50% of the flow in 
the river  above the median flow, or 

(b) For rivers with mean flows of less than or equal to 5m3/sec, up to 10% of the 
total amount of flow in the river54  

provided flushing flows and a portion of flow above the median flow remains in the 
river to meet Objective O25. 

 

Policy P119: Unused water 

Unused water allocated to an existing resource consent (excluding existing resource 
consents for community or group drinking water supplies)55  may be re-allocated to 
the same user when the existing resource consent is replaced, or the abstraction rate is 
changed, only if the consent holder can demonstrate how the unused water will be used 
within four years, including by means of: 

(a) a capital expenditure programme linked to the purpose water is used for, and 

(b) satisfying the reasonable and efficient use criteria identified in Schedule Q 
(efficient use).  

 

                                                 
 
52 Issue 2.2, paragraph consequential change 
53 Issue 3.2, paragraph 565 
54 Issue 2.5, paragraph 387 
55 Issue 3.2, paragraph 579 
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Policy P121: Preventing salt water intrusion 

Taking groundwater shall avoid salt water intrusion into an aquifer or landward 
movement of the salt water/fresh water interface, including by: 

(a) cessation of groundwater takes in a catchment management unit on the 
Kāpiti Coast when the water level at the foreshore falls below 1m above mean 
sea level (Wellington vertical datum  1953) (based on groundwater levels 
averaged over three days), and 

(b) maintaining water levels at 2m above mean sea level (Wellington vertical 
datum 1953) at the foreshore of the Hutt Valley aquifer zone shown in Figure 
8.2, chapter 8: Wellington Harbour and Hutt Whaitua, (based on groundwater 
levels averaged over 24 hours) and cessation of water takes when the water 
level falls below 1.7m above mean sea level (Wellington vertical datum 
1953)56. 

 

Policy P126: Site dewatering 

Localised land subsidence that affects structures shall be avoided or and any more than 
minor adverse effects of dewatering on existing groundwater users or the flows, levels 
or quality of surface water shall be minimised the following shall be shall be avoided, 
remedied or mitigated:  

(a) the ecosystem functioning of connected water bodies, and  

(b) the reliability of supply for existing surface and ground water users, and  

(c) the quality of surface or groundwater, and 

(d) the contamination of land and water.57 

 

Policy P127: Backflow of contaminants 

There shall be no backflow to surface water or groundwater of contaminants from any: 

(a) industrial process, and58 

(b) equipment or infrastructure which is used to irrigate land or used to apply 
animal effluent, agrichemicals or nutrients. 

 

                                                 
 
56 Issue 4.1, paragraph 687 
57 Issue 4.2, paragraph 718 
58 Issue 4.1, paragraph 693 
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5.6.2 Take and use of water 

In addition to the rules in Section 5.6.2, rules in chapters 7 to 11 of the Plan on the take 
and use of water also apply. 

The take and use of water for:  

 reasonable domestic needs or reasonable needs for animal drinking is provided 
for by section 14(3)(b) of the RMA and the taking or use does not, or is not 
likely to have an adverse effect on the environment, and  

 emergency or training purposes in accordance with section 48 of the Fire and 
Emergency New Zealand Act 2017 is provided for by section 14(3)(e) of the 
RMA. 

Rules R136, R137, R138, R139, R140, R141 and R142 provide for water to be taken 
and used in addition to those purposes.59 

 

Rule R136: Take and use of water - permitted activity 

The take and use of water from a surface water body (other than a water race that is 
permitted by Rule R138) or groundwater is a permitted activity, provided the following 
conditions are met: 

(a) the total take and use per property shall not exceed the following rates and 
volumes, and 

Property size Rate  Volume 
per day 

Greater than 20ha 2.5L/s 20m3 

Less than 20ha 2.5L/s 10m3 

 
(b) the take of groundwater does not adversely affect reliability of supply from 

properly constructed, efficient and fully functioning nearby bores, and 

(c) where the take and use is from surface water body, a fish screen with a 
minimum mesh size of 3mm shall be installed to prevent fish entering the 
intake fish are prevented from entering the water intake60, and 

(d) the water is not taken from a natural wetland, or from within 50m of a 
natural wetland, and 

(e) no water shall run to waste, and 

                                                 
 
59 Issue 2.6, paragraph 420 
60 Issue 2.6, paragraph 457 
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(f) at the written request of the Wellington Regional Council a water meter is 
installed and daily water use records are kept and provided to the Wellington 
Regional Council. 

Note 

Section 14(31)(b) of the Resource Management Act 1991 provides for firefighting and 
an individual’s reasonable domestic needs and the reasonable needs of an individual’s 
animals for drinking water. The take and use does not, or is not likely to, have an 
adverse effect on the environment.61 

 

Rule R137: Farm dairy washdown and milk-cooling water - permitted activity 

The take and use of water from a surface water body (other than a water race that is 
permitted by Rule R138) or groundwater for the purpose of farm dairy washdown and 
milk cooling on a dairy milking platform is a permitted activity, provided the following 
conditions are met: 

(a) the take shall be for a single property, and 

(b) the total take shall be no more than 70L per day per head stock unit62 based on 
the maximum herd size on the property at any time during the three years 
prior to the date of public notification of the Proposed Natural Resources Plan 
(31.07.2015), and 

(c) the take of groundwater does not adversely affect reliability of supply from 
properly constructed, efficient and fully functioning nearby bores, and 

(d) where the take and use is from surface water body, a fish screen with a 
minimum mesh size of 3mm shall be installed to prevent fish entering the 
intake fish are prevented from entering the water intake63, and  

(e) the water is not taken from a natural wetland, or from within 50m of a 
natural wetland, and 

(f) all practicable measures for recycling of uncontaminated washdown milk-
cooling64 water are implemented, and 

(g) at the written request of the Wellington Regional Council a water meter is 
installed and daily water use records are kept and provided to the Wellington 
Regional Council.  

                                                 
 
61 Issue 2.6, paragraph 419 
62 Issue 2.6, paragraph 447 
63 Issue 2.6, paragraph 457 
64 Issue 2.6, paragraph 448 
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Note 

Water taken for farm dairy washdown and cooling water may be taken in addition to 
water taken under Rule R136. 

In respect of condition (b) the Wellington Regional Council holds a record of the 
maximum herd size on the property using information obtained from the property owner 
in compliance with a resource consent obtained under Rule R83. 

 

Rule R138: Water races – permitted activity 

The take and use of water from a water race by a single property (that is not already 
permitted by Rule R136 or Rule R137) shown on Map 2865 is a permitted activity, 
provided the take and use is authorised within the by a resource consent held by the 
territorial authority controlling the water race. 

Note 

Water races shown on Map 28 are under territorial authority control and the approval 
of the relevant territorial authority is required to take water from a water race.  

 

Rule R140: Dewatering - permitted activity 

The use of land, the66 take of groundwater and the associated diversion and discharge of 
that water for the purpose of dewatering a site, including but not limited to, 
maintenance, excavation, construction or geotechnical testing, is a permitted activity, 
provided the following conditions are met: 

(a) the take continues only for the time required to carry out the work but does not 
exceed one month, and  

(b) the take and diversion and discharge is not from, onto or into contaminated 
land or potentially contaminated land, and 

(c) the take does not cause ground subsidence, and 

(d) the take does not deplete water in a surface67 water body, and 

(e) there is no flooding beyond the boundary of the property 

(f) A discharge to water, or onto or into land where it may enter water meets the 
conditions of Rule R4268. 

                                                 
 
65 Issue 2.6, paragraph 451 
66 Issue 4.2, paragraph 723 
67 Issue 4.2, paragraph 738 
68 Issue 4.2, paragraph 731 
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Note 

Discharges to water, or onto or into land where it may enter water related to dewatering 
are provided for by Rule R42.69 

 

Rule R140A: Take and use of water from a water storage facility 

The take and use of water from a water storage facility located outside a river bed, is a 
permitted activity provided the take and use of water to fill the storage facility is 
authorised by a resource consent or Rule R136.70 

 

Rule R141: Take and use of water not permitted - controlled activity 

The take and use of water from a surface water body or groundwater is a controlled 
activity, provided the following conditions are met: 

(a) the take and use was in existence on a property less than 20ha in size at the 
date of public notification of the Proposed Natural Resources Plan 
(31.07.2015), and 

(b) the total take and use per property, in combination with permitted activity 
Rule R136, shall not exceed 20m3 per day71 at a rate of no more than 2.5L/s, 
and 

(c) the take of groundwater does not adversely affect reliability of supply from 
properly constructed, efficient and fully functioning nearby bores, and 

(d) where the take and use is from surface water body, a fish screen with a 
minimum mesh size of 3mm shall be installed to prevent fish entering the 
intake fish are prevented from entering the water intake72, and 

(e) the water is not taken from a natural wetland or within 50m of a natural 
wetland, and 

(f) no water shall run to waste. 

Matters of control  

1. Supply and contents of water use records 

 

                                                 
 
69 Issue 4.2, paragraph 731 
70 Issue 2.5, paragraph 375 and 376 
71 Issue 2.6, paragraph 462 
72 Issue 2.6, paragraph 457 
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Rule R144: Transferring water permits – restricted discretionary activity 

The transfer of the whole or part of a water permit for the take and use of water that 
does not meet the conditions of Rule R143 or that is for a period of more than one year 
is a restricted discretionary activity, provided the following conditions are met: 

(a) the transfer is: 

(i) within the same catchment management sub-unit for takes within the 
Ruamāhanga Whaitua (chapter 7), or 

(ii) within the same catchment management unit for takes within any other 
whaitua (chapters 8-11), and 

(b) the reliability of supply for existing lawfully established water takes is not 
reduced, and 

(c) the take shall not occur when flows or water levels fall below the minimum 
flows or water levels73 in chapters 7-11 of the Plan, and 

(d) there is no increase in saline intrusion into the aquifer, or landward movement 
of the salt water/fresh water interface. 

Matters for discretion 

1. The reasonable and efficient use of water, including the criteria identified in 
Schedule Q (efficient use) 

2. The timing, amount (volume) allocated, rate of taking and using water 
including instantaneously (L/s) and daily (m3/day), daily and seasonal 
requirements, and the duration and timing of peak daily take rate 

3. Reduction in the rate of take from surface water and directly connected 
groundwater at times of low flow, and restrictions when rivers approach or 
fall below minimum flows or water levels74 , including the guideline for 
stepdown allocation and flows in Schedule R (stepdown guidelines) 

4. Effects due to local flow or water level depletion on wetlands, springs or the 
immediate downstream river reaches in the management unit  

5. Interference effects on existing lawful water takes 

6. For surface water bodies, preventing fish from entering the water intake 

7. For groundwater, preventing saline intrusion into the aquifer, or landward 
movement of the salt water/fresh water interface 

8. The duration of the permit 

                                                 
 
73 Issue 2.3, paragraph 227 
74 Issue 2.3, paragraph 227 
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9. Measuring and reporting, including the guideline in Schedule S (measuring 
takes). 

 

Rule R146: Geotechnical iInvestigation and monitoring75 bores - permitted 
activity 

The use of land and the associated diversion and discharge of water or contaminants for 
the drilling, construction or alteration of a geotechnical investigation bore for the 
purpose of investigating or monitoring the conditions below the ground surface76 is a 
permitted activity, provided the following conditions are met: 

(a) Where the bore is not located within a community drinking water supply 
protection area shown on Map 26, Map 27a, Map 27b, or Map 27c, the depth 
below ground level will not exceed 5m77, and 

(b) there is compliance with the NZS 4411:2001 Environmental Standard for 
Drilling of Soil and Rock, and 

(c) a Wellington Regional Council bore/well log form is submitted to the 
Wellington Regional Council within one month of the bore being constructed, 
and 

(d) there is no flooding beyond the boundary of the property, and 

(e) Where the bore is located within the Hutt Valley aquifer zone shown on Map 
XX the depth below ground level will not exceed 5m on land or 5m below the 
seabed in the coastal marine area, and78 

(f) a discharge to water, or onto or into land where it may enter water meets the 
conditions of Rule R42, and79 

(g) Where the bore is located within the coastal marine area, the activity shall 
comply with the coastal management general conditions specified in Section 
5.7.2, excluding conditions (b) and (c), and80 

(h) The bore shall be decommissioned in accordance with NZS 4411:2001 
Environmental Standard for Drilling of Soil and Rock as soon as practical after 
the investigation and monitoring is completed, and 81 

(i) the bore is not associated with hydrocarbon exploration or production.82 

                                                 
 
75 Issue 4.1, paragraph 668 
76 Issue 4.1, paragraph 668 
77 Issue 4.1, paragraph 671 
78 Issue 4.1, paragraph 672 
79 Issue 4.1, paragraph 679 
80 Issue 4.1, paragraph 678 
81 Issue 4.1, paragraph 703 
82 Issue 4.1, paragraph 669 
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Note 

For contaminated land site investigation bores Rule R54 also applies. 

 

Rule R146A: Construction and excavation activities 5m below ground level in 
the Hutt Valley aquifer system – discretionary activity 

The use of land within the Hutt Valley aquifer system shown on Figure XX for  the 
construction or removal of building foundations and earth retention structures or 
excavation (permanent or temporary) where the depth below the natural ground level 
exceeds 5m including any associated: 

(a) Diversion of water 

(b) Dewatering 

(c) Discharge of water and contaminants 

is a discretionary activity.83 

 

Rule R147: Drilling, construction or alteration of any bore - controlled activity 

The use of land and the associated diversion and discharge of water or contaminants for 
drilling, construction or alteration of a bore (other than a geotechnical investigation84 
bore permitted in Rule R146) is a controlled activity, provided the following conditions 
are met:  

(a) the bore is not associated with hydrocarbon exploration or production, and 

(b) the bore is constructed and operated in accordance with the NZS 4411:2001 
Environmental Standard for Drilling of Soil and Rock 

Matters of control 

1. Compliance with the NZS 4411:2001 Environmental Standard for Drilling of 
Soil and Rock 

2. Bore location, size (including diameter of the bore casing), casing type85 and 
depth 

3. Bore screening depth and type 

4. Backflow prevention methods 

                                                 
 
83 Issue 4.1, paragraph 660 
84 Issue 4.1, consequential change 
85 Issue 4.1, paragraph 699 
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5. Information requirements including bore logs, piezometric levels, groundwater 
tests, and bore construction details 

6. Management of the effects of any discharge of contaminants 

 

Method M18: Water use groups 

Wellington Regional Council will work in partnership with water user groups to86: 

(a) support water user groups, or voluntary agreements between water users, to 
share takes and manage allocations, and  

(b) support water user groups to assist with water sharing during times of 
restrictions or when the catchment is fully allocated, and  

(c) provide, where available, accurate technical information to assist user groups.  

 

Methods 19: Water management 

The Wellington Regional Council will work with city and district councils, water users 
and industry groups to encourage the efficient use of water, including by: 

(a) establishing, operating, and making publicly available a freshwater accounting 
system for the region, and 

(b) promoting and providing advice on measuring and reporting of water permits, 
including the use of real-time, telemetered water measuring systems 
compatible with Wellington Regional Council’s water use data management 
system, and  

(c) promoting and providing advice on suitable models that consider land use, crop 
use and other site physical factors that will meet the efficient use criteria in 
Schedule Q (efficient use) of the Plan, and 

(d) promoting exploring87 alternatives to the use of water races, and 

(e) exploring alternative management options for water races, and 

(f) assisting landowners, communities and organisations to conserve water and use 
it efficiently, and  

(g) promoting water storage outside river beds.  

 

                                                 
 
86 Issue 5, paragraph 750 
87 Issue 5, paragraph 754 
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Policy R.P1: Minimum flows and water levels in the Ruamahanga Whaitua 

Minimum flows and minimum water levels in the Ruamāhanga Whaitua are: 

(a) for rivers (including tributaries), the minimum flows in Table 7.1, and 

(b) for rivers not in Table 7.1, 90% of the seven-day88 mean annual low flow, and  

(c) for Lake Wairarapa, the minimum water level in Table 7.2, and 

(d) for natural lakes (other than Lake Wairarapa), existing minimum water 
levels. 

 

Policy R.P3: Cumulative effects on river reaches of allocating water  

When allocating river water or groundwater directly connected to surface water 
directly connected (Category A) groundwater and high connection (Category B) 
groundwater, regard shall be given to cumulative adverse effects on aquatic 
ecosystems in downstream river reaches as a result of flow depletion from loss of river 
water to groundwater.  

 

Rule R.R1: Take and use of water in the Ruamāhanga Whaitua – restricted 
discretionary activity 

The take and use of water from any river (including tributaries), Lake Wairarapa 
(including tributaries), and groundwater in the Ruamāhanga River catchment above the 
Lake Wairarapa outflow, and in the Lake Wairarapa catchment, that is not provided for 
in Rules R136, R137, R138, R139, R140, R140A or R14189 is a restricted discretionary 
activity provided the following conditions are met: 

(a) the take and use shall not occur below the minimum flows or water levels in 
Table 7.1 or 7.2, except that this condition does not apply to:  

(i) water for the health needs of people as part of a group drinking water 
supply or community drinking water supply or water for rootstock 
protection, and 

(ii) water used by industry from a community drinking water supply for 
a period of seven years from the date of public notification of the 
Proposed Natural Resources Plan (31.07.2015), and 

(iii) taking groundwater, and 

                                                 
 
88 Issue 2.3, consequential change 
89 Issue 2.6, paragraph 423 
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(iv) water races for the purpose of supplying water for the health needs of 
people and animal drinking water, and90 

(b) in any catchment management unit and catchment management sub-unit in 
Tables 7.3-7.5, the amount of water taken and used, in addition to all existing 
resource consents, does not exceed whichever is the greater of: 

(i) the maximum amount allocated by resource consents at the date the 
consent application is lodged, or  

(ii) the allocation amounts in Tables 7.3-7.5,  

except that this condition does not apply to the take and use of water at river 
flows above the median flow, and  

(c) at flows above median flow: 

(i) the frequency of flushing flows that exceed three times the median 
flow of the river is not changed, and 

(ii) no more than 50% of the river flow above the median flow remains in 
the river is taken for rivers with mean flows greater than 5m3/sec, or 

(iii) no more than 10% of the total river flow is taken for rivers with mean 
flows of less than or equal to 5m3/sec.91 

 

Matters for discretion 

1. The reasonable and efficient use of water, including the criteria in Schedule Q 
(efficient use) 

2. The timing, amount, and rate of taking of water; including instantaneous 
(L/sec), daily (m3/day), and seasonal requirements and duration and timing of 
peak daily take rate 

3. For group drinking water supplies or community drinking water supplies, 
the amount and rate of water taken and used for the health needs of people 

4. Reduction in the rate of take from surface water and groundwater directly 
connected to surface water direct connection (Category A) groundwater 
and high connection (Category B) groundwater92 at times of low flow and 
restrictions when rivers approach or fall below the minimum flows or water 
levels93, including the guideline for stepdown allocation and flows in 
Schedule R (stepdown guideline) 

                                                 
 
90 Issue 2.3, paragraph 288 
91 Issue 2.5, paragraph 388 
92 Issue 2.2, consequential change 
93 Issue 2.3, paragraph 227 
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5. Effects due to local flow or water level depletion on wetlands, springs, or 
downstream river reaches in the same catchment management sub-unit 

6. Interference effects on existing lawful water takes 

7. Prevention of salt water intrusion into the aquifer, or landward movement of 
the salt water/fresh water interface 

8. For a take and use from groundwater, the degree of connectivity and category 
according to Table 4.194 in category B groundwater (directly connected) or 
category B groundwater (not directly connected)  

9. Preventing fish from entering water intakes 

10. Measuring and reporting, including the guideline in Schedule S (measuring 
takes) 

 

Table 7.3: Surface water allocation amounts for rivers and direct connection (category A) 
groundwater and high connection (category B) groundwater directly connected to surface 
water 95in the Ruamāhanga River catchment above the Lake Wairarapa outflow 

Catchment management unit96 
Allocation 
amount97 (L/s) 

Ruamāhanga River and tributaries, upstream of (but not including) the confluence with 
the Lake Wairarapa outflow, and all direct connection (category A groundwater) and 
high connection (category B groundwater) (directly connected) identified in the 
catchment management sub-units below in Table 7.3 

7,535 

Catchment management sub-units in the upper Ruamāhanga catchment1 (shown in 
Figures 7.2 and 7.3) 

Allocation 
amount2 (L/s) 

Kopuaranga River and tributaries, direct connection (category A groundwater) and 
high connection (Upper Ruamahanga category B groundwater) (directly connected) 180 

Waipoua River and tributaries, direct connection (category A groundwater) and high 
connection (Upper Ruamahanga or Waingawa98  category B groundwater) (directly 
connected) 

145 

                                                 
 
94 Issue 2.4, paragraph 354 
95 Issue 2.2, consequential change 
96  When assessing surface water allocation, both the relevant catchment management unit and 
catchment management sub-unit must be considered 
97 This allocation amount has been derived as a default based upon one of two rules; for rivers with a 
mean flow of greater than 5,000 litres/sec, the allocation limit is equal to 50% of the natural seven-day 
mean annual low flow (7d MALF) and for rivers with a mean flow of less than 5,000 litres/sec, the 
allocation limit is equal to 30% of the 7d MALF. 
98 Issue 2.4, paragraph 340 
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Waingawa River and tributaries, direct connection (Waingawa 99  category A 
groundwater)  and  high connection (Taratahi or Waingawa  category B groundwater) 
(directly connected) 

920  

Ruamāhanga River and tributaries upstream of the confluence with the Waingawa River, 
direct connection (Upper Ruamahanga category A groundwater) and high connection 
(Waingawa , Te Ore Ore or Upper Ruamahanga category B groundwater) (directly 
connected), excluding all the above catchment management sub-units in the 
Ruamāhanga catchment (above this row in Table 7.3) 

1,200  

Catchment management sub-units in the middle Ruamāhanga catchment1 (shown in 
Figures 7.5, 7.6 and 7.7) 

Allocation 
amount2 (L/s) 

Parkvale Stream and tributaries, and high connection (Taratahi or Parkvale category B 
groundwater) (directly connected) 

40 

Booths Creek and tributaries and high connection (Parkvale, Mangatarere or Taratahi 
category B groundwater) (directly connected) 

25 

Mangatarere Stream and tributaries, direct connection (Mangatarere category A 
groundwater and high connection (Mangatarere category B groundwater )(directly 
connected) 

110  

Waiohine River and tributaries (excluding Mangatarere Stream and tributaries)direct 
connection (Waiohine category A groundwater) and high connection (Mangatere 
category B groundwater). 

1,590  

Papawai Stream and tributaries and direct connection (Waiohine category A 
groundwater) 

65105100 

Ruamāhanga River and tributaries upstream of the confluence with the Papawai Stream,  
and direct connection (Middle Ruamahanga category A groundwater)101 excluding all 
the above catchment management sub-units in the Ruamāhanga catchment (above this 
row in Table 7.3) 

1,240 

Catchment management sub-units in the lower Ruamāhanga catchment1  
(shown in Figure 7.8 and 7.9) 

Allocation amount2 
(L/s) 

Huangarua River and tributaries and direct connection (Huangarua category A 
groundwater) and high connection (Huangarua category B groundwater)  

110 

Lower Ruamāhanga River and tributaries upstream of (but not including) the confluence 
with the Lake Wairarapa outflow, and direct connection (Lower Ruamahanga category 
A groundwater) and high connection (Lake category B groundwater)102 excluding all 
the above catchment management sub-units in the Ruamāhanga catchment (above this 
row in Table 7.3) 

1,475 

 

                                                 
 
99 Issue 2.4, paragraph 340 
100 Issue 2.4, paragraph 334 
101 Issue 2.4, paragraph 356 
102 Issue 2.4, paragraph 356 
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Table 7.4: Surface water allocation amounts for rivers, Lake Wairarapa and direct 
connection (category A) groundwater and high connection (category B) groundwater 
directly connected to surface water in the Lake Wairarapa catchment 

Catchment management unit103  

(shown in Figures 7.8 and 7.9)  
Allocation 
amount104 (L/s) 

Lake Wairarapa and tributaries above the confluence of the Lake Wairarapa outflow with 
the Ruamāhanga River, and direct connection (Tauherenikau category A groundwater 
and high connection (Lake or Tauherenikau category B groundwater) (directly 
connected)  

1,800 

Catchment management sub-units3  
(shown in Figures 7.8 and 7.9)  

Allocation 
amount4 (L/s) 

Otukura Stream and tributaries above (but not including) the confluence with 
Dock/Stonestead Creek and high connection (Tauherenikau category B groundwater 
(directly connected) 

30 

Tauherenikau River and tributaries, and direct connection (Tauherenikau category A 
groundwater) and high connection (Tauherenikau category B groundwater) (directly 
connected) 

410 

 

Note: Where high connection category B groundwater is referred to in the tables, the calculated stream depletion effect (described 
in Table 4.1) is included in the surface water allocation for the relevant sub catchment management unit, while the remainder is 
included in the groundwater allocation the relevant sub catchment management unit.   
  

                                                 
 
103  When assessing surface water allocation, both the relevant catchment management–unit and 
catchment management sub-unit must be considered 
104 This allocation amount has been derived as a default based upon one of two rules; for rivers with a 
mean flow of greater than 5,000 litres/sec, the allocation limit is equal to 50% of the natural 7d MALF 
and for rivers with a mean flow of less than 5,000 litres/sec, the allocation limit is equal to 30% of the 7d 
MALF. 
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Table 7.5: Groundwater allocation amounts for moderate connection (category B) 
groundwater and limited connection (category C) groundwater not directly connected to 
surface water in the Ruamāhanga River catchment 

Upper Ruamāhanga catchment management sub-units3  
(shown in Figures 7.2, 7.3 and 7.4) 

Allocation amount 
(m3/year) 

Moderate connection (Te Ore Ore category B) groundwater (not directly connected) 480,000 

Moderate connection (Waingawa category B) groundwater (not directly connected) 
and 

Limited connection (Waingawa category C) groundwater 
1,900,000 

Moderate connection (Ruamāhanga category B) groundwater (not directly 
connected) and  

Limited connection (Ruamāhanga category C groundwater 
3,550,000 

Middle Ruamāhanga catchment management sub-units3  
(shown in Figures 7.5, 7.6 and 7.7) 

Allocation amount 
(m3/year) 

Limited connection (Fernhill-Tiffen category C groundwater (not directly connected) 1,200,000 

Moderate connection (Taratahi category B) groundwater (not directly connected) and  

Limited connection (Taratahi category C) groundwater 
1,400,000 

Moderate connection (Parkvale category B) groundwater (not directly connected) 
and  

Limited connection (Parkvale category C) groundwater 

350,000 
[unconfined] 

1,550,000 
[confined] 

Moderate connection (Mangatarere category B) groundwater (not directly connected) 
and  

Limited connection (Mangatarere category C) groundwater 
2,300,000 

Lower Ruamāhanga catchment management sub-units3  
(shown in Figures 7.8 and 7.9) 

Allocation amount 
(m3/year) 

Moderate connection (Tauherenikau category B) groundwater (not directly 
connected) 

6,600,000 

Moderate connection (Lake Category B) groundwater (not directly connected) and 

Limited connection (Lake Category C) groundwater 
6,750,000 

Moderate connection (Huangarua Category B) groundwater (not directly connected) 650,000 

Limited connection (Martinborough Category C) groundwater 800,000 

Moderate connection (Dry River Category B) groundwater (not directly connected) 650,000 

Limited connection (Onoke Category C) groundwater  2,100,000 

 



Section 42A Report Water allocation 

PAGE 28 OF 37  NATRP-1620937158-1237 
  

Rule R.R2: Taking and using water – discretionary activity 

The take and use of water that is not provided for in Rules R136, R137, R138, R139, 
R140, R140A or R141105in the Ruamāhanga Whaitua from:  

(a) any river not in the Ruamāhanga River catchment, or  

(b) any river (or river reach) downstream of the confluence of the Ruamāhanga 
River and the Lake Wairarapa outflow, or 

(c) any lake other than Lake Wairarapa that is upstream of any river in the 
Ruamāhanga River catchment, or  

(d) any river at flows above the median flow that does not meet condition (c) of 
Rule R.R1 

is a discretionary activity. 

 

Policy WH.P1: Minimum flows and water levels in the Wellington Harbour and 
Hutt Valley Whaitua 

Minimum flows and minimum water levels in the Wellington Harbour and Hutt 
Valley Whaitua are: 

(a) for rivers (including tributaries), the minimum flows in Table 8.1, and 

(b) for rivers not in Table 8.1, 90% of the seven-day106 mean annual low flow, 
and 

(c) for natural lakes existing minimum water levels. 

 

Rule WH.R1: Take and use of water in the Wellington Harbour and Hutt Valley 
Whaitua – restricted discretionary activity 

The take and use of water from any river (including tributaries) and groundwater in the 
Te Awa Kairangi/Hutt River, Wainuiomata River and Orongorongo River catchments, 
that is not provided for in Rules R136, R137, R138, R139, R140, R140A or R141107 is a 
restricted discretionary activity provided the following conditions are met: 

(a) the take and use shall not occur below the minimum flows in Table 8.1, except 
that this condition does not apply to: 

(i) water for the health needs of people as part of a group drinking 
water supply or a community drinking water supply, and 

                                                 
 
105 Issue 2.6, paragraph 423 
106 Issue 2.3, consequential change 
107 Issue 2.6, paragraph 423 
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(ii) taking groundwater, and 

(b) in any catchment management unit in Tables 8.2 and 8.3, the amount of 
water taken and used, in addition to all existing resource consents, does not 
exceed whichever is the greater of: 

(i) the maximum amount allocated by resource consents at the date the 
consent application is lodged, or  

(ii) the allocation amounts in Tables 8.2 and 8.3 

except that this condition does not apply to the take and use of water at river 
flows above the median flow, and 

(c) at flows above median flow: 

(i) the frequency of flushing flows that exceed three times the median 
flow of the river is not changed, and 

(ii) no more than 50% of the river flow above the median flow remains in 
the river is taken for rivers with mean flows greater than 5m3/sec, or 

(iii) no more than 10% of the total river flow is taken for rivers with mean 
flows of less than or equal to 5m3/sec108, and 

(d) the take and use is not from a river identified as outstanding in Schedule A1 
(outstanding rivers). 

Matters for discretion 

1. The reasonable and efficient use of water, including the criteria in Schedule Q 
(efficient use) 

2. The timing, amount, and rate of take of water; including instantaneous (L/sec), 
daily (m3/day), and seasonal requirements and duration and timing of peak 
daily take rate 

3. For group drinking water supplies or community drinking water supplies, 
the amount and rate of water taken and used for the health needs of people 

4. Reduction in the rate of take from surface water and groundwater directly 
connected to surface water direct connection (Category A) groundwater 
and high connection (Category B) groundwater109 at times of low flow and 
restrictions when rivers approach or fall below the minimum flows or water 
level110.  

                                                 
 
108 Issue 2.5, paragraph 388 
109 Issue 2.2, consequential change 
110 Issue 2.3, consequential change 
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5. Effects due to local flow or water level depletion on wetlands, springs, or the 
downstream river reach in the same catchment management unit 

6. Interference effects on existing lawful water takes 

7. Prevention of salt water intrusion into the aquifer, or landward movement of 
the salt water/fresh water interface 

8. For a take and use from groundwater, the degree of connectivity and category 
according to Table 4.1 in category B groundwater (directly connected) or 
category B groundwater (not directly connected) 111 

9. Preventing fish from entering water intakes 

10. Measuring and reporting, including the guideline in Schedule S (measuring 
takes) 

Rule WH.R2: Take and use of water in the Wellington Harbour and Hutt 
Valley Whaitua – discretionary activity 

The take and use of water that is not provided for in Rules R136, R137, R138, R139, 
R140, R140A or R141112 in the Wellington Harbour and Hutt Valley Whaitua from:  

(a) any river or groundwater not in Table 8.2 and Table 8.3, and  

(b) any lake other than an outstanding lake identified in Schedule A2 (outstanding 
lakes), and 

(c) any river at flows above the median flow that does not meet condition (c) of 
Rule WH.R1 

is a discretionary activity. 

 

8.1: Minimum flows for rivers in the Wellington Harbour and Hutt Valley Whaitua 

River Management point Minimum 
flow (L/s) 

Te Awa Kairangi/Hutt 
River 

Upstream of the confluence with the 
Pakuratahi River Kaitoke water supply intake 600  

Downstream of the confluence with the 
Pakuratahi River 

Birchville recorder 1,200  

Wainuiomata River Between Manuka Track and the 
confluence with Georges Creek 

Manuka recorder 100  

Between Georges Creek and the 
boundary of the coastal marine area 

Leonard Wood Park recorder 300  

                                                 
 
111 Issue 2.4, paragraph 354 
112 Issue 2.6, paragraph 423 
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River Management point Minimum 
flow (L/s) 

Orongorongo River upstream of the boundary with the coastal 
marine area 

RTruss113 Bridge recorder 100 

 

Table 8.2: Surface water allocation amounts for rivers and direct connection (category A) 
groundwater and high connection (category B) 114  groundwater directly connected to 
surface water in the Te Awa Kairangi/Hutt River, Wainuiomata River and Orongorongo 
River catchments 

Catchment management unit for the Te Awa Kairangi/Hutt River catchment  
(shown in Figures 8.1 and 8.2)  

Allocation amount 115 
(L/s) 

Te Awa Kairangi/Hutt River and tributaries, direct connection (Upper Hutt or Lower 
Hutt category A) groundwater and high connection (Upper or Lower Hutt 116 
category B groundwater) (directly connected) in the catchment management 
units shown in Figures 8.1 and 8.2 

 

2,140  

Wainuiomata River and tributaries 180  

Orongorongo River and tributaries 95  

 

Table 8.3: Groundwater allocation amounts for moderate connection (Category B) 
groundwater and limited connection (Category C) groundwater not directly connected to 
surface water in the Wellington Harbour and Hutt Valley Whaitua 

Catchment management units for the Te Awa Kairangi/Hutt River catchment  
(shown in Figures 8.1 and 8.2) 

1. Allocation 
amount (m3/year) 

Upper Hutt moderate connection (Upper Hutt category B) groundwater (not 
directly connected) and  

Upper Hutt limited connection (Upper Hutt category C) groundwater  

770,000 

Lower Hutt moderate connection (Lower Hutt category B) groundwater (not 
directly connected) 

36,500,000 [Waiwhetu 
Aquifer and Taita 
Alluvium]117 

Note: Where high connection (category B) groundwater is referred to in the tables, the calculated stream depletion effect 
(described in Table 4.1) is included in the surface water allocation for the relevant sub catchment management unit, while the 
remainder is included in the groundwater allocation the relevant sub catchment management unit.   

 

                                                 
 
113 Name correction 
114 Issue 2.2, consequential changes 
115 This limit has been derived as a default based upon one of two rules; for rivers with a mean flow of 
greater than 5,000 litres/sec, the allocation amount is equal to 50% of the natural seven-day mean annual 
low flow (7d MALF) and for rivers with a mean flow of less than 5,000 litres/sec, the allocation limit is 
equal to 30% of the 7d MALF . 
116 Issue 2.4, paragraph 340 
117 This allocation volume includes depletion equating to 600 L/sec from the Te Awa Kairangi/Hutt River 
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Policy P.P1: Minimum flows and water levels in Te Awarua-o-Porirua Whaitua 

Minimum flows and minimum water levels in Te Awarua-o-Porirua Whaitua are: 

(a) for rivers, 90% of the seven-day118 mean annual low flow, and  

(b) for natural lakes, existing minimum water levels. 

 

Rule P.R1: Take and use of water in the Te Awarua-o-Porirua Whaitua - 
discretionary activity 

The take and use of water from any river, lake or groundwater that is not provided for in 
Rules R136, R137, R138, R139, R140, R140A  or R141119 in Te Awarua-o-Porirua 
Whaitua is a discretionary activity. 

 

Policy K.P1: Minimum flows and water levels in the Kapiti Coast Whaitua 

Minimum flows and minimum water levels for rivers and lakes in the Kāpiti Coast 
Whaitua are: 

(a) for rivers (including tributaries) in Table 10.1, the minimum flows in Table 
10.1, and 

(b) for rivers not in Table 10.1, 90% of the seven-day120 mean annual low flow, 
and 

(c) for natural lakes, existing minimum water levels. 

 

Rule K.R1: Take and use of water in the Kāpiti Coast Whaitua – restricted 
discretionary activity 

The take and use of water from any river (including tributaries) or groundwater in the 
Kāpiti Coast Whaitua in Tables 10.2 and 10.3 that is not provided for in Rules R136, 
R137, R138, R139, R140, R140A or R141 121  is a restricted discretionary activity 
provided the following conditions are met: 

(a) the take and use shall not occur below the minimum flows in Table 10.1, 
except that this condition does not apply to: 

(i) water for the health needs of people as part of a group drinking 
water supply or community drinking water supply or water for 
rootstock protection, and 

                                                 
 
118 Issue 2.3, consequential change 
119 Issue 2.6, paragraph 423 
120 Issue 2.3, consequential change 
121 Issue 2.6, paragraph 423 
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(ii) taking groundwater, and  

(b) in any catchment management unit in Tables 10.2 and 10.3, the amount of 
water taken and used, in addition to all existing resource consents, does not 
exceed whichever is the greater of: 

(i) the maximum allocated by resource consents at the date the consent 
application is lodged, or  

(ii) the allocation amounts in Tables 10.2 and 10.3 

except that this condition does not apply to the take and use of water at river flows 
above the median flow, and  

(c) at flows above median flow: 

(i) the frequency of flushing flows that exceed three times the median 
flow of the river is not changed, and 

(ii) no more than 50% of the river flow above the median flow remains in 
the river is taken for rivers with mean flows greater than 5m3/sec, or 

(iii) no more than 10% of the total river flow is taken for rivers with mean 
flows of less than or equal to 5m3/sec122, and 

(d) the take and use is not in part of a river identified as an outstanding river in 
Schedule A1 (outstanding rivers). 

Matters for discretion 

1. The reasonable and efficient use of water, including the criteria in Schedule Q 
(efficient use) 

2. The timing, amount, and rate of taking and using water including instantaneous 
(L/s), daily (m3/day) and seasonal requirements and duration and timing of 
peak daily take rate 

3. For group drinking water supplies or community drinking water supplies, 
the amount and rate of water taken and used for the health needs of people 

4. Reduction in the rate of take from surface water and groundwater directly 
connected to surface water direct connection (Category A) groundwater 
and high connection (Category B) groundwater123 at times of low flow and 
restrictions when rivers approach or fall below the minimum flows or water 
level124.including the guideline for stepdown allocations and flows in 
Schedule R (stepdown guideline) 

                                                 
 
122 Issue 2.5, paragraph 388 
123 Issue 2.2, consequential change 
124 Issue 2.3, consequential change 
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5. Effects due to local flow or water level depletion on wetlands, springs or the 
downstream river reach in the same catchment management unit 

6. Interference effects on existing lawful water takes 

7. Prevention of salt water intrusion into the aquifer, or landward movement of 
the salt water/fresh water interface 

8. For a take and use from groundwater, the degree of connectivity and category 
according to Table 4.1125 in category B groundwater (directly connected) or 
category B groundwater (not directly connected) 

9.  Preventing fish from entering water intakes 

10. Measuring and reporting, including the guideline in Schedule S (measuring takes) 

 

Rule K.R2: Take and using water – discretionary activity 

The take and use of water that is not provided for in Rules R136, R137, R138, R139, 
R140, R140A or R141126  in the Kāpiti Coast Whaitua from:  

(a) any river, lake or groundwater not in Tables 10.2 and 10.3, or  

(b) any river at flows above the median flow that does not meet condition (c) of 
Rule K.R1, or 

(c) any river which does not meet condition (d) of Rule K.R1 

is a discretionary activity. 

 

Table 10.2: Surface water allocation amounts for rivers and direct connection (category A) 
groundwater and high connection (category B)127 groundwater directly connected to surface 
water in the Kāpiti Coast Whaitua 

Catchment management units  

(shown in Figures 10.1 and 10.2) 
Allocation amount128 
(L/s) 

Waitohu Stream and tributaries, direct connection ( Waitohu129 category A) 
groundwater and high connection (Otaki category B groundwater (directly 
connected) 

45 

                                                 
 
125 Issue 2.4, paragraph 354 
126 Issue 2.6, paragraph 423 
127 Issue 2.2, consequential changes 
128This limit has been derived as a default based upon one of two rules; for rivers with a mean flow of 
greater than 5,000 litres/sec, the allocation limit is equal to 50% of the natural seven-day mean annual 
low flow (7d MALF) and for rivers with a mean flow of less than 5,000 litres/sec, the allocation limit is 
equal to 30% of the 7d MALF. 
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Catchment management units  

(shown in Figures 10.1 and 10.2) 
Allocation amount128 
(L/s) 

Ōtaki River and tributaries, direct connection (Otaki category A) groundwater and 
high connection (Otaki or Te Horo category B) groundwater (directly connected) 

1,970590130 

Mangaone Stream and tributaries, category A groundwater and high connection (Te 
Horo category B) groundwater (directly connected) 4524131 

Waikanae River and tributaries,  direct connection (Waikanae category A) 
groundwater and high connection (Waikanae category B) groundwater (directly 
connected) 

220 

Note: Where high connection (category B) groundwater is referred to in the tables, the calculated stream depletion effect 
(described in Table 4.1) is included in the surface water allocation for the relevant sub catchment management unit, while the 
remainder is included in the groundwater allocation the relevant sub catchment management unit.   

 

Table 10.3: Groundwater allocation amounts for moderate connection (Category B) 
groundwater not directly connected to surface water132 in the Kāpiti Coast Whaitua 

Catchment management units  

(shown in Figures 10.1 and 10.2) 
Allocation amount 
(m3/year) 

Raumati moderate connection (category B) groundwater (not directly connected) 1,229,000810,000133 

Waikanae moderate connection (category B) groundwater (not directly connected) 2,710,000 

Te Horo moderate connection (category B) groundwater (not directly connected) 1,620,000 

Waitohu moderate connection (category B) groundwater (not directly connected) 1,080,000 

 

Policy WC.P1: Minimum flows and water levels in the Wairarapa Coast Whaitua 

Minimum flows and minimum water levels for rivers and natural lakes in the 
Wairarapa Coast Whaitua are: 

(a) for rivers, 90% of the seven-day134 mean annual low flow, and 

(b) for natural lakes, existing minimum water levels. 

 

                                                                                                                                               
 
129 Issue 2.4, paragraph 340 
130 Issue 2.3, paragraph 251 
131 Issue 2.3, paragraph 251 
132 Issue 2.2, consequential changes 
133 Issue 2.4, paragraph 355 
134 Issue 2.3, consequential changes 
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Rule WC.R1: Take and use of water -discretionary activity 

The take and use of water from a river, lake or groundwater that is not provided for in 
Rules R136, R137, R138, R139, R140, R140A or R141135 in the Wairarapa Coast 
Whaitua is a discretionary activity. 

 

Schedule P: Classifying and managing groundwater and surface water 
connectivity Replaced as Table 4.1136 

 

New Schedule: Information required for the reclassification of a  
groundwater take category 
 
Wellington Regional Council will require hydrogeological information that 
appropriately characterises the sub-catchment hydrogeological setting to enable 
confident evaluation of the potential effects of taking groundwater on hydraulically 
connected surface water. The information required will depend on local circumstances 
and may include all or some of the list below. 
 
a) analysis of local/sub-catchment subsurface geology/stratigraphy; 

b) relative groundwater and surface water levels and mapping of groundwater 
flow nets; 

c) confident conceptualisation of the local and sub-regional groundwater 
environment including conceptual or quantitative water balance; 

d) temporal groundwater level and relevant surface water level/flow variations; 

e) analysis of aquifer testing undertaken in accordance with Schedule T 
requirements to determine localised aquifer hydraulic properties; 

f) analysis of results from additional previous aquifer testing from sub-catchment 
areas to determine representative aquifer parameters;  

g) evaluation of aquifer boundary effects evident in pumping test data; 

h) analysis of surface water hydrology (e.g. gains/losses, representative flow 
statistics); 

i) measurement/analysis of streambed conductance or use of GWRC mapped 
streambed parameters; 

j) hydro chemical analyses.137 

                                                 
 
135 Issue 2.6, paragraph 423 
136 Issue 2.2, paragraph 197 
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Schedule R: Guideline for stepdown allocations 

When river flows are low, stepdown allocations may be included as conditions of 
resource consent when rivers approach minimum flows. 

Stepdown allocations may require a take to cease or be reduced. Taking water that is not 
for the health needs of people, stock drinking water (water races), or rootstock 
protection138 may be required to cease or be reduced as flows approach minimum river 
flows. Typically, the reduction in water take that may be required will be half the 
consented amount.  

Stepdown allocations for specific rivers are identified in Table R1 unless otherwise 
agreed by a water user group. In other rivers, stepdown allocations may be agreed by a 
water user group, or in the absence of agreement or such a group, may be implemented 
by the Wellington Regional Council.  

Table R1: Stepdown allocations for rivers in the Ruamāhanga River catchment 

River Minimum flow 
(L/sec) 

Flow at which takes 
shall cease other than 
for the health needs of 
people or stock drinking 
water (water races) and 
rootstock protection 139 
(L/sec) 

Flow at which 
takes shall 
reduce (L/sec) 

Management 
point  

Waipoua River  250  300 Mikimiki Bridge 

Waingawa River 1100 1700 1900 Kaituna 

Parkvale Stream 
100  120150140 

Renalls Weir 
Recorder 

Mangatarere Stream 
[upper reach] 240 

 

[upper reach ] 
330 

Gorge Recorder 

[lower reach] 200 [lower reach] 240 Gorge Recorder 

Waiohine River 2300 3040  Gorge Recorder 

Upper Ruamāhanga 
River 2400  2700 

Wardells 

Tauherenikau River 1100 1300  Gorge Recorder 

Lower Ruamāhanga 
River 

8500  9200 Waihenga 
Recorder 

  

                                                                                                                                               
 
137 Issue 2.2, paragraph 193 
138 Issue 3.1, paragraph 519 
139 Issue 3.1, paragraph 520 
140 Issue 2.3, paragraph 292 
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Appendix C: Recommended Changes 

Allocation amount The calculated amount of water available for allocation listed in Tables 7.3-7.5, Tables 8.2 and 
8.3 and Tables 10.2 and 10.3 

Aquifer A permeable layer of rock, sand, or earth that contains water or allows water to pass through it. 

Core allocation The maximum amount of available for allocation: 

(a) for the catchments and sub-catchments listed in the whaitua chapters shall not exceed 
whichever is the greater of: 
(i) The total amount allocated by resource consents at the time the resource consent 

application is lodged, or 
(ii) The allocation amounts provided for in Tables 7.3-7.5, Tables 8.2 and 8.3 and 

Tables 10.2 and 10.3, or 
(b) for rivers (and their tributaries) and direct connection (Category A) groundwater and 

high connection (Category B) groundwater not covered by (a): 
(i) 50% of the mean annual low flow for rivers with mean flows of greater than 

5m3/sec, or 
(ii) 30% of the mean annual low flow for rivers with mean flows of less than or equal to 

5m3/sec. 

Direct connection 
(Category A) 
groundwater) 

Groundwater described as Direct connection (Category A) groundwater in Table 4.1.  

High connection 
(Category B) 
groundwater  

Groundwater described as High connection (Category B) groundwater. 

Moderate 
connection 
(Category B) 
groundwater  

Groundwater described as Moderate connection (Category B) groundwater  in Table 4.1 

Limited 
connection 
(Category C) 
groundwater 

Groundwater described as Limited connection (Category C) groundwater  in Table 4.1. 

Dewatering The abstraction and/or the diversion of groundwater so as to lower the water table for the period 
of time required to enable maintenance, excavation, construction, or geotechnical work to 
proceed in the dewatered area, or to sustain a lower localised water table. Dewatering may 
include the installation of well points to a depth no greater than 5m below ground level (without 
the well points being considered as a bore). 

Efficient allocation Includes, but is not limited to: 

(a) Economic efficiency (also known as allocative efficiency): allocating water to enable 
optimum economic outcomes (e.g. allocating water to the uses which have the highest 
value to society and create headroom). 

(b) Technical efficiency: maximising the proportion of water beneficially used in relation to that 
taken. It relates to the performance of a water-use system, including avoiding water 
wastage. 

(c) Dynamic efficiency: adjusting the use of water over time to maintain or achieve allocative 
efficiency (e.g. enabling movement of allocated water and minimising the transaction costs 
for doing so). 
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Groundwater 
allocation  

The amount of groundwater available to be allocated from: 

High connection (Category B) groundwater (excluding stream depletion portion) 

Moderate connection (Category B) groundwater, or 

Limited Connection (Category C) groundwater.  

Mean annual low 
flow (MALF) 

The naturalised mean annual low flow with a duration of seven days. 

Minimum flow or 
water level 

The flow or water level at which abstraction from a river or Direct connection (Category A) 
groundwater or High connection (Category B) groundwater is restricted by Wellington 
Regional Council (or required to cease). The flow in a river or water level in a lake may naturally 
drop below the minimum flow or water level following the restriction/suspension of 
abstractions. 

Stepdown 
allocation 

A reduction in the core amount of water allocated from a river when river flows are low to protect 
the minimum flow 

Surface water 
allocation 

The amount of water available for allocation, excluding supplementary allocation above 
median flow, from: 

 Lakes, or 

 Rivers, or  

 Direct connection (Category A) groundwater, or 

 High connection (Category B) groundwater (stream depletion portion only) 

Unused water Where more than 25% of the maximum daily amount of water allocated to a person for use on a 
property they own or have an interest in, but not including water that is transferred for use at 
another location by means of a transfer permit, is demonstrated to not be used over a period of 
two consecutive years. Unused water does not apply to water allocated to a community or 
group drinking water supply. 

 

Objectives 

Objective O52 

The efficiency of allocation and use of water is improved and maximised through time. 

 

Policies 

Policy P107: Framework for taking and using water 

The framework for the take and use of water recognises: 

(a) groundwater connectivity to surface water shall be managed as described in 
Table 4.1 (groundwater connectivity), and 

(b) the take and use of water does not exceed core allocation amounts provided 
for in the Plan, and 

(c) minimum flows or water levels are managed in accordance with the Plan 
provisions, and 
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(d) permitted and controlled activities provided for in the Plan and section 14(3)(b) 
and (e) takes are not included in the allocation amounts, or subject to 
minimum flows or water levels. 
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Classifying and managing groundwater and surface water connectivity 

Table 4.1: Classifying and managing groundwater and surface water connectivity 

Classification of connection 
between groundwater and 
surface water 

General description of the magnitude of surface water depletion effect and 
groundwater characteristics 

General management approach 

Direct 
connection 
(Category A) 
groundwater 

 

 

 

 

 

Stream depletion effects begin almost immediately after the commencement of 
groundwater abstraction and increase rapidly over subsequent days. Over the course 
of weeks to months the volume of groundwater pumped almost entirely represents 
flow depletion from local surface waters. Depletion effects dissipate quickly when 
pumping stops.  

Direct connection (Category A) groundwater aquifers are generally shallow, highly 
permeable gravels that occur along the riparian margins of the main river systems. 
Direct connection (Category A) groundwater takes are expressed in litres/sec 
(L/sec) (based on a weekly average).  

 

Direct connection (Category A) groundwater  areas are generally shown in 
Figures 7.2, 7.5, 7.6, 7.7, 7.8 and 7.9 in chapter 7; Figures 8.1 and 8.2 in chapter 8; 
and Figure 10.1 and 10.2 in chapter 10. 

Direct connection (Category A) groundwater takes are allocated from surface water 
allocation for the relevant catchment and sub catchment unit and are subject to 
restrictions outlined in Policy P115 and Schedule R. 

Where a groundwater take is located in an area shown in the whaitua chapters as Direct 
connection (Category A) groundwater and there is clear hydrogeological information 
demonstrating that surface water depletion effects from takes are less than expected, 
the take may be considered as High or Moderate connection (Category B) 
groundwater. Such clear new hydrogeological evidence may be advanced by a 
resource consent applicant seeking a new resource consent or an existing user 
amending an existing resource consent. 

Saltwater intrusion into an aquifer or the landward movement of the salt water/fresh 
water interface shall be prevented. 

High 
connection 
(Category 
B)groundwat
er 

Compared with takes in Direct connection (Category A) groundwater, the onset of 
stream depletion effects is less immediate and it often takes weeks rather than days 
for the effect to become significant. Depletion effects dissipate more slowly than 
takes from Direct connection (Category A) groundwater when pumping stops. 

High connection (Category B) groundwater considered to be: 

High connection (Category B) groundwater is allocated from both surface and 
groundwater allocation amounts.  The calculated stream depletion effect is included in 
the surface water allocation for the relevant sub catchment management unit, while 
the remainder is included in the groundwater allocation for the relevant sub catchment 
management unit**.   
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Table 4.1: Classifying and managing groundwater and surface water connectivity 

Classification of connection 
between groundwater and 
surface water 

General description of the magnitude of surface water depletion effect and 
groundwater characteristics 

General management approach 

 

 

 

(a) groundwater with a rate of take at the point of abstraction (based on weekly 
average) of greater than 5L/sec, and 

(b) groundwater takes with a stream depletion effect from local surface waters of 
greater than 60% of the rate of take OR a calculated maximum rate of stream 
depletion of greater than 10L/sec*. Stream depletion effect is calculated using 
an assessed pumping rate required to meet demand 9 out of every 10 years 
(90th percentile) over a 90 day maximum demand period. 

 

High connection (Category B) groundwater areas are generally shown in the 
Whaitua chapters at the locations and depths described in Figures 7.2, 7.3, 7.6, 7.8 
and 7.9 in chapter 7; Figures 8.1 and 8.2 in chapter 8; and Figure 10.1 and 10.2 in 
chapter 10. Table 7.5 in chapter 7, Table 8.3 in chapter 8 and Table 10.3 in chapter 
10, Table 8.2 chapter 8 and Table 10.2 in chapter 10. 

 

High connection (Category B) groundwater may be subject to restrictions outlined in 
Policy P115 and Schedule R.  

The management approach for individual takes at a location in High Connection 
(Category B) groundwater will be derived from hydrogeological information 
that appropriately characterises the potential effects of taking groundwater on 
hydraulically connected surface water. Hydrogeological information will be required by a 
resource consent applicant seeking a new resource consent or by an existing user with 
an existing resource consent seeking an increased amount of water. 

 

High Connection (Category B) groundwater with a weekly average abstraction rate 
less than 5 litres per second shall be managed solely as groundwater takes and are not 
subject to minimum flow restrictions. 

Saltwater intrusion into an aquifer or the landward movement of the salt water/fresh 
water interface shall be prevented. 

Moderate 
connection 
(Category B) 
groundwater 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Compared with takes in Direct connection (category A) groundwater, the onset of 
stream depletion effects is less immediate and it often takes weeks rather than days 
for the effect to become significant. Depletion effects dissipate more slowly than 
takes from Direct connection (category A) groundwater when pumping stops. 

 

Moderate connection (Category B) groundwater is considered to be: 

(a) groundwater takes with a weekly average rate of abstraction of 5L/sec or less, 
or 

(b) groundwater takes with stream depletion effect from local surface waters of 
less than 60% of the rate of take AND the calculated maximum rate of stream 
depletion of less than 10L/sec*. Stream depletion effect is calculated using an 
assessed pumping rate required to meet demand 9 out of every 10 years (90th 
percentile) over a 90 day maximum demand period. 

Moderate connection (Category B) groundwater areas are generally shown in the 
Whaitua chapters at the locations and depths described in Figures 7.2, 7.3, 7.6, 7.8 
and 7.9 in chapter 7; Figures 8.1 and 8.2 in chapter 8; and Figure 10.1 and 10.2 in 
chapter 10. Table 7.5 in chapter 7, Table 8.3 in chapter 8 and Table 10.3 in chapter 
10, Table 8.2 chapter 8 and Table 10.2 in chapter 10. 

Moderate connection (Category B) groundwater is allocated from the groundwater 
allocation for the relevant sub catchment management unit. 

Moderate connection (Category B) groundwater is not subject to restrictions outlined 
in Policy P115 and schedule R.  

 

The management approach for individual takes at a location in Moderate connection 
(Category B) groundwater will be derived from hydrogeological information 
that appropriately characterises the potential effects of taking groundwater on 
hydraulically connected surface water. Hydrogeological information will be required by a 
resource consent applicant seeking a new resource consent or by an existing user with 
an existing resource consent seeking an increased amount of water.  
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Table 4.1: Classifying and managing groundwater and surface water connectivity 

Classification of connection 
between groundwater and 
surface water 

General description of the magnitude of surface water depletion effect and 
groundwater characteristics 

General management approach 

Limited 
connection 
(Category C) 
groundwater 

Groundwater takes may contribute to stream flow depletion at a catchment scale 
over the course of a pumping season but effects are much less immediate and 
significant than for Direct connection (Category A) groundwater, High 
connection (Category B) groundwater and Moderate connection (Category B) 
groundwater takes. 

Groundwater with a limited degree of connection generally comprise low permeability 
geology and/or are the farthest removed from surface waters (e.g. deep confined 
aquifers). 

Limited connection (Category C) groundwater areas are generally shown in the 
Whaitua chapters at the locations and depths described in Figures 7.2-7.9 in chapter 
7, Figures 8.1-8.2 in chapter 8, and Figure 10.1 in chapter 10. 

Limited connection (Category C) groundwater is allocated from the groundwater 
allocation for the relevant sub catchment management unit. 

Limited connection (Category C) groundwater is not subject to restrictions outlined in 
Policy P115 and schedule R.  

Where a groundwater take is located in an area shown in the Whaitua chapters as 
Limited connection (Category C) groundwater and there is clear hydrogeological 
evidence demonstrating that surface water depletion effects from take is greater than 
expected, the take may be considered as High connection (Category B) groundwater. 

A pumping test is required by a resource consent applicant seeking a new resource 
consent or by an existing user with an existing resource consent seeking an increased 
amount of water. 

* For small streams in the Kāpiti Whaitua, if the stream depletion factor is less than 60%, a groundwater take is considered to have a High connection if the stream depletion effects is greater 
than 10 L/sec in streams with a MALF greater than 100 L/sec or 10% of MALF in streams with a MALF less than 100 L/sec 

** In the Hutt Whaitua, the total groundwater allocated for a groundwater take is included in the Lower Hutt groundwater catchment management unit. In addition to this, the stream depletion 
effect (based on a stream depletion factor of 0.5) is included in the Te Awa Kairangi / Hutt River catchment 
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Policy P108: Integrating groundwater and surface water 

The connectivity of groundwater and surface water shall be managed as described in 
Table 4.1 (groundwater connectivity) and groundwater shall be allocated from one of 
two sources: 

(a) Direct connection (Category A) groundwater and High connection 
(Category B) groundwater within the core allocation for surface water, or 

(b) Moderate  connection (Category B) groundwater and Limited connection 
(Category C) groundwater within the core allocation for groundwater. 

 

Policy P110: National Policy Statement for Freshwater Management 
requirements for water takes, damming and diversion 

When considering any application the consent authority shall have regard to the 
following matters:  

(a) the extent to which the change would adversely affect safeguarding the life-
supporting capacity of fresh water and of any associated ecosystem, and 

(b) the extent to which it is feasible and dependable that any adverse effect on the 
life-supporting capacity of fresh water and of any associated ecosystem 
resulting from the change would be avoided. 

This policy applies to:  

(a) any new activity, and  
 

(b) any change in the character, intensity or scale of any established activity - 

that involves any taking, using, damming or diverting of fresh water or draining of any 
wetland which is likely to result in any more than minor adverse change in the natural 
variability of flows or level of any fresh water, compared to that which immediately 
preceded the commencement of the new activity or the change in the established 
activity (or in the case of a change in an intermittent or seasonal activity, compared to 
that on the last occasion on which the activity was carried-out). 

This policy does not apply to any application for consent first lodged before the 
National Policy Statement for Freshwater Management 2011 took effect on 1 July 2011.  

 

Policy P111: Water takes at minimum flows and water levels 

The take and use of water shall not occur when flows or water levels fall below 
minimum flows or water levels in the whaitua chapters (chapters 7-11), with the 
exception that water is available below minimum flows or water levels: 

(a) for firefighting, an individual’s reasonable domestic needs and the reasonable 
needs of a person’s animals for drinking water as provided for by section 
14(3)(b) and 14(3)(e) of the Resource Management Act 1991, or 
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(b) for the take and use of water permitted by rules in the Plan, or 
 
(c) as authorised by resource consents in accordance with Policy P115. 

 

Policy P112: Priorities in drought and serious water shortage 

In times of drought and serious water shortage when flows or water levels fall below 
the minimum flows or water levels in the whaitua chapters of the Plan (chapters 7-
11), water takes shall be limited to that required for firefighting, health needs of 
people, animal drinking water. 

 

Policy P113: Core allocation for rivers 

The maximum allocation amounts for rivers (and their tributaries) and Direct 
connection (Category A) groundwater and High connection (Category B) 
groundwater not listed in Rules R.R1, WH.R1 and K.R1 in the whaitua chapters of the 
Plan (chapters 7, 8 and 10) is:  

(a) for rivers with mean flows of greater than 5m3/sec, 50% of the mean annual 
low flow, or  

(b) for rivers with mean flows of less than or equal to 5m3/sec, 30% of the mean 
annual low flow. 

 

Policy P114: Priorities when demand exceeds supply 

The take and use of water for the health needs of people by community drinking water 
supply or a group drinking water supply shall be a priority over other uses. 

 

Policy P115: Authorising takes below minimum flows and lake levels  

The take and use of water may be authorised below minimum flows or water levels 
established in whaitua chapters of the Plan (chapters 7-11) for: 

(a) the health needs of people as part of group drinking water supply or 
community drinking water supply, and 

(b) the water used by industry from a community drinking water supply for a 
period of seven years from the date of public notification of the Proposed 
Natural Resources Plan (31.07.2015), and 

(c) permanent horticultural or viticultural root crops (excluding pasture species, 
animal fodder crops and maize), where an application is for the replacement of 
an existing resource consent, for the sole purpose of avoiding their death 
provided: 
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(i) the water shall only be available five days (120 hours) after minimum 
flow or water level cessation take restrictions are imposed and where 
no practical alternative sources of water are available or accessible, 
and 

(ii) the amount of water needed shall be determined following 
consideration of the extent and type of crop(s) and the risk of crop 
death in drought situations, and 

(d) direct connection (category A) groundwater which shall be required to 
reduce the take by 50% of the amount consented above minimum flows or 
water level, and 

(e) High connection (category B) groundwater, Moderate connection 
(category B) groundwater and Limited connection (category C) 
groundwater.  

 

Policy P116: Reallocating water  

Water that becomes available from resource consents that are surrendered, lapsed, 
cancelled or not replaced, and by existing resource consents that are replaced for a 
lesser amount shall not be reallocated if the allocation amounts identified in Rules 
R.R1, WH.R1 and K.R1 in the whaitua chapters of the Plan (chapters 7, 8 and 10) is 
exceeded.  

 

Policy P117: Supplementary allocation amounts at flows above the median flow 

In addition to core allocation, supplementary allocation is available above median 
flow in the following amounts: 

(a) For rivers with mean flows of greater than 5m3/sec, up to 50% of the flow in 
the river  above the median flow, or 

(b) For rivers with mean flows of less than or equal to 5m3/sec, up to 10% of the 
total amount of flow in the river  

provided flushing flows and a portion of flow above the median flow remains in the 
river to meet Objective O25. 

 

Policy P119: Unused water 

Unused water allocated to an existing resource consent (excluding existing resource 
consents for community or group drinking water supplies) may be re-allocated to 
the same user when the existing resource consent is replaced, or the abstraction rate is 
changed, only if the consent holder can demonstrate how the unused water will be used 
within four years, including by means of: 

(a) a capital expenditure programme linked to the purpose water is used for, and 
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(b) satisfying the reasonable and efficient use criteria identified in Schedule Q 

(efficient use).  

 

Policy P121: Preventing salt water intrusion 

Taking groundwater shall avoid salt water intrusion into an aquifer or landward 
movement of the salt water/fresh water interface, including by: 

(a) cessation of groundwater takes in a catchment management unit on the 
Kāpiti Coast when the water level at the foreshore falls below 1m above mean 
sea level (Wellington vertical datum 1953) (based on groundwater levels 
averaged over three days), and 

(b) maintaining water levels at 2m above mean sea level (Wellington vertical 
datum 1953) at the foreshore of the Hutt Valley aquifer zone shown in Figure 
8.2, chapter 8: Wellington Harbour and Hutt Whaitua, (based on groundwater 
levels averaged over 24 hours) and cessation of water takes when the water 
level falls below 1.7m above mean sea level (Wellington vertical datum 1953). 

 

Policy P126: Site dewatering 

Localised land subsidence that affects structures shall be avoided or and any more than 
minor adverse effects of dewatering on the following shall be shall be avoided, 
remedied or mitigated:  

(a) the ecosystem functioning of connected water bodies, and  

(b) the reliability of supply for existing surface and ground water users, and  

(c) the quality of surface or groundwater, and 

(d) the contamination of land and water. 

 

Policy P127: Backflow of contaminants 

There shall be no backflow to surface water or groundwater of contaminants from any: 

(a) industrial process, and 

(b) equipment or infrastructure which is used to irrigate land or used to apply 
animal effluent, agrichemicals or nutrients. 

 

5.6.2 Take and use of water 

In addition to the rules in Section 5.6.2, rules in chapters 7 to 11 of the Plan on the take 
and use of water also apply. 
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The take and use of water for:  

 reasonable domestic needs or reasonable needs for animal drinking is provided for 
by section 14(3)(b) of the RMA and the taking or use does not, or is not likely to 
have an adverse effect on the environment, and  

 firefighting purposes is provided for by section 14(3)(e) of the RMA. 

Rules R136, R137, R138, R139, R140, R141 and R142 provide for water to be taken 
and used in addition to those purposes. 

 

Rule R136: Take and use of water - permitted activity 

The take and use of water from a surface water body (other than a water race that is 
permitted by Rule R138) or groundwater is a permitted activity, provided the following 
conditions are met: 

(a) the total take and use per property shall not exceed the following rates and 
volumes, and 

Property size Rate  Volume 
per day 

Greater than 20ha 2.5L/s 20m3 

Less than 20ha 2.5L/s 10m3 

 
(b) the take of groundwater does not adversely affect reliability of supply from 

properly constructed, efficient and fully functioning nearby bores, and 

(c) where the take and use is from surface water body, a fish screen with a 
minimum mesh size of 3mm shall be installed to prevent fish entering the 
intake, and 

(d) the water is not taken from a natural wetland, or from within 50m of a 
natural wetland, and 

(e) no water shall run to waste, and 

(f) at the written request of the Wellington Regional Council a water meter is 
installed and daily water use records are kept and provided to the Wellington 
Regional Council. 

 

Rule R138: Water races – permitted activity 

The take and use of water from a water race by a single property (that is not already 
permitted by Rule R136 or Rule R137) is a permitted activity, provided the take and use 
is authorised within the resource consent held by the territorial authority controlling the 
water race. 
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Note 

Water races shown on Map 28 are under territorial authority control and the approval 
of the relevant territorial authority is required to take water from a water race. 

 

Rule R137: Farm dairy washdown and milk-cooling water - permitted activity 

The take and use of water from a surface water body (other than a water race that is 
permitted by Rule R138) or groundwater for the purpose of farm dairy washdown and 
milk cooling on a dairy milking platform is a permitted activity, provided the following 
conditions are met: 

(a) the take shall be for a single property, and 

(b) the total take shall be no more than 70L per day per head based on the 
maximum herd size on the property at any time during the three years prior to 
the date of public notification of the Proposed Natural Resources Plan 
(31.07.2015), and 

(c) the take of groundwater does not adversely affect reliability of supply from 
properly constructed, efficient and fully functioning nearby bores, and 

(d) where the take and use is from surface water body, a fish screen with a 
minimum mesh size of 3mm shall be installed to prevent fish entering the 
intake, and  

(e) the water is not taken from a natural wetland, or from within 50m of a 
natural wetland, and 

(f) all practicable measures for recycling of uncontaminated milk-cooling water 
are implemented, and 

(g) at the written request of the Wellington Regional Council a water meter is 
installed and daily water use records are kept and provided to the Wellington 
Regional Council.  

Note 

Water taken for farm dairy washdown and cooling water may be taken in addition to 
water taken under Rule R136. 

In respect of condition (b) the Wellington Regional Council holds a record of the 
maximum herd size on the property using information obtained from the property owner 
in compliance with a resource consent obtained under Rule R83. 

 

Rule R138: Water races – permitted activity 

The take and use of water from a water race by a single property (that is not already 
permitted by Rule R136 or Rule R137) is a permitted activity, provided the take and use 
is authorised within the resource consent held by the territorial authority controlling the 
water race. 
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Note 

Water races shown on Map 28 are under territorial authority control and the approval 
of the relevant territorial authority is required to take water from a water race.  

 

Rule R140: Dewatering - permitted activity 

The use of land, the take of groundwater and the associated diversion and discharge of 
that water for the purpose of dewatering a site, is a permitted activity, provided the 
following conditions are met: 

(a) the take continues only for the time required to carry out the work but does not 
exceed one month, and  

(b) the take and diversion and discharge is not from, onto or into contaminated 
land or potentially contaminated land, and 

(c) the take does not cause ground subsidence, and 

(d) the take does not deplete water in a water body, and 

(e) there is no flooding beyond the boundary of the property 

(f) A discharge to water, or onto or into land where it may enter water meets the 
conditions of Rule R42. 

 

Rule R140A: Take and use of water from a water storage facility 

The take and use of water from a water storage facility located outside a river bed, is a 
permitted activity provided the take and use of water to fill the storage facility is 
authorised by a resource consent or Rule R136. 

 

Rule R141: Take and use of water not permitted - controlled activity 

The take and use of water from a surface water body or groundwater is a controlled 
activity, provided the following conditions are met: 

(a) the take and use was in existence on a property less than 20ha in size at the 
date of public notification of the Proposed Natural Resources Plan 
(31.07.2015), and 

(b) the total take and use per property, in combination with permitted activity 
Rule R136, shall not exceed 20m3 per day at a rate of no more than 2.5L/s, and 

(c) the take of groundwater does not adversely affect reliability of supply from 
properly constructed, efficient and fully functioning nearby bores, and 
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(d) where the take and use is from surface water body, a fish screen with a 
minimum mesh size of 3mm shall be installed to prevent fish entering the 
intake, and 

(e) the water is not taken from a natural wetland or within 50m of a natural 
wetland, and 

(f) no water shall run to waste. 

Matters of control  

1. Supply and contents of water use records 

 

Rule R144: Transferring water permits – restricted discretionary activity 

The transfer of the whole or part of a water permit for the take and use of water that 
does not meet the conditions of Rule R143 or that is for a period of more than one year 
is a restricted discretionary activity, provided the following conditions are met: 

(a) the transfer is: 

(i) within the same catchment management sub-unit for takes within 
the Ruamāhanga Whaitua (chapter 7), or 

(ii) within the same catchment management unit for takes within any 
other whaitua (chapters 8-11), and 

(b) the reliability of supply for existing lawfully established water takes is not 
reduced, and 

(c) the take shall not occur when flows or water levels fall below the minimum 
flows or water levels in chapters 7-11 of the Plan, and 

(d) there is no increase in saline intrusion into the aquifer, or landward movement 
of the salt water/fresh water interface. 

Matters for discretion 

1. The reasonable and efficient use of water, including the criteria identified in 
Schedule Q (efficient use) 

2. The timing, amount (volume) allocated, rate of taking and using water 
including instantaneously (L/s) and daily (m3/day), daily and seasonal 
requirements, and the duration and timing of peak daily take rate 

3. Reduction in the rate of take from surface water and directly connected 
groundwater at times of low flow, and restrictions when rivers approach or 
fall below minimum flows or water levels, including the guideline for 
stepdown allocation and flows in Schedule R (stepdown guidelines) 

4. Effects due to local flow or water level depletion on wetlands, springs or the 
immediate downstream river reaches in the management unit  
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5. Interference effects on existing lawful water takes 

6. For surface water bodies, preventing fish from entering the water intake 

7. For groundwater, preventing saline intrusion into the aquifer, or landward 
movement of the salt water/fresh water interface 

8. The duration of the permit 

9. Measuring and reporting, including the guideline in Schedule S (measuring 
takes). 

 

Rule R146: Investigation and monitoring bores - permitted activity 

The use of land and the associated diversion and discharge of water or contaminants for 
the drilling, construction or alteration of a bore for the purpose of investigating or 
monitoring the conditions below the ground surface is a permitted activity, provided the 
following conditions are met: 

(a) Where the bore is located within a community drinking water supply 
protection area shown on Map 27a, Map 27b, or Map 27c, the depth below 
ground level will not exceed 5m, and 

(b) there is compliance with the NZS 4411:2001 Environmental Standard for 
Drilling of Soil and Rock, and 

(c) a Wellington Regional Council bore/well log form is submitted to the 
Wellington Regional Council within one month of the bore being constructed, 
and 

(d) there is no flooding beyond the boundary of the property, and 

(e) Where the bore is located within the Hutt Valley aquifer zone shown on Figure 
8.2 the depth below ground level will not exceed 5m on land or 5m below the 
seabed in the coastal marine area, and 

(f) a discharge to water, or onto or into land where it may enter water meets the 
conditions of Rule R42, and 

(g) Where the bore is located within the coastal marine area, the activity shall 
comply with the coastal management general conditions specified in Section 
5.7.2, excluding conditions (b) and (c), and 

(h) The bore shall be decommissioned in accordance with NZS 4411:2001 
Environmental Standard for Drilling of Soil and Rock as soon as practical after 
the investigation and monitoring is completed, and  

(i) the bore is not associated with hydrocarbon exploration or production. 
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Note 

For contaminated land site investigation bores Rule R54 also applies. 

 

Rule R146A: Construction and excavation activities 5m below ground level in 
the Hutt Valley aquifer system – discretionary activity 

The use of land within the Hutt Valley aquifer system shown on Figure XX for  the 
construction or removal of building foundations and earth retention structures or 
excavation (permanent or temporary) where the depth below the natural ground level 
exceeds 5m including any associated: 

(a) Diversion of water 

(b) Dewatering 

(c) Discharge of water and contaminants 

is a discretionary activity. 

 

Rule R147: Drilling, construction or alteration of any bore - controlled activity 

The use of land and the associated diversion and discharge of water or contaminants for 
drilling, construction or alteration of a bore (other than a bore permitted in Rule R146) 
is a controlled activity, provided the following conditions are met:  

(a) the bore is not associated with hydrocarbon exploration or production, and 

(b) the bore is constructed and operated in accordance with the NZS 4411:2001 
Environmental Standard for Drilling of Soil and Rock 

Matters of control 

1. Compliance with the NZS 4411:2001 Environmental Standard for Drilling of 
Soil and Rock 

2. Bore location, size (including diameter of the bore casing), casing type and 
depth 

3. Bore screening depth and type 

4. Backflow prevention methods 

5. Information requirements including bore logs, piezometric levels, groundwater 
tests, and bore construction details 

6. Management of the effects of any discharge of contaminants 
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Method M18: Water use groups 

Wellington Regional Council will work in partnership with water user groups to: 

(a) support water user groups, or voluntary agreements between water users, to 
share takes and manage allocations, and  

(b) support water user groups to assist with water sharing during times of 
restrictions or when the catchment is fully allocated, and  

(c) provide, where available, accurate technical information to assist user groups.  

 

Methods 19: Water management 

The Wellington Regional Council will work with city and district councils, water users 
and industry groups to encourage the efficient use of water, including by: 

(a) establishing, operating, and making publicly available a freshwater accounting 
system for the region, and 

(b) promoting and providing advice on measuring and reporting of water permits, 
including the use of real-time, telemetered water measuring systems 
compatible with Wellington Regional Council’s water use data management 
system, and  

(c) promoting and providing advice on suitable models that consider land use, crop 
use and other site physical factors that will meet the efficient use criteria in 
Schedule Q (efficient use) of the Plan, and 

(d) exploring alternatives to the use of water races, and 

(e) exploring alternative management options for water races, and 

(f) assisting landowners, communities and organisations to conserve water and use 
it efficiently, and  

(g) promoting water storage outside river beds.  

 

Policy R.P1: Minimum flows and water levels in the Ruamahanga Whaitua 

Minimum flows and minimum water levels in the Ruamāhanga Whaitua are: 

(a) for rivers (including tributaries), the minimum flows in Table 7.1, and 

(b) for rivers not in Table 7.1, 90% of the mean annual low flow, and  

(c) for Lake Wairarapa, the minimum water level in Table 7.2, and 

(d) for natural lakes (other than Lake Wairarapa), existing minimum water 
levels. 
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Policy R.P3: Cumulative effects on river reaches of allocating water  

When allocating river water or directly connected (Category A) groundwater and 
high connection (Category B) groundwater, regard shall be given to cumulative 
adverse effects on aquatic ecosystems in downstream river reaches as a result of flow 
depletion from loss of river water to groundwater.  

 

Rule R.R1: Take and use of water in the Ruamāhanga Whaitua – restricted 
discretionary activity 

The take and use of water from any river (including tributaries), Lake Wairarapa 
(including tributaries), and groundwater in the Ruamāhanga River catchment above the 
Lake Wairarapa outflow, and in the Lake Wairarapa catchment, that is not provided for 
in Rules R136, R137, R138, R139, R140, R140A or R141 is a restricted discretionary 
activity provided the following conditions are met: 

(a) the take and use shall not occur below the minimum flows or water levels in 
Table 7.1 or 7.2, except that this condition does not apply to:  

(i) water for the health needs of people as part of a group drinking water 
supply or community drinking water supply or water for rootstock 
protection, and 

(ii) water used by industry from a community drinking water supply for 
a period of seven years from the date of public notification of the 
Proposed Natural Resources Plan (31.07.2015), and 

(iii) taking groundwater, and 

(b) in any catchment management unit and catchment management sub-unit in 
Tables 7.3-7.5, the amount of water taken and used, in addition to all existing 
resource consents, does not exceed whichever is the greater of: 

(i) the maximum amount allocated by resource consents at the date the 
consent application is lodged, or  

(ii) the allocation amounts in Tables 7.3-7.5,  

except that this condition does not apply to the take and use of water at river 
flows above the median flow, and  

(c) at flows above median flow: 

(i) the frequency of flushing flows that exceed three times the median 
flow of the river is not changed, and 

(ii) no more than 50% of the river flow above the median flow is taken 
for rivers with mean flows greater than 5m3/sec, or 
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(iii) no more than 10% of the total river flow is taken for rivers with mean 
flows of less than or equal to 5m3/sec. 

Matters for discretion 

1. The reasonable and efficient use of water, including the criteria in Schedule Q 
(efficient use) 

2. The timing, amount, and rate of taking of water; including instantaneous 
(L/sec), daily (m3/day), and seasonal requirements and duration and timing of 
peak daily take rate 

3. For group drinking water supplies or community drinking water supplies, 
the amount and rate of water taken and used for the health needs of people 

4. Reduction in the rate of take from surface water and direct connection 
(Category A) groundwater and high connection (Category B) groundwater 
at times of low flow and restrictions when rivers approach or fall below the 
minimum flows or water levels, including the guideline for stepdown 
allocation and flows in Schedule R (stepdown guideline) 

5. Effects due to local flow or water level depletion on wetlands, springs, or 
downstream river reaches in the same catchment management sub-unit 

6. Interference effects on existing lawful water takes 

7. Prevention of salt water intrusion into the aquifer, or landward movement of 
the salt water/fresh water interface 

8. For a take and use from groundwater, the degree of connectivity and category 
according to Table 4.1 

9. Preventing fish from entering water intakes 

10. Measuring and reporting, including the guideline in Schedule S (measuring 
takes) 
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Table 7.3: Surface water allocation amounts for rivers and direct connection (category A) 
groundwater and high connection (category B) groundwater in the Ruamāhanga River 
catchment above the Lake Wairarapa outflow 

Catchment management unit1 Allocation 
amount2 (L/s) 

Ruamāhanga River and tributaries, upstream of (but not including) the confluence with 
the Lake Wairarapa outflow, and all direct connection (category A groundwater) and 
high connection (category B groundwater) identified in the catchment management 
sub-units below in Table 7.3 

7,535 

Catchment management sub-units in the upper Ruamāhanga catchment1 (shown in 
Figures 7.2 and 7.3) 

Allocation 
amount2 (L/s) 

Kopuaranga River and tributaries, direct connection (category A groundwater) and 
high connection (Upper Ruamahanga category B groundwater)  

180 

Waipoua River and tributaries, direct connection (category A groundwater) and high 
connection (Upper Ruamahanga or Waingawa category B groundwater)  145 

Waingawa River and tributaries, direct connection (Waingawa category A 
groundwater)  and  high connection (Taratahi or Waingawa  category B groundwater)  920  

Ruamāhanga River and tributaries upstream of the confluence with the Waingawa River, 
direct connection (Upper Ruamahanga category A groundwater) and high connection 
(Waingawa , Te Ore Ore or Upper Ruamahanga category B groundwater), excluding all 
the above catchment management sub-units in the Ruamāhanga catchment (above this 
row in Table 7.3) 

1,200  

Catchment management sub-units in the middle Ruamāhanga catchment1 (shown in 
Figures 7.5, 7.6 and 7.7) 

Allocation 
amount2 (L/s) 

Parkvale Stream and tributaries, and high connection (Taratahi or Parkvale category B 
groundwater)  

40 

Booths Creek and tributaries and high connection (Parkvale, Mangatarere or Taratahi 
category B groundwater)  

25 

Mangatarere Stream and tributaries, direct connection (Mangatarere category A 
groundwater and high connection (Mangatarere category B groundwater ) 110  

Waiohine River and tributaries (excluding Mangatarere Stream and tributaries)direct 
connection (Waiohine category A groundwater) and high connection (Mangatere 
category B groundwater). 

1,590  

                                                 
 
1  When assessing surface water allocation, both the relevant catchment management unit and 
catchment management sub-unit must be considered 
2 This allocation amount has been derived as a default based upon one of two rules; for rivers with a 
mean flow of greater than 5,000 litres/sec, the allocation limit is equal to 50% of the mean annual low 
flow (7d MALF) and for rivers with a mean flow of less than 5,000 litres/sec, the allocation limit is 
equal to 30% of the 7d MALF. 
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Papawai Stream and tributaries and direct connection (Waiohine category A 
groundwater) 105 

Ruamāhanga River and tributaries upstream of the confluence with the Papawai Stream,  
and direct connection (Middle Ruamahanga category A groundwater) excluding all the 
above catchment management sub-units in the Ruamāhanga catchment (above this 
row in Table 7.3) 

1,240 

Catchment management sub-units in the lower Ruamāhanga catchment1  
(shown in Figure 7.8 and 7.9) 

Allocation amount2 
(L/s) 

Huangarua River and tributaries and direct connection (Huangarua category A 
groundwater) and high connection (Huangarua category B groundwater)  

110 

Lower Ruamāhanga River and tributaries upstream of (but not including) the confluence 
with the Lake Wairarapa outflow, and direct connection (Lower Ruamahanga category 
A groundwater) and high connection (Lake category B groundwater) excluding all the 
above catchment management sub-units in the Ruamāhanga catchment (above this 
row in Table 7.3) 

1,475 

 

Table 7.4: Surface water allocation amounts for rivers, Lake Wairarapa and direct 
connection (category A) groundwater and high connection (category B) groundwater in 
the Lake Wairarapa catchment 

Catchment management unit3  

(shown in Figures 7.8 and 7.9)  
Allocation 
amount4 (L/s) 

Lake Wairarapa and tributaries above the confluence of the Lake Wairarapa outflow with 
the Ruamāhanga River, and direct connection (Tauherenikau category A groundwater 
and high connection (Lake or Tauherenikau category B groundwater)  

1,800 

Catchment management sub-units3  
(shown in Figures 7.8 and 7.9)  

Allocation 
amount4 (L/s) 

Otukura Stream and tributaries above (but not including) the confluence with 
Dock/Stonestead Creek and high connection (Tauherenikau category B groundwater  30 

Tauherenikau River and tributaries, and direct connection (Tauherenikau category A 
groundwater) and high connection (Tauherenikau category B groundwater)  410 

 

Note: Where high connection category B groundwater is referred to in the tables, the calculated stream depletion effect (described 
in Table 4.1) is included in the surface water allocation for the relevant sub catchment management unit, while the remainder is 
included in the groundwater allocation the relevant sub catchment management unit.   
  

                                                 
 
3 When assessing surface water allocation, both the relevant catchment management–unit and catchment 
management sub-unit must be considered 
4 This allocation amount has been derived as a default based upon one of two rules; for rivers with a 
mean flow of greater than 5,000 litres/sec, the allocation limit is equal to 50% of the MALF and for 
rivers with a mean flow of less than 5,000 litres/sec, the allocation limit is equal to 30% of the 7d 
MALF. 
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Table 7.5: Groundwater allocation amounts for moderate connection (category B) 
groundwater and limited connection (category C) groundwater in the Ruamāhanga River 
catchment 

Upper Ruamāhanga catchment management sub-units 

(shown in Figures 7.2, 7.3 and 7.4) 
Allocation amount 
(m3/year) 

Moderate connection (Te Ore Ore category B) groundwater  480,000 

Moderate connection (Waingawa category B) groundwater and 

Limited connection (Waingawa category C) groundwater 
1,900,000 

Moderate connection (Ruamāhanga category B) groundwater) and  

Limited connection (Ruamāhanga category C groundwater 
3,550,000 

Middle Ruamāhanga catchment management sub-units  
(shown in Figures 7.5, 7.6 and 7.7) 

Allocation amount 
(m3/year) 

Limited connection (Fernhill-Tiffen category C groundwater  1,200,000 

Moderate connection (Taratahi category B) groundwater and  

Limited connection (Taratahi category C) groundwater 
1,400,000 

Moderate connection (Parkvale category B) groundwater and  

Limited connection (Parkvale category C) groundwater 

350,000 
[unconfined] 

1,550,000 
[confined] 

Moderate connection (Mangatarere category B) groundwater and  

Limited connection (Mangatarere category C) groundwater 
2,300,000 

Lower Ruamāhanga catchment management sub-units 
(shown in Figures 7.8 and 7.9) 

Allocation amount 
(m3/year) 

Moderate connection (Tauherenikau category B) groundwater  6,600,000 

Moderate connection (Lake Category B) groundwater and 

Limited connection (Lake Category C) groundwater 
6,750,000 

Moderate connection (Huangarua Category B) groundwater  650,000 

Limited connection (Martinborough Category C) groundwater 800,000 

Moderate connection (Dry River Category B) groundwater  650,000 

Limited connection (Onoke Category C) groundwater  2,100,000 

 

Rule R.R2: Taking and using water – discretionary activity 

The take and use of water that is not provided for in Rules R136, R137, R138, R139, 
R140, R140A, R141in the Ruamāhanga Whaitua from:  

(a) any river not in the Ruamāhanga River catchment, or  
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(b) any river (or river reach) downstream of the confluence of the Ruamāhanga 
River and the Lake Wairarapa outflow, or 

(c) any lake other than Lake Wairarapa that is upstream of any river in the 
Ruamāhanga River catchment, or  

(d) any river at flows above the median flow that does not meet condition (c) of 
Rule R.R1 

is a discretionary activity. 

 

Policy WH.P1: Minimum flows and water levels in the Wellington Harbour and 
Hutt Valley Whaitua 

Minimum flows and minimum water levels in the Wellington Harbour and Hutt 
Valley Whaitua are: 

(a) for rivers (including tributaries), the minimum flows in Table 8.1, and 

(b) for rivers not in Table 8.1, 90% of the mean annual low flow, and 

(c) for natural lakes existing minimum water levels. 

 

Rule WH.R1: Take and use of water in the Wellington Harbour and Hutt Valley 
Whaitua – restricted discretionary activity 

The take and use of water from any river (including tributaries) and groundwater in the 
Te Awa Kairangi/Hutt River, Wainuiomata River and Orongorongo River catchments, 
that is not provided for in Rules R136, R137, R138, R139, R140, R140A or R141 is a 
restricted discretionary activity provided the following conditions are met: 

(a) the take and use shall not occur below the minimum flows in Table 8.1, except 
that this condition does not apply to: 

(i) water for the health needs of people as part of a group drinking 
water supply or a community drinking water supply, and 

(ii) taking groundwater, and 

(b) in any catchment management unit in Tables 8.2 and 8.3, the amount of 
water taken and used, in addition to all existing resource consents, does not 
exceed whichever is the greater of: 

(i) the maximum amount allocated by resource consents at the date the 
consent application is lodged, or  

(ii) the allocation amounts in Tables 8.2 and 8.3 

except that this condition does not apply to the take and use of water at river flows 
above the median flow, and 
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(c) at flows above median flow: 

(i) the frequency of flushing flows that exceed three times the median 
flow of the river is not changed, and 

(ii) no more than 50% of the river flow above the median flow is taken 
for rivers with mean flows greater than 5m3/sec, or 

(iii) no more than 10% of the total river flow is taken for rivers with mean 
flows of less than or equal to 5m3/sec, and 

(d) the take and use is not from a river identified as outstanding in Schedule A1 
(outstanding rivers). 

Matters for discretion 

1. The reasonable and efficient use of water, including the criteria in Schedule Q 
(efficient use) 

2. The timing, amount, and rate of take of water; including instantaneous (L/sec), 
daily (m3/day), and seasonal requirements and duration and timing of peak daily 
take rate 

3. For group drinking water supplies or community drinking water supplies, 
the amount and rate of water taken and used for the health needs of people 

4. Reduction in the rate of take from surface water direct connection (Category 
A) groundwater and high connection (Category B) groundwater at times of 
low flow and restrictions when rivers approach or fall below the minimum 
flows or water level.  

5. Effects due to local flow or water level depletion on wetlands, springs, or the 
downstream river reach in the same catchment management unit 

6. Interference effects on existing lawful water takes 

7. Prevention of salt water intrusion into the aquifer, or landward movement of 
the salt water/fresh water interface 

8. For a take and use from groundwater, the degree of connectivity and category 
according to Table 4.1 

9. Preventing fish from entering water intakes 

10. Measuring and reporting, including the guideline in Schedule S (measuring 
takes) 

 

Rule WH.R2: Take and use of water in the Wellington Harbour and Hutt 
Valley Whaitua – discretionary activity 

The take and use of water that is not provided for in Rules R136, R137, R138, R139, 
R140, R140A or R141 in the Wellington Harbour and Hutt Valley Whaitua from:  
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(a) any river or groundwater not in Table 8.2 and Table 8.3, and  

(b) any lake other than an outstanding lake identified in Schedule A2 (outstanding 
lakes), and 

(c) any river at flows above the median flow that does not meet condition (c) of 
Rule WH.R1 

is a discretionary activity. 

 

8.1: Minimum flows for rivers in the Wellington Harbour and Hutt Valley Whaitua 

River Management point Minimum 
flow (L/s) 

Te Awa Kairangi/Hutt 
River 

Upstream of the confluence with the 
Pakuratahi River Kaitoke water supply intake 600  

Downstream of the confluence with the 
Pakuratahi River Birchville recorder 1,200  

Wainuiomata River Between Manuka Track and the 
confluence with Georges Creek 

Manuka recorder 100  

Between Georges Creek and the 
boundary of the coastal marine area 

Leonard Wood Park recorder 300  

Orongorongo River upstream of the boundary with the coastal 
marine area 

Truss Bridge recorder 100 

 

Table 8.2: Surface water allocation amounts for rivers and direct connection (category A) 
groundwater and high connection (category B) groundwater in the Te Awa Kairangi/Hutt 
River, Wainuiomata River and Orongorongo River catchments 

Catchment management unit for the Te Awa Kairangi/Hutt River catchment  
(shown in Figures 8.1 and 8.2)  

Allocation amount 5 
(L/s) 

Te Awa Kairangi/Hutt River and tributaries, direct connection (Upper Hutt or Lower 
Hutt category A) groundwater and high connection (Upper or Lower Hutt category 
B groundwater) in the catchment management units shown in Figures 8.1 and 8.2 

 

2,140  

Wainuiomata River and tributaries 180  

Orongorongo River and tributaries 95  

 

                                                 
 
5 This limit has been derived as a default based upon one of two rules; for rivers with a mean flow of 
greater than 5,000 litres/sec, the allocation amount is equal to 50% of the mean annual low flow (7d 
MALF) and for rivers with a mean flow of less than 5,000 litres/sec, the allocation limit is equal to 30% 
of the 7d MALF . 
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Table 8.3: Groundwater allocation amounts for moderate connection (Category B) 
groundwater and limited connection (Category C) groundwater in the Wellington Harbour 
and Hutt Valley Whaitua 

Catchment management units for the Te Awa Kairangi/Hutt River catchment  
(shown in Figures 8.1 and 8.2) 

Allocation amount 
(m3/year) 

Upper Hutt moderate connection (Upper Hutt category B) groundwater  and  

Upper Hutt limited connection (Upper Hutt category C) groundwater  

770,000 

Lower Hutt moderate connection (Lower Hutt category B) groundwater  36,500,000 [Waiwhetu 
Aquifer and Taita 
Alluvium]6 

Note: Where high connection (category B) groundwater is referred to in the tables, the calculated stream depletion effect 
(described in Table 4.1) is included in the surface water allocation for the relevant sub catchment management unit, while the 
remainder is included in the groundwater allocation the relevant sub catchment management unit.   

 

Policy P.P1: Minimum flows and water levels in Te Awarua-o-Porirua Whaitua 

Minimum flows and minimum water levels in Te Awarua-o-Porirua Whaitua are: 

(a) for rivers, 90% of the mean annual low flow, and  

(b) for natural lakes, existing minimum water levels. 

 

Rule P.R1: Take and use of water in the Te Awarua-o-Porirua Whaitua - 
discretionary activity 

The take and use of water from any river, lake or groundwater that is not provided for in 
Rules R136, R137, R138, R139, R140, R140A or R141 in Te Awarua-o-Porirua 
Whaitua is a discretionary activity. 

 

Policy K.P1: Minimum flows and water levels in the Kapiti Coast Whaitua 

Minimum flows and minimum water levels for rivers and lakes in the Kāpiti Coast 
Whaitua are: 

(a) for rivers (including tributaries) in Table 10.1, the minimum flows in Table 
10.1, and 

(b) for rivers not in Table 10.1, 90% of the mean annual low flow, and 

(c) for natural lakes, existing minimum water levels. 

 

                                                 
 
6 This allocation volume includes depletion equating to 600 L/sec from the Te Awa Kairangi/Hutt River 
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Rule K.R1: Take and use of water in the Kāpiti Coast Whaitua – restricted 
discretionary activity 

The take and use of water from any river (including tributaries) or groundwater in the 
Kāpiti Coast Whaitua in Tables 10.2 and 10.3 that is not provided for in Rules R136, 
R137, R138, R139, R140, R140A or R141 is a restricted discretionary activity provided 
the following conditions are met: 

(a) the take and use shall not occur below the minimum flows in Table 10.1, 
except that this condition does not apply to: 

(i) water for the health needs of people as part of a group drinking 
water supply or community drinking water supply or water for 
rootstock protection, and 

(ii) taking groundwater, and  

(b) in any catchment management unit in Tables 10.2 and 10.3, the amount of 
water taken and used, in addition to all existing resource consents, does not 
exceed whichever is the greater of: 

(i) the maximum allocated by resource consents at the date the consent 
application is lodged, or  

(ii) the allocation amounts in Tables 10.2 and 10.3 

except that this condition does not apply to the take and use of water at river flows 
above the median flow, and  

(c) at flows above median flow: 

(i) the frequency of flushing flows that exceed three times the median 
flow of the river is not changed, and 

(ii) no more than 50% of the river flow above the median flow is taken 
for rivers with mean flows greater than 5m3/sec, or 

(iii) no more than 10% of the total river flow is taken for rivers with mean 
flows of less than or equal to 5m3/sec, and 

(d) the take and use is not in part of a river identified as an outstanding river in 
Schedule A1 (outstanding rivers). 

Matters for discretion 

1. The reasonable and efficient use of water, including the criteria in Schedule Q 
(efficient use) 

2. The timing, amount, and rate of taking and using water including instantaneous 
(L/s), daily (m3/day) and seasonal requirements and duration and timing of 
peak daily take rate 

3. For group drinking water supplies or community drinking water supplies, 
the amount and rate of water taken and used for the health needs of people 
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4. Reduction in the rate of take from surface water and direct connection 
(Category A) groundwater and high connection (Category B) groundwater 
at times of low flow and restrictions when rivers approach or fall below the 
minimum flows or water level.  

5. Effects due to local flow or water level depletion on wetlands, springs or the 
downstream river reach in the same catchment management unit 

6. Interference effects on existing lawful water takes 

7. Prevention of salt water intrusion into the aquifer, or landward movement of 
the salt water/fresh water interface 

8. For a take and use from groundwater, the degree of connectivity and category 
according to Table 4.1  

9. Preventing fish from entering water intakes 

10. Measuring and reporting, including the guideline in Schedule S (measuring 
takes) 

 

Rule K.R2: Take and using water – discretionary activity 

The take and use of water that is not provided for in Rules R136, R137, R138, R139, 
R140, R140A or R141 in the Kāpiti Coast Whaitua from:  

(a) any river, lake or groundwater not in Tables 10.2 and 10.3, or  

(b) any river at flows above the median flow that does not meet condition (c) of 
Rule K.R1, or 

(c) any river which does not meet condition (d) of Rule K.R1 

is a discretionary activity. 
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Table 10.2: Surface water allocation amounts for rivers and direct connection (category A) 
groundwater and high connection (category B) groundwater in the Kāpiti Coast Whaitua 

Catchment management units  

(shown in Figures 10.1 and 10.2) 
Allocation amount7 
(L/s) 

Waitohu Stream and tributaries, direct connection ( Waitohu category A) 
groundwater and high connection (Otaki category B  

45 

Ōtaki River and tributaries, direct connection (Otaki category A) groundwater and 
high connection (Otaki or Te Horo category B) groundwater  

590 

Mangaone Stream and tributaries, high connection (Te Horo category B) 
groundwater  24 

Waikanae River and tributaries,  direct connection (Waikanae category A) 
groundwater and high connection (Waikanae category B) groundwater  220 

Note: Where high connection (category B) groundwater is referred to in the tables, the calculated stream depletion effect 
(described in Table 4.1) is included in the surface water allocation for the relevant sub catchment management unit, while the 
remainder is included in the groundwater allocation the relevant sub catchment management unit.   

 

Table 10.3: Groundwater allocation amounts for moderate connection (Category B) 
groundwater in the Kāpiti Coast Whaitua 

Catchment management units  

(shown in Figures 10.1 and 10.2) 
Allocation amount 
(m3/year) 

Raumati moderate connection (category B) groundwater  1,229,000 

Waikanae moderate connection (category B) groundwater  2,710,000 

Te Horo moderate connection (category B) groundwater  1,620,000 

Waitohu moderate connection (category B) groundwater  1,080,000 

 

Policy WC.P1: Minimum flows and water levels in the Wairarapa Coast Whaitua 

Minimum flows and minimum water levels for rivers and natural lakes in the 
Wairarapa Coast Whaitua are: 

(a) for rivers, 90% of the mean annual low flow, and 

(b) for natural lakes, existing minimum water levels. 

 

                                                 
 
7This limit has been derived as a default based upon one of two rules; for rivers with a mean flow of 
greater than 5,000 litres/sec, the allocation limit is equal to 50% of the mean annual low flow (7d 
MALF) and for rivers with a mean flow of less than 5,000 litres/sec, the allocation limit is equal to 30% 
of the 7d MALF. 
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Rule WC.R1: Take and use of water -discretionary activity 

The take and use of water from a river, lake or groundwater that is not provided for in 
Rules R136, R137, R138, R139, R140, R140A or R141 in the Wairarapa Coast Whaitua 
is a discretionary activity. 

 

New Schedule: Information required for the reclassification of a  
groundwater take category 
 
Wellington Regional Council will require hydrogeological information that 
appropriately characterises the sub-catchment hydrogeological setting to enable 
confident evaluation of the potential effects of taking groundwater on hydraulically 
connected surface water. The information required will depend on local circumstances 
and may include all or some of the list below. 
 
a) analysis of local/sub-catchment subsurface geology/stratigraphy; 

b) relative groundwater and surface water levels and mapping of groundwater 
flow nets; 

c) confident conceptualisation of the local and sub-regional groundwater 
environment including conceptual or quantitative water balance; 

d) temporal groundwater level and relevant surface water level/flow variations; 

e) analysis of aquifer testing undertaken in accordance with Schedule T 
requirements to determine localised aquifer hydraulic properties; 

f) analysis of results from additional previous aquifer testing from sub-catchment 
areas to determine representative aquifer parameters;  

g) evaluation of aquifer boundary effects evident in pumping test data; 

h) analysis of surface water hydrology (e.g. gains/losses, representative flow 
statistics); 

i) measurement/analysis of streambed conductance or use of GWRC mapped 
streambed parameters; 

j) hydro chemical analyses. 

 

Schedule R: Guideline for stepdown allocations 

When river flows are low, stepdown allocations may be included as conditions of 
resource consent when rivers approach minimum flows. 

Stepdown allocations may require a take to cease or be reduced. Taking water that is not 
for the health needs of people, stock drinking water (water races), or rootstock 
protection may be required to cease or be reduced as flows approach minimum river 
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flows. Typically, the reduction in water take that may be required will be half the 
consented amount.  

Stepdown allocations for specific rivers are identified in Table R1 unless otherwise 
agreed by a water user group. In other rivers, stepdown allocations may be agreed by a 
water user group, or in the absence of agreement or such a group, may be implemented 
by the Wellington Regional Council.  

Table R1: Stepdown allocations for rivers in the Ruamāhanga River catchment 

River Minimum flow 
(L/sec) 

Flow at which takes 
shall cease other than 
for the health needs of 
people or stock drinking 
water (water races) and 
rootstock protection 
(L/sec) 

Flow at which 
takes shall 
reduce (L/sec) 

Management 
point  

Waipoua River  250  300 Mikimiki Bridge 

Waingawa River 1100 1700 1900 Kaituna 

Parkvale Stream 100  150 Renalls Weir 
Recorder 

Mangatarere Stream 
[upper reach] 240 

 

[upper reach ] 
330 

Gorge Recorder 

[lower reach] 200 [lower reach] 240 Gorge Recorder 

Waiohine River 2300 3040  Gorge Recorder 

Upper Ruamāhanga 
River 

2400  2700 
Wardells 

Tauherenikau River 1100 1300  Gorge Recorder 

Lower Ruamāhanga 
River 

8500  9200 Waihenga 
Recorder 
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Appendix D: Recommended decisions on submissions 
Water Allocation 
*All further submissions are accepted or rejected accordingly 
 
 
Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

S12/002  Neville  Fisher Category B 
groundwater (not 
directly 
connected) 

Amend Amend definition from Schedule Q to Schedule P. 
 

Accept in part Issue 2.2 

 /       

S12/003  Neville  Fisher Category B 
groundwater 
(directly 
connected) 

Amend Amend definition from Schedule Q to Schedule P. 
 

Accept in part Issue 2.2 

 /       

S12/038  Neville  Fisher Policy P115: 
Authorising takes 
below minimum 
flows and lake 
levels 

Amend Delete P115 (c) (i). 
 

Reject Issue 3.1 

 /       

S12/040  Neville  Fisher Rule R136: Take 
and use of water - 
permitted activity 

Amend Add another step under (a) for the permitted take and use of 
water for properties above 40ha, allowing an 
additional 2 cubic metres for every additional 10 hectares. 
 

Reject Issue 2.6 

 /       

S12/041  Neville  Fisher Rule R137: Farm 
dairy washdown 
and milk-cooling 
water - permitted 
activity 

Amend Remove the restriction on current permitted takes and reword 
(b) as follows: the total take 
shall be no more than the maximum prior to the date of public 
notification of 
the PNRP (31.07.2015). 
 

Reject Issue 2.6 

 /       
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Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

S12/042  Neville  Fisher Rule R137: Farm 
dairy washdown 
and milk-cooling 
water - permitted 
activity 

Amend Amend R137 to delete "during the three years prior.... Plan 
(31.07.2015)"  and add " in that year as determined by Rule 
R83" [R83 relate to discharges of collected effluent to land]. 
 

Reject Issue 2.6 

 /       

S12/043  Neville  Fisher Rule R137: Farm 
dairy washdown 
and milk-cooling 
water - permitted 
activity 

Amend Change "washdown" in R137 (f) to "cooling". 
 

Accept Issue 2.6 

 /       

S12/044  Neville  Fisher Rule R143: 
Temporary water 
permit transfers - 
controlled activity 

Amend Change R143 from a controlled activity to permitted activity. 
 

Reject Issue 3.3 

 /       

S12/045  Neville  Fisher Policy P115: 
Authorising takes 
below minimum 
flows and lake 
levels 

Amend Amend P115 (d) as follows: category A groundwater which 
shall be required to 
reduce the take by 50% of the amount consented above 
minimum flows following a 
period of 10 days of continuous river levels at minimum flow, 
and...  
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 /       

S12/047  Neville  Fisher Method M18: 
Water use groups 

Support Do not change. 
 

Accept Issue 5 

 /       

S29/034  Powerco Policy P126: Site 
dewatering 

Oppose Modify Policy 126 as follows:Localised land subsidence or 
significant adverse effects of dewatering ... shall be minimised. 
 
 

Reject Issue 4.2 

 FS57/042 The Oil Companies  Support Allow   

S29/050  Powerco Rule R140: 
Dewatering - 
permitted activity 

Oppose Introduce a new rule (Rule 140A) as a single restricted 
discretionary activity default rule for dewatering not meeting the 
permitted activity conditions. 
Modify Rule R140 as follows: 
...(b) the take and diversion and discharge is not from, onto or 

Reject Issue 4.2 
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Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

into contaminated land or potentially contaminated land,   
except   where the discharge quality from the site has been 
shown to meet the relevant industry good practice guide, 
and (c) the discharge is onto or into land including to any 
natural or man-made stormwater drainage system, where the 
discharge has been minimised to the greatest extent 
practicable, in a manner that does not give rise in the receiving 
waterbody to any or all of the following: 
    •    the production of any conspicuous oil or grease films, 
scum, foams, of floatable or suspended material; 
    •    any conspicuous change in the colour or visual clarity. 
 (d) the take does not cause ground subsidence, and 
(e) the take does not deplete water in a water body  beyond the 
time of the take, and 
 (f) there is no flooding beyond the boundary of the property... 
 
 

 /       

S29/051  Powerco Rule R146: 
Geotechnical 
investigation 
bores - permitted 
activity 

Support in 
part 

Retain Rule R146 subject to the following deletion as follows: 
 Note: For contaminated land site investigation bores Rule R54 
also applies 
 
 

Reject Issue 4.1 

 /       

S29/052  Powerco Rule R146: 
Geotechnical 
investigation 
bores - permitted 
activity 

Amend Add new Rule 146A Well pointing for dewatering/diversion as 
per p29 of original submission. 
 

Accept in part Issue 4.2 

 FS73/016 Wellington Electricity Lines Limited  Support Allow   

 FS25/048 Wellington Water Limited  Support Allow   

S29/053  Powerco Rule R147: 
Drilling, 
construction or 
alteration of any 
bore - controlled 
activity 

Oppose Modify Rule R147 as follows: 
The use of land and the associated diversion and discharge of 
water or contaminants for drilling, construction or alteration of a 
bore (other than a geotechnical investigation bore permitted in 
Rule R146 and/or Well pointing as outlined in Rule 146A) is a 
controlled activity, provided the following conditions are met:... 
  

Reject Issue 4.2 
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Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

 
 /       

S29/062  Powerco Bore Support Amend the definition of bore as follows:A structure or hole (but 
not including temporary well pointing (up to 2 months) in the 
ground constructed for the purpose of:- investigating or 
monitoring the conditions below the ground surface, or- 
abstracting liquid substances from the ground, or- discharging 
liquid substances into the ground. 
  
 

Reject Issue 4.1 

 FS73/019 Wellington Electricity Lines Limited  Support Allow   

 FS25/001 Wellington Water Limited  Support Allow   

S29/063  Powerco Dewatering Support Retain Definition of Dewatering.  
 

Accept Issue 4.2 

 /       

S31/005  Hamish  Trolove Policy P121: 
Preventing salt 
water intrusion 

Amend Build in flexibility and clauses that can reduce the allocation to 
agriculture as climate change effects increase the need for 
resilience in the natural water systems. 
 

Reject Issue 4.1 

 /       

S31/006  Hamish  Trolove Policy P130: 
Bores 

Amend Put in a mention of bores for ground source heat pumps, and 
put some really strong controls around this.  The USEPA has 
some good rules around these activities. 
 
 

Reject Issue 4.1 

 /       

S31/019  Hamish  Trolove Policy P111: 
Water takes at 
minimum flows 
and water levels 

Amend Make reference to appropriate stocking rates and animal types. 
 

Reject Issue 3.1 

 /       

S31/020  Hamish  Trolove Policy P114: 
Priorities when 
demand exceeds 
supply 

Amend Reorder priority to put stock below other values. 
 

Reject Issue 3.1 

 /       

S31/021  Hamish  Trolove Policy P118: Support Support Accept Issue 3.2 
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Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

Reasonable and 
efficient use 

 

 /       

S31/022  Hamish  Trolove Policy P119: 
Unused water 

Amend Build in flexibility and clauses that can reduce allocation to 
agriculture as climate change effects increase need for 
resilience. 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S32/001  Wellington Recreational Marine 
Fishers Association 

Schedule P: 
Classifying and 
managing 
groundwater and 
surface water 
connectivity 

Amend Obtain a greater knowledge [of climate change effects] as 
these low pressure systems will cause an 
increase in salt water inclusion into the base of the Hutt Ground 
Water 
aquifer.  It will require a far better policy [than Policy P121] and 
a management plan that displays a 
wider knowledge than what has been presented. 
There is not enough detail as air pressure is already impacting 
on ground 
water supplies in other parts of the country. 
 

Reject Issue 4.1 

 /       

S32/002  Wellington Recreational Marine 
Fishers Association 

Policy P121: 
Preventing salt 
water intrusion 

Amend Obtain a greater knowledge [of climate change effects] as 
these low pressure systems will cause an increase in salt water 
inclusion into the base of the Hutt Ground Water aquifer. It will 
require a far better policy [than Policy P121] and a 
management plan that displays a wider knowledge than what 
has been presented. There is not enough detail as air pressure 
is already impacting on ground water supplies in other parts of 
the country. 
 

Reject Issue 4.1 

 /       

S32/019  Wellington Recreational Marine 
Fishers Association 

8.1 Policies Amend Record that the Wellington Harbour has a number of 
submarine 
freshwater springs from off Petone Beach to alongside Somes 
Island, into Evans 
Bay and around the Falcon Shoals. Include a management 
plan in Policies 8.1 that prevents any further artesian 
water loss in Wellington Harbour caused by ignorance of the 
water loss already 

Reject Issue 4.1 
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Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

escaping into the Harbour waters. [Refer to original submission 
for further details]. 
 

 /       

S32/020  Wellington Recreational Marine 
Fishers Association 

8.2 Rules Amend Record that the Wellington Harbour has a number of 
submarine 
freshwater springs from off Petone Beach to alongside Somes 
Island, into Evans 
Bay and around the Falcon Shoals. All Rules 
in this section are inadequate and fail to describe the 
importance of this 
water supply to Wellington's water supply. Figure 8.2 and 
tables 8.2 and 8.3 have serious errors and are totally incorrect. 
 

Reject Issue 4.1 

 /       

S33/025  Porirua Harbour and Catchment 
Community Trust 

Rule R136: Take 
and use of water - 
permitted activity 

Not stated Provide information on how minimum flows are decided for the 
Pauatahanui Inlet tributary streams. 
 

Accept in part Issue 2.3 

 /       

S33/026  Porirua Harbour and Catchment 
Community Trust 

Policy P107: The 
framework for 
taking and using 
water 

Not stated Provide information on how minimum flows are decided for the 
Pauatahanui Inlet tributary streams. 
 

Accept in part Issue 2.3 

 /       

S33/042  Porirua Harbour and Catchment 
Community Trust 

9 Te Awarua-o-
Porirua Whaitua 

Not stated Clarify the origin and 
reasoning for the adoption of these policies [Policy P.P1 and 
Rule P.R1] 
 

Accept in part Issue 2.3 

 /       

S46/006  Kintyre Meats/Kintyre Trust Policy P111: 
Water takes at 
minimum flows 
and water levels 

Amend Alter and clarify to ensure existing water dependant industry is 
provided continued access. Differential provision to 'irrigators' 
that seek access mainly at times of low rainfall and when the 
water resource is stressed. 
 

Reject Issue 3.1 

 /       

S46/007  Kintyre Meats/Kintyre Trust Policy P112: 
Priorities in 
drought and 

Amend Alter to ensure water dependant industry have a priority. 
Also [include] provision to ensure animal slaughter facilities 
have adequate access to 

Reject Issue 3.1 
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Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

serious water 
shortage 

water. 
 

 /       

S46/008  Kintyre Meats/Kintyre Trust Policy P114: 
Priorities when 
demand exceeds 
supply 

Amend Determine 'order of importance' and amend accordingly to 
include a provision to recognise consent holders that exist 
solely dependant on 
a reliable daily access to a  water source. Also [include] 
provision to ensure animal slaughter facilities continue 
to have adequate access to water. 
 

Reject Issue 3.1 

 /       

S46/009  Kintyre Meats/Kintyre Trust Policy P115: 
Authorising takes 
below minimum 
flows and lake 
levels 

Amend Amend to identify water dependant industry that exists solely 
on the basis of a reliable daily water source. Include a provision 
for industry currently sourcing fromconsented takes. Delete 
seven year limit. 
 
 
 

Reject Issue 3.1 

 /       

S55/036  The Oil Companies Policy P126: Site 
dewatering 

Oppose Modify Policy 126 as follows: 
Localised land subsidence or significant adverse effects of 
dewatering on existing groundwater users or the flows, levels 
or quality of surface water shall be minimised. 
 
 

Reject Issue 4.2 

 FS74/316 Rangitāne o Wairarapa Inc  Oppose Disallow   

S55/037  The Oil Companies Policy P130: 
Bores 

Support Retain Policy 130 without further modification 
 

Accept Issue 4.1 

 /       

S55/059  The Oil Companies Rule R140: 
Dewatering - 
permitted activity 

Oppose Introduce a new rule (Rule 140A) as a single restricted 
discretionary activity default rule for dewatering not meeting the 
permitted activity conditions. 
Modify Rule 140 as follows: 
The take of water ... : 
(a) ... 
(b) the take and diversion and discharge is not from, onto or 
into contaminated land or potentially contaminated land, except 
where the discharge quality from the site has been shown to 

Reject Issue 4.2 
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Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

meet the relevant industry good practice guide, and 
(c) the discharge is onto or into land including to any natural or 
man-made stormwater drainage system, where the discharge 
has been minimised to the greatest extent practicable, in a 
manner that does not give rise in the receiving waterbody to 
any or all of the following: 
    •    the production of any conspicuous oil or grease films, 
scum, foams, of floatable or suspended material; 
    •    any conspicuous change in the colour or visual clarity. 
 (d) the take does not cause ground subsidence, and 
( e) the take does not deplete water in a water body  beyond 
the time of the take, and 
( f) there is no flooding ... 
 
 

 /       

S55/060  The Oil Companies Rule R146: 
Geotechnical 
investigation 
bores - permitted 
activity 

Support in 
part 

Retain Rule 146 subject to the following deletion as follows: 
The use of land ... 
(a) ... 
(d) ... 
 Note: For contaminated land site investigation bores Rule R54 
also applies 
 

Reject Issue 4.1 

 /       

S55/061  The Oil Companies 5.6.4 Bore 
construction or 
alteration 

Not stated Add new Rule 146A Well pointing for dewatering/diversion as a 
permitted activity as per p38 of original submission.  
 

Accept in part Issue 4.2 

 /       

S55/062  The Oil Companies Rule R147: 
Drilling, 
construction or 
alteration of any 
bore - controlled 
activity 

Amend Modify Rule 147 as follows: 
The use of land and the associated diversion and discharge of 
water or contaminants for drilling, construction or alteration of a 
bore (other than a geotechnical investigation bore permitted in 
Rule R146 and/or Well pointing as outlined in Rule 146A) is a 
controlled activity, provided the following conditions are met: 
 

Reject Issue 4.2 

 /       

S55/071  The Oil Companies Bore Support Retain Definition of Bore subject to the following amendment: 
Bore: A structure or hole (but not including temporary well 

Reject Issue 4.1 
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Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

pointing ( up to 2 months) in the ground constructed for the 
purpose of... 
 

 /       

S55/072  The Oil Companies Dewatering Support Retain definition of dewatering. 
 

Accept Issue 4.2 

 /       

S62/028  Wellington Civic Trust 8 Wellington 
Harbour and Hutt 
Valley Whaitua 

Not stated Make sufficient resource available for the Whaitua for it to 
urgently advance its important work of ensuring water quality is 
generally improved. 
 

Reject Addressed 
in Hearing 
1 

 /       

S66/002  GBC Winstone Bore Support [Not stated] 
 

Accept Issue 4.1 

 /       

S75/100  Minister of Conservation Policy P112: 
Priorities in 
drought and 
serious water 
shortage 

Amend Retain or amend to give effect to NPS-FM Objective B1. The 
issue could be addressed by incorporating rootstock protection 
into the setting of minimum flows or water levels. 
 
 

Reject Issue 3.1 

 FS71/104 Horticulture NZ  Support in 
part 

Allow in part   

S75/101  Minister of Conservation Policy P122: Flow 
variability 

Support Retain as notified 
 
 

Accept Issue 2.5 

 /       

S75/102  Minister of Conservation Policy P129: 
Minimum flows 
and water levels 

Amend Include reference to flow variability and flushing flows, to 
achieve Objective 25 
 
 

Reject Issue 2.5 

 /       

S75/103  Minister of Conservation Policy P113: Core 
allocation for 
rivers 

Support Retain as notified 
 

Accept Issue 2.4 

 /       

S75/104  Minister of Conservation Policy P115: 
Authorising takes 

Amend Retain or amend to give effect to NPS-FM Objective B1 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 
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Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

below minimum 
flows and lake 
levels 

 /       

S75/105  Minister of Conservation Policy P117: 
Supplementary 
allocation 
amounts at flows 
above the median 
flow 

Amend Include a percentage limit on supplementary flow. 
 

Accept in part Issue 2.5 

 /       

S75/106  Minister of Conservation Policy P120: 
Taking water for 
storage 

Support Retain as notified 
 

Accept Issue 2.5 

 /       

S75/157  Minister of Conservation Rule R136: Take 
and use of water - 
permitted activity 

Amend (c) fish are prevented from entering the water intake  or 
becoming trapped against it, by meeting the following 
standards: 
(i) The maximum approach velocity (the speed at which water 
is drawn into the intake) shall be 0.1m/s, and 
(ii) the screen mesh size shall be a maximum of 3mm, and 
 
 

Accept in part Issue 2.6 

 FS74/202 Rangitāne o Wairarapa Inc  Support Allow   

S75/158  Minister of Conservation Rule R137: Farm 
dairy washdown 
and milk-cooling 
water - permitted 
activity 

Amend [d] fish are prevented from entering the water intake  or 
becoming trapped against it, by meeting the following 
standards: 
(i) The maximum approach velocity (the speed at which water 
is drawn into the intake) shall be 0.1m/s, and 
(ii) the screen mesh size shall be a maximum of 3mm, and 
 
 

Accept in part Issue 2.6 

 FS74/203 Rangitāne o Wairarapa Inc  Support Allow   

S75/159  Minister of Conservation Rule R141: Take 
and use of water 
not permitted - 
controlled activity 

Amend [d] fish are prevented from entering the water intake or 
becoming trapped against it, by meeting the following 
standards: 
(i) The maximum approach velocity (the speed at which water 
is drawn into the intake) shall be 0.1m/s, and 

Accept in part Issue 2.6 
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Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

(ii) the screen mesh size shall be a maximum of 3mm, and 
 

 FS74/204 Rangitāne o Wairarapa Inc  Support Allow   

S75/192  Minister of Conservation Policy R.P1: 
Minimum flows 
and water levels 
in the 
Ruamahanga 
Whaitua 

Support Retain 
 

Accept Issue 2.3 

 /       

S75/193  Minister of Conservation Policy WH.P1: 
Minimum flows 
and water levels 
in the Wellington 
Harbour and Hutt 
Valley Whaitua 

Support Retain 
 

Accept Issue 2.3 

 /       

S75/194  Minister of Conservation Policy P.P1: 
Minimum flows 
and water levels 
in Te Awarua-o-
Porirua Whaitua 

Support Retain 
 

Accept Issue 2.3 

 /       

S75/195  Minister of Conservation Policy K.P1: 
Minimum flows 
and water levels 
in the Kapiti Coast 
Whaitua 

Support Retain 
 

Accept Issue 2.3 

 /       

S75/196  Minister of Conservation Policy WC.P1: 
Minimum flows 
and water levels 
in the Wairarapa 
Coast Whaitua 

Support Retain 
 

Accept Issue 2.3 

 /       

S75/197  Minister of Conservation Rule R.R1: Take 
and use of water 
in the 

Support Retain 
 

Accept Issue 2.5 
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Ruamahanga 
Whaitua - 
restricted 
discretionary 
activity 

 /       

S75/198  Minister of Conservation Rule WH.R1: 
Take and use of 
water in the 
Wellington 
Harbour and Hutt 
Valley Whaitua - 
restricted 
discretionary 
activity 

Support Retain 
 

Accept Issue 2.4 

 /       

S75/199  Minister of Conservation Rule K.R1: Take 
and use of water 
in the Kapiti Coast 
Whaitua - 
restricted 
discretionary 
activity 

Support Retain 
 

Accept Issue 2.5 

 /       

S75/200  Minister of Conservation Rule R.R3: Take 
and use of water 
that exceeds 
minimum flows, 
lake levels or core 
allocation - 
prohibited activity 

Support Retain 
 

Accept Issue 2.4 

 /       

S75/201  Minister of Conservation Rule WH.R4: 
Take and use of 
water that 
exceeds minimum 
flows, lake levels 
or core allocation 

Support Retain 
 

Accept Issue 2.4 
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- prohibited 
activity 

 /       

S75/202  Minister of Conservation Rule K.R4: Take 
and use of water 
that exceeding 
minimum flows or 
core allocation - 
prohibited activity 

Support Retain 
 

Accept Issue 2.4 

 /       

S75/203  Minister of Conservation Table 7.3: Surface 
water allocation 
amounts for rivers 
and groundwater 
directly connected 
to surface water in 
the Ruamahanga 
River catchments 
above the Lake 
Wairarapa outflow 

Support Retain 
 

Accept Issue 2.4 

 /       

S75/204  Minister of Conservation Table 7.4: Surface 
water allocation 
amounts for 
rivers, Lake 
Wairarapa and 
groundwater 
directly connected 
to surface water in 
the Lake 
Wairarapa 
catchment 

Support Retain 
 

Accept Issue 2.4 

 /       

S81/036  New Zealand Defence Force 2.1.5 Whaitua 
chapters 

Amend Amend both section 2.1.5 and the individual chapters, to clarify 
how these chapters integrate with the rest of the PNRP. 
Provide for small water takes with negligible effects to be 
provided for as a permitted activity. 
 

Accept in part Issue 2.6 
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 FS59/054 Roading, Parks and Gardens and Solid 

Waste departments of Hutt City Council 
and Upper Hutt City Council 

 Support Allow   

S81/037  New Zealand Defence Force 5.6.2 Take and 
use of water 

Amend Clarify how the whaitua chapters and chapter 5 integrate with 
each other. 
Provide for small water takes with negligible effects to be 
provided for as a permitted activity. 
 
 

Accept in part Issue 2.6 

 /       

S81/038  New Zealand Defence Force Rule WH.R4: 
Take and use of 
water that 
exceeds minimum 
flows, lake levels 
or core allocation 
- prohibited 
activity 

Amend Change the prohibited activity status to a non‐complying 
activity. 
[Add a new rule to] include small and strategically important 
takes (for example for training activities) as permitted activities. 
 
 

Reject Issue 2.4 

 /       

S81/039  New Zealand Defence Force Rule WH.R1: 
Take and use of 
water in the 
Wellington 
Harbour and Hutt 
Valley Whaitua - 
restricted 
discretionary 
activity 

Amend Amend the Plan to include separate rules for surface and 
groundwater takes to ensure clarity for users. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S81/040  New Zealand Defence Force Schedule Q: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 
criteria 

Amend Amend the model in Schedule Q to increase its usability. 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S82/032  Meridian Energy Limited Rule R140: 
Dewatering - 
permitted activity 

Support Retain Rule R140. 
 

Accept Issue 4.2 
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 /       

S82/033  Meridian Energy Limited Rule R146: 
Geotechnical 
investigation 
bores - permitted 
activity 

Support Retain Rule R146. 
 

Accept Issue 4.1 

 /       

S85/071  Roading, Parks and Gardens and 
Solid Waste departments of Hutt City 
Council and Upper Hutt City Council 

8 Wellington 
Harbour and Hutt 
Valley Whaitua 

Amend Make provision for minor takes as permitted or controlled 
activities [in the Whaitua chapters]. 
 

Accept Issue 2.6 

 /       

S85/073  Roading, Parks and Gardens and 
Solid Waste departments of Hutt City 
Council and Upper Hutt City Council 

Rule R146: 
Geotechnical 
investigation 
bores - permitted 
activity 

Amend Include groundwater monitoring bores as a permitted activity; 
AND clarify which rule groundwater monitoring bores would 
otherwise fall under. 
 

Accept in part Issue 4.1 

 /       

S85/074  Roading, Parks and Gardens and 
Solid Waste departments of Hutt City 
Council and Upper Hutt City Council 

Policy P130: 
Bores 

Amend More clearly differentiate based on purpose, and provide more 
flexibility for investigation and monitoring bores. 
 

Accept in part Issue 4.1 

 /       

S85/085  Roading, Parks and Gardens and 
Solid Waste departments of Hutt City 
Council and Upper Hutt City Council 

Rule R139: 
Pumping test - 
permitted activity 

Amend Resolve the circular reference between Rules R42 and R139. 
Amend Rule [R139] to allow small takes. 
 

Accept in part Issue 4.1 

 /       

S87/008  Christine Marjorie Stanley Policy P111: 
Water takes at 
minimum flows 
and water levels 

Amend [Take into account reduced amount of water flowing into 
Pauatahanui inlet and affecting the flushing ability of the inlet 
when setting water take limits] 
 

Reject Issue 2.4 

 /       

S93/100  Coastal Ratepayers United 
Incorporated 

10.2 Rules Amend State in Chapter 10 that Rule R136 and s 14(1)(b) of the RMA 
override all of the provisions and rules in Chapter 10. 
 

Accept Issue 2.6 

 /       

S104/010  Cuttriss Consultants Limited Rule R140: 
Dewatering - 
permitted activity 

Amend Amend Rule R140, Insert the following: 
-Provision of dewatering for longer than a month, where the 
rate of take does not exceed a specified rate (may vary for 

Reject Issue 4.2 
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regions); 
-Provision of dewatering for longer than a month at an 
uncapped rate, in circumstances where the water will be 
returned to the same water source. 
 
 

 /       

S104/011  Cuttriss Consultants Limited Rule K.R1: Take 
and use of water 
in the Kapiti Coast 
Whaitua - 
restricted 
discretionary 
activity 

Support in 
part 

Amend Rule RK.R1 to exclude dewatering from being subject 
to the water allocation rules, where: 
the dewatering water will not be permanently removed form the 
water cycle, the dewatering water will be returned to the same 
water source. 
 
 

Accept in part Issue 2.6 

 /       

S107/008  Upper Hutt City Council 8 Wellington 
Harbour and Hutt 
Valley Whaitua 

Support Support the establishment of the whaitua committees for 
management of catchment-based water resources. 
 

Accept Addressed 
in Hearing 
1 

 /       

S112/003  Friends of the Paekakariki Streams 10 Kapiti Coast 
Whaitua 

Not stated Include the Friends [of the Paekakariki Streams] as members 
of the Kapiti Coast Whaitua Committee. 
 

Reject Addressed 
in Hearing 
1 

 /       

S112/077  Friends of the Paekakariki Streams Policy P107: The 
framework for 
taking and using 
water 

Support [Not stated] 
 

Accept Issue 2.2 

 /       

S112/078  Friends of the Paekakariki Streams Policy P108: 
Integrating 
groundwater and 
surface water 

Support [Not stated] 
 

Accept Issue 2.2 

 /       

S113/010  Michael John Slater Rule R136: Take 
and use of water - 
permitted activity 

Amend Delete Rule R136 [condition f] and Rule 137 [condition g]. 
 

Reject Issue 2.6 

 /       
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S113/055  Michael John Slater Category A 
groundwater 

Amend Amend [definition of directly connected]: Ground water in the 
bore is at the same level as the water in the river and moves up 
and down with the level of the river. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S113/057  Michael John Slater Unused water Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S113/060  Michael John Slater Objective O52: 
Efficient allocation 

Amend Amend Objective O52 to read "the efficiency and allocation and 
use of water is improved and maximised  the amount is 
increased through time, including by means of..." 
Add (f) enabling storage within the bed of a river 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S113/063  Michael John Slater Schedule P: 
Classifying and 
managing 
groundwater and 
surface water 
connectivity 

Amend [Amend Policy P107]: "(a) the groundwater connectivity 
described in Schedule P needs verifying and GW have a 
significant part to play in establishing the evidence"Insert (d) 
when Schedule P changes; "-ve effect on consent holders - 10 
year lead in time to reflect cost, +ve effect - the water 
availability should be released immediately." 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S113/064  Michael John Slater Policy P107: The 
framework for 
taking and using 
water 

Amend [Amend]: "(a) the groundwater connectivity described in 
Schedule P needs verifying and GW have a significant part to 
play in establishing the evidence" 
Insert (d) when Schedule P changes; "-ve effect on consent 
holders - 10 year lead in time to reflect cost, +ve effect - the 
water availability should be released immediately." 
 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S113/065  Michael John Slater Policy P109: 
Lapse dates 
affecting water 
takes 

Support Support Policy P109. 
 

Accept Issue 3.4 

 /       

S113/066  Michael John Slater Policy P111: 
Water takes at 

Amend  Category A groundwater which shall be required to reduce 
take by 50% of the amount consented above minimum flows 

Reject Issue 2.3 
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minimum flows 
and water levels 

following a period of 10 days of continuous river levels at 
minimum flow. 
 

 /       

S113/068  Michael John Slater Policy P115: 
Authorising takes 
below minimum 
flows and lake 
levels 

Amend Amend Policy P115 (d)  category A groundwater which shall be 
required to reduce take by 50% of the amount consented 
above minimum flows following a period of 10 days of 
continuous river levels at minimum flow. 
Delete (c)(i) 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 /       

S113/069  Michael John Slater Policy P116: 
Reallocating 
water 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S113/070  Michael John Slater Policy P117: 
Supplementary 
allocation 
amounts at flows 
above the median 
flow 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 2.5 

 /       

S113/071  Michael John Slater Policy P118: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 

Amend Amend Policy P118 to read "while existing users replacing 
existing resource consents have a period of four years from the 
date of the plan being made operative  renewal of consen t to 
meet the criteria. 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S113/072  Michael John Slater Policy P119: 
Unused water 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S113/073  Michael John Slater Policy P120: 
Taking water for 
storage 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 2.5 

 /       

S113/074  Michael John Slater Policy P128: 
Transfer of 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 
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resource consents 
 /       

S113/075  Michael John Slater Rule R137: Farm 
dairy washdown 
and milk-cooling 
water - permitted 
activity 

Amend Amend Rule R137 clause (b) by deleting words after 
"property...". 
 

Reject Issue 2.6 

 /       

S113/076  Michael John Slater Rule R143: 
Temporary water 
permit transfers - 
controlled activity 

Amend Amend Rule R143 to be a permitted activity and not a 
controlled activity. 
 

Reject Issue 3.3 

 /       

S113/077  Michael John Slater Rule R144: 
Transferring water 
permits - 
restricted 
discretionary 
activity 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S113/079  Michael John Slater Method M18: 
Water use groups 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S113/080  Michael John Slater Methods 19: 
Water 
management 

Amend Amend Method 19 (d) quantify costs and benefits of water 
races and explore alternatives. 
 

Reject Issue 5 

 /       

S113/082  Michael John Slater Policy R.P3: 
Cumulative 
effects on river 
reaches of 
allocating water 

Support Insert after adverse effects: that are measured on aquatic... 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S113/083  Michael John Slater 7 Ruamahanga 
Whaitua 

Oppose Do not include Figures 7.3-7.8 in the plan until categories have 
been verified. Change the allocation amounts in Tables 7.3-7.5 
to what is currently allocated or more if spare water has been 
identified. 

Reject Issue 2.2 
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 /       

S113/084  Michael John Slater Schedule P: 
Classifying and 
managing 
groundwater and 
surface water 
connectivity 

Oppose Needs empirical calibration by GW. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S113/085  Michael John Slater Schedule Q: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 
criteria 

Oppose Remove sentence "the model must reliably predict annual 
irrigation volume within an accuracy of 15%"Add after field 
validated model: for Wairarapa conditionsIn (a) add after 80%:  
where practicable 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S113/086  Michael John Slater Schedule R: 
Guideline for 
stepdown 
allocations 

Amend Add after health needs of people: stock drinking water and 
rootstock protection. 
[Acknowledge Table R1 is interim; consult with water users on 
further changes] 
 

Accept in part Issue 3.1 

 /       

S113/087  Michael John Slater Category A 
groundwater 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S113/089  Michael John Slater 5.6.3 Transferring 
water permits 

Amend [Make transferring water a permitted activity] 
 

Reject Issue 3.3 

 /       

S113/090  Michael John Slater Category B 
groundwater (not 
directly 
connected) 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S113/091  Michael John Slater Category B 
groundwater 
(directly 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 

Reject Issue 2.2 
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connected)  
 /       

S113/092  Michael John Slater Category C 
groundwater 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S115/003  Simon  Stannard Rule R136: Take 
and use of water - 
permitted activity 

Amend In Rule R136 modify to read: 
(a) the total take, excluding water for household and garden 
use, per property shall not exceed the following rate and 
volumes, and 
 
Remove the table restricting use by property size and 
substitute Volume per day 20m3 & 2.5l/s except for firefighting. 
 

Reject Issue 2.6 

 /       

S115/004  Simon  Stannard Rule R141: Take 
and use of water 
not permitted - 
controlled activity 

Amend In Rule R141 modify to read in conjunction with my 
modification of Rule 136. 
The take and use of water from a surface water body or 
groundwater is a controlled activity, unless the following 
conditions are met: 
 (a) the take and use was in existence on a property at the date 
of public notification of the Proposed Natural Resources Plan 
(31.07.2015), or 
(b) the total take and use per property, complies with Rule 
R136 and 
[leave the remaining clauses] 
 

Reject Issue 2.6 

 /       

S117/072  Kāpiti Coast District Council Rule R140: 
Dewatering - 
permitted activity 

Amend Option 1: Delete part of subclause (a) as follows "but does not 
exceed one month", or 
 

Reject Issue 4.2 

 /       

S117/073  Kāpiti Coast District Council Rule R140: 
Dewatering - 
permitted activity 

Amend Option 2: Create new rule "Dewatering for regionally significant 
infrastructure" as follows: The take of water and the associated 
diversion and discharge of that water for the purpose of 
dewatering a site, including but not limited to, maintenance, 
excavation, construction or geotechnical testing for regionally 

Reject Issue 4.2 
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signficant infrastructure, is a permitted activity, provided the 
following conditions are met: 
(a)  the take continues only for the time required to carry out 
the work, and 
(b)  the take and diversion and discharge is not from, onto or 
into contaminated land or potentially contaminated land, and 
(c) the take does not cause ground subsidence, and 
(d)  the take does not deplete water in a water body, and 
(e)  there is no flooding beyond the boundary of the property. 
 

 FS57/047 The Oil Companies  Support in 
part 

Allow in part   

S117/074  Kāpiti Coast District Council Rule R140: 
Dewatering - 
permitted activity 

Amend Create new rule "Dewatering activities for regionally significant 
infrastructure - controlled activity" The take and use of water for 
dewatering activities for regionally significant infrastructure that 
does not meet permitted activity standards is a controlled 
activity 
 

Reject Issue 4.2 

 /       

S119/018  Kaiwaiwai Dairies Limited Policy P115: 
Authorising takes 
below minimum 
flows and lake 
levels 

Amend Delete P115 (c) (i) from Policy 115. 
 

Reject Issue 3.1 

 /       

S119/037  Kaiwaiwai Dairies Limited Rule R136: Take 
and use of water - 
permitted activity 

Not stated Correct reference [note refers to Section 14(1)(b) of the RMA, 
should be Section 14(3)(b) &(e)?] 
 

Accept Issue 2.6 

 /       

S119/038  Kaiwaiwai Dairies Limited Rule R136: Take 
and use of water - 
permitted activity 

Amend Amend by adding another step for properties above 40ha allow 
an additional 2 cubic meters per 10 hectares 
 

Reject Issue 2.6 

 /       

S119/039  Kaiwaiwai Dairies Limited Rule R137: Farm 
dairy washdown 
and milk-cooling 
water - permitted 
activity 

Not stated [Recognise the water availability for food processing and 
hygiene] 
 

Accept in part Issue 2.6 
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 /       

S119/040  Kaiwaiwai Dairies Limited Rule R137: Farm 
dairy washdown 
and milk-cooling 
water - permitted 
activity 

Amend Delete "during the three years prior.... Plan (31.07.2015)" and 
add " in that year as determined by Rule 83". 
 
 

Reject Issue 2.6 

 /       

S119/041  Kaiwaiwai Dairies Limited Rule R137: Farm 
dairy washdown 
and milk-cooling 
water - permitted 
activity 

Amend Change "washdown" to "cooling" 
 

Accept Issue 2.6 

 /       

S119/042  Kaiwaiwai Dairies Limited Rule R143: 
Temporary water 
permit transfers - 
controlled activity 

Amend Change rule from Controlled to permitted status. 
 

Reject Issue 3.3 

 /       

S119/045  Kaiwaiwai Dairies Limited Method M18: 
Water use groups 

Support Support. 
 

Accept Issue 5 

 /       

S119/048  Kaiwaiwai Dairies Limited Category B 
groundwater 
(directly 
connected) 

Amend Change typo error from Q to P 
 

Accept in part Issue 2.2 

 /       

S124/001  Wairarapa Water Users Society 
Incorporated 

Category A 
groundwater 

Amend Amend [definition of directly connected]: Ground water in the 
bore is at the same level as the water in the river and moves up 
and down with the level of the river. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S124/003  Wairarapa Water Users Society 
Incorporated 

Unused water Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S124/006  Wairarapa Water Users Society 
Incorporated 

Objective O52: 
Efficient allocation 

Amend Amend Objective O52 to read "the efficiency and allocation and 
use of water is improved and maximised  the amount is 
increased through time, including by means of..." 

Reject Issue 3.2 
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Add (f) enabling storage within the bed of a river 
 

 FS71/063 Horticulture NZ  Support Allow   

 FS74/267 Rangitāne o Wairarapa Inc  Oppose Disallow   

S124/009  Wairarapa Water Users Society 
Incorporated 

Schedule P: 
Classifying and 
managing 
groundwater and 
surface water 
connectivity 

Amend [Amend Policy P107]: "(a) the groundwater connectivity 
described in Schedule P needs verifying and GW have a 
significant part to play in establishing the evidence"Insert (d) 
when Schedule P changes; "-ve effect on consent holders - 10 
year lead in time to reflect cost, +ve effect - the water 
availability should be released immediately." 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S124/010  Wairarapa Water Users Society 
Incorporated 

Policy P107: The 
framework for 
taking and using 
water 

Amend [Amend]: "(a) the groundwater connectivity described in 
Schedule P needs verifying and GW have a significant part to 
play in establishing the evidence" 
Insert (d) when Schedule P changes; "-ve effect on consent 
holders - 10 year lead in time to reflect cost, +ve effect - the 
water availability should be released immediately." 
 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S124/011  Wairarapa Water Users Society 
Incorporated 

Policy P109: 
Lapse dates 
affecting water 
takes 

Support Support Policy P109. 
 

Accept Issue 3.4 

 /       

S124/012  Wairarapa Water Users Society 
Incorporated 

Policy P111: 
Water takes at 
minimum flows 
and water levels 

Amend  Category A groundwater which shall be required to reduce 
take by 50% of the amount consented above minimum flows 
following a period of 10 days of continuous river levels at 
minimum flow. 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 /       

S124/014  Wairarapa Water Users Society 
Incorporated 

Policy P115: 
Authorising takes 
below minimum 
flows and lake 
levels 

Amend Amend Policy P115 (d)  category A groundwater which shall be 
required to reduce take by 50% of the amount consented 
above minimum flows following a period of 10 days of 
continuous river levels at minimum flow. 
Delete (c)(i) 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 
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 /       

S124/015  Wairarapa Water Users Society 
Incorporated 

Policy P116: 
Reallocating 
water 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S124/016  Wairarapa Water Users Society 
Incorporated 

Policy P117: 
Supplementary 
allocation 
amounts at flows 
above the median 
flow 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 2.5 

 /       

S124/017  Wairarapa Water Users Society 
Incorporated 

Policy P118: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 

Amend Amend Policy P118 to read "while existing users replacing 
existing resource consents have a period of four years from the 
date of the plan being made operative  renewal of consen t to 
meet the criteria. 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S124/018  Wairarapa Water Users Society 
Incorporated 

Policy P119: 
Unused water 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S124/019  Wairarapa Water Users Society 
Incorporated 

Policy P120: 
Taking water for 
storage 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 2.5 

 /       

S124/020  Wairarapa Water Users Society 
Incorporated 

Policy P128: 
Transfer of 
resource consents 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S124/021  Wairarapa Water Users Society 
Incorporated 

Rule R137: Farm 
dairy washdown 
and milk-cooling 
water - permitted 
activity 

Amend Amend Rule R137 clause (b) by deleting words after 
"property...". 
 

Reject Issue 2.6 

 /       

S124/022  Wairarapa Water Users Society 
Incorporated 

Rule R143: 
Temporary water 

Amend Amend Rule R143 to be a permitted activity and not a 
controlled activity. 

Reject Issue 3.3 
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Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

permit transfers - 
controlled activity 

 

 /       

S124/023  Wairarapa Water Users Society 
Incorporated 

Rule R144: 
Transferring water 
permits - 
restricted 
discretionary 
activity 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S124/025  Wairarapa Water Users Society 
Incorporated 

Method M18: 
Water use groups 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S124/026  Wairarapa Water Users Society 
Incorporated 

Methods 19: 
Water 
management 

Amend Amend Method 19 (d) quantify costs and benefits of water 
races and explore alternatives. 
 

Reject Issue 5 

 /       

S124/028  Wairarapa Water Users Society 
Incorporated 

Policy R.P3: 
Cumulative 
effects on river 
reaches of 
allocating water 

Support Insert after adverse effects: that are measured on aquatic... 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S124/029  Wairarapa Water Users Society 
Incorporated 

7 Ruamahanga 
Whaitua 

Oppose Do not include Figures 7.3-7.8 in the plan until categories have 
been verified. Change the allocation amounts in Tables 7.3-7.5 
to what is currently allocated or more if spare water has been 
identified. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 FS74/270 Rangitāne o Wairarapa Inc  Oppose Disallow   

S124/030  Wairarapa Water Users Society 
Incorporated 

Schedule P: 
Classifying and 
managing 
groundwater and 
surface water 
connectivity 

Oppose Needs empirical calibration by GW. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S124/031  Wairarapa Water Users Society Schedule Q: Oppose Remove sentence "the model must reliably predict annual Reject Issue 3.2 
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Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

Incorporated Reasonable and 
efficient use 
criteria 

irrigation volume within an accuracy of 15%"Add after field 
validated model: for Wairarapa conditionsIn (a) add after 80%:  
where practicable 
 

 FS71/153 Horticulture NZ  Oppose Disallow   

S124/032  Wairarapa Water Users Society 
Incorporated 

Schedule R: 
Guideline for 
stepdown 
allocations 

Amend Add after health needs of people: stock drinking water and 
rootstock protection. 
[Acknowledge Table R1 is interim; consult with water users on 
further changes] 
 

Accept in part Issue 3.1 

 FS71/156 Horticulture NZ  Support Allow   

S124/033  Wairarapa Water Users Society 
Incorporated 

Category A 
groundwater 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S124/035  Wairarapa Water Users Society 
Incorporated 

5.6.3 Transferring 
water permits 

Amend [Make transferring water a permitted activity] 
 

Reject Issue 3.3 

 /       

S124/036  Wairarapa Water Users Society 
Incorporated 

Category B 
groundwater (not 
directly 
connected) 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S124/037  Wairarapa Water Users Society 
Incorporated 

Category B 
groundwater 
(directly 
connected) 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S124/038  Wairarapa Water Users Society 
Incorporated 

Category C 
groundwater 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S127/003  Wairarapa Regional Irrigation Trust Minimum flow or 
water level 

Amend Amend to clarify what the 'interim' minimum flow refers to. 
 

Accept in part Issue 2.3 

 /       
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Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

S127/014  Wairarapa Regional Irrigation Trust Objective O52: 
Efficient allocation 

Amend Amend 052 (e) as follows: 
enabling water storage  outside river beds.. 
Otherwise support. 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S127/029  Wairarapa Regional Irrigation Trust 4.9 Taking, using, 
damming and 
diverting water 

Amend Add a new policy to section 4.9, worded along the following 
lines:"Policy xxx: Take and Use of Stored WaterIn the situation 
where water is stored in a storage reservoir as part of a 
scheme for storage and supply of water pursuant to a resource 
consent authorising damming, diversion and/or taking of water 
for that purpose: 
Subsequent take and use of the stored water, including the 
take of water by the consent holder or any person authorised 
by the consent holder from any watercourse into which the 
stored water has been discharged shall constitute a tertiary 
allocation of water not subject to Policies 111-127 inclusive or 
to the policies in sections 7-11 inclusive of this Plan;Policies 
111-112 and the policies in sections 7-11 inclusive of this Plan 
shall apply to takes of water other than by the consent holder 
or persons authorised by the consent holder on the basis of the 
water flows and levels that would have occurred without the 
operation of the water supply scheme, as assessed by Greater 
Wellington Regional Council."Add a new definition to section 
2.2 as follows:Tertiary allocation: an amount of water stored 
pursuant to resource consents authorising the damming, 
diverting and/or taking of water and available for the consent 
holder or persons authorised by the consent holder to 
subsequently take and use. 
 
 
 

Accept in part Issue 2.5 

 FS71/098 Horticulture NZ  Support Allow   

 FS74/274 Rangitāne o Wairarapa Inc  Oppose Disallow   

 FS43/008 Royal Forest and Bird Protection 
Society 

 Oppose Disallow   

S127/030  Wairarapa Regional Irrigation Trust Rule R.R1: Take 
and use of water 
in the 
Ruamahanga 

Amend Amend Rule R.R1 (c)(ii) to read:(ii) A minimum of 50% of the 
river flow above the median flow remains in the river. 
 

Accept in part Issue 2.5 
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Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

Whaitua - 
restricted 
discretionary 
activity 

 /       

S127/031  Wairarapa Regional Irrigation Trust Rule R.R3: Take 
and use of water 
that exceeds 
minimum flows, 
lake levels or core 
allocation - 
prohibited activity 

Amend Amend the opening words of Rule R.R3 to read: 
" Except in the case of take and use of stored water pursuant 
to Rule R.R1A the take and use of water from any river....." 
 
Add new Rule R.R1A as follows: 
Rule R.R1A; Take and Use of Stored Water in the 
Ruamāhanga Whaitua- Restricted Discretionary Activity 
The take and use of water from any river (including tributaries) 
or lake in the Ruamāhanga River catchment that has 
previously been stored for use as part of a water supply 
scheme pursuant to resource consents authorising damming, 
diverting and/or taking of water for that purpose is a restricted 
discretionary activity, provided the following conditions are met: 
a) The take of previously stored water shall be by the holder of 
the resource consents for the relevant water supply scheme; or 
a person authorised in writing by the holder of those resource 
consents and advised to Greater Wellington Regional Council. 
Matters for Discretion 
1. The reasonable and efficient use of water, including the 
criteria in Schedule Q (efficient use) 
2. Preventing fish from entering water intakes; 
3. Measuring and reporting, including the guideline in Schedule 
S (measuring takes) 
 
 

Accept in part Issue 2.5 

 FS74/275 Rangitāne o Wairarapa Inc  Oppose Disallow   

S127/032  Wairarapa Regional Irrigation Trust Rule R.R2: Taking 
and using water - 
discretionary 
activity 

Amend Amend Rule R.R2 as follows:The take and use of water in the 
Ruamāhanga Whaitua  not meeting the conditions of Rule 
R.R1A from:.... 
 

Accept in part Issue 2.5 

 FS61/069 Minister of Conservation  Oppose Disallow   

S127/035  Wairarapa Regional Irrigation Trust Schedule R: 
Guideline for 
stepdown 

Amend Amend the first paragraph as follows: 
"When natural flows are low, stepdown allocations may be 
included as conditions of resource consent  not involving take 

Accept in part Issue 2.5 
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Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

allocations and use of previously stored water as part of a water supply 
scheme when rivers approach minimum flows. 
 

 /       

S132/007  Hammond Limited Objective O52: 
Efficient allocation 

Support Retain O52. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S132/018  Hammond Limited Policy P114: 
Priorities when 
demand exceeds 
supply 

Support in 
part 

Clarify what "other values" means in P114. 
 

Reject Issue 3.1 

 /       

S132/019  Hammond Limited Policy P115: 
Authorising takes 
below minimum 
flows and lake 
levels 

Support Retain P115. 
 

Accept in part Issue 2.3 

 /       

S132/020  Hammond Limited Policy P116: 
Reallocating 
water 

Support Retain P116. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S132/021  Hammond Limited Policy P118: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 

Support Retain P118. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S132/023  Hammond Limited Table 7.1: 
Minimum flows for 
rivers in the 
Ruamahanga 
River and Lake 
Wairarapa 
catchments 

Support Retain Table 7.1 minimum flow and measurement location for 
the Papawai Stream. 
 

Accept Issue 2.3 

 /       

S132/024  Hammond Limited Table 7.3: Surface 
water allocation 
amounts for rivers 

Oppose Increase minimum flow in the 'middle Ruamāhanga catchment 
- Papawai Stream and tributaries and category A groundwater' 
management subunit to reflect current consented allocation. 

Reject Issue 2.4 
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point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

and groundwater 
directly connected 
to surface water in 
the Ruamahanga 
River catchments 
above the Lake 
Wairarapa outflow 

 
 
 

 /       

S133/016  Greater Wellington Regional Council Rule R140: 
Dewatering - 
permitted activity 

Amend Amend Rule R140 to only permit the take of water not the 
associated discharge of water. 
 

Accept in part Issue 4.2 

 /       

S133/017  Greater Wellington Regional Council Rule R141: Take 
and use of water 
not permitted - 
controlled activity 

Amend Amend condition (b) to state "...shall not exceed 20m3 per 
day..." 
 

Accept Issue 2.6 

 /       

S133/019  Greater Wellington Regional Council Rule R.R1: Take 
and use of water 
in the 
Ruamahanga 
Whaitua - 
restricted 
discretionary 
activity 

Amend Amend matter of discretion No. 8 to read "For a take and use in 
category B groundwater, whether the water is taken from 
groundwater directly connected to surface water or 
groundwater not directly connected to surface water" 
 

Accept in part Issue 2.4 

 /       

S133/020  Greater Wellington Regional Council Rule WH.R1: 
Take and use of 
water in the 
Wellington 
Harbour and Hutt 
Valley Whaitua - 
restricted 
discretionary 
activity 

Amend Amend matter of discretion No. 8 to read "For a take and use in 
category B groundwater, whether the water is taken from 
groundwater directly connected to surface water or 
groundwater not directly connected to surface water" 
 

Accept in part Issue 2.4 

 /       

S133/021  Greater Wellington Regional Council Rule K.R1: Take 
and use of water 

Amend Amend matter of discretion No. 8 to read "For a take and use in 
category B groundwater, whether the water is taken from 

Accept Issue 2.4 
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Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

in the Kapiti Coast 
Whaitua - 
restricted 
discretionary 
activity 

groundwater directly connected to surface water or 
groundwater not directly connected to surface water" 
 

 /       

S133/022  Greater Wellington Regional Council Rule R.R1: Take 
and use of water 
in the 
Ruamahanga 
Whaitua - 
restricted 
discretionary 
activity 

Amend Amend Row 14 to read:Ruamāhanga River and tributaries 
upstream of the confluence with the Papawai Stream, category 
A groundwater and category B groundwater (directly 
connected), excluding all the above catchment management 
sub-units in the Ruamāhanga catchment (above this row in 
Table 7.3)Amend Row 17 to read:Lower Ruamāhanga River 
and tributaries upstream of (but not including) the confluence 
with the Lake Wairarapa outflow; category A groundwater and 
category B groundwater (directly connected), and excluding all 
the above catchment management sub-units in the 
Ruamāhanga catchment (above this row in Table 7.3) 
 

Accept in part Issue 2.4 

 FS29/001 Hammond Limited  Support Allow   

S133/023  Greater Wellington Regional Council Rule K.R1: Take 
and use of water 
in the Kapiti Coast 
Whaitua - 
restricted 
discretionary 
activity 

Amend Amend the allocation amount in Table 10.3 for the row 
"Raumati category B groundwater (not directly connected)" 
from 810,000 to 1,229,000. 
 

accept Issue 2.4 

 /       

S133/026  Greater Wellington Regional Council Schedule R: 
Guideline for 
stepdown 
allocations 

Amend Amend the flow at which takes shall reduce for the Parkvale 
Stream from 120L/sec to 150L/sec. 
 

Accept Issue 2.3 

 /       

S135/004  Wellington Water Limited Aquifer Amend Re-define what an aquifer is, not what it can be used for. 
Create new definition of "Aquaclude" in reference to rules R146 
and R147. 
 

Accept in part Issue 4.1 

 /       

S135/007  Wellington Water Limited Bore Amend Include controls on piles and other structures that penetrate Accept in part Issue 4.1 
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Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

into or through an aquiclude. Add a new definition of 
"Aquiclude is a geological formation or stratum that confines 
water in an adjacent aquifer" or to like effect. 
 

 /       

S135/008  Wellington Water Limited Category A 
groundwater 

Amend Confirm that groundwater entering a stormwater pipe is not 
"taking water". 
 

Accept in part Issue 2.2 

 /       

S135/014  Wellington Water Limited Efficient allocation Amend Define "economic efficiency", "technical efficiency" and 
"allocative efficiency" 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S135/018  Wellington Water Limited Health needs of 
people 

Support Support 
 

Accept Issue 3.1 

 /       

S135/022  Wellington Water Limited Minimum flow or 
water level 

Amend Redefine so the definition is not circular. 
 

Accept in part Issue 2.3 

 /       

S135/030  Wellington Water Limited Unused water Amend Change the definition to specifically exclude community 
drinking water suppliers. Alternatively, provide a separate 
definition for a community drinking water supply to the effect of 
requiring justification of unused water by way of a risk 
management framework. 
 

Accept in part Issue 3.2 

 FS26/016 South Wairarapa District Council  Support Allow   

 FS30/016 Masterton District Council  Support Allow   

S135/048  Wellington Water Limited Objective O52: 
Efficient allocation 

Amend Delete "and maximised" from the initial sentence. In (a) clarify 
what "efficient" means. Clarify the meaning of good 
management practice in the context of (b). Suggest (c) be 
reworded as "increasing to the extent that is reasonably 
practicable the reuse and recycling of water and recovery of 
contaminants" or something similar. 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S135/105  Wellington Water Limited Policy P107: The 
framework for 

Support Support 
 

Accept Issue 2.2 
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recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

taking and using 
water 

 FS27/001 Porirua City Council  Support Allow   

S135/106  Wellington Water Limited Policy P108: 
Integrating 
groundwater and 
surface water 

Support Support 
 

Accept Issue 2.2 

 /       

S135/107  Wellington Water Limited Policy P109: 
Lapse dates 
affecting water 
takes 

Amend Clarify if a growth forecasting change would meet the "scale or 
complexity" criteria in the context of building new bulk water 
supply capacity. 
 

Accept in part Issue 3.4 

 /       

S135/108  Wellington Water Limited Policy P111: 
Water takes at 
minimum flows 
and water levels 

Support Add root stock protection. 
 
 

Reject Issue 3.1 

 FS71/102 Horticulture NZ  Support Allow   

S135/109  Wellington Water Limited Policy P112: 
Priorities in 
drought and 
serious water 
shortage 

Amend Replace  "human health"  with  "health needs of people". Put 
the purposes that water takes shall be limited to in order of 
priority, with health needs of people first, followed by fire-
fighting, stock drinking water and protection of root stock before 
other uses. 
 

Accept in part Issue 3.1 

 FS82/016 Regional Public Health  Support Allow   

S135/110  Wellington Water Limited Policy P113: Core 
allocation for 
rivers 

Amend Add:  "Unless scientific information indicates that abstraction at 
other rates is appropriate" or similar.  See also comments 
under chapter 8 Wellington Harbour and Hutt Valley Whaitua.    
The priority of allocation for normal, non-drought or shortage 
circumstances, should reflect the priorities in policy P114, 
being health needs of people, fire fighting, stock drinking water, 
rootstock. 
 

Reject Issue 2.4 

 FS54/085 Federated Farmers of New Zealand  Support in 
part 

Allow in part   

S135/111  Wellington Water Limited Policy P114: 
Priorities when 
demand exceeds 

Amend Amend (c) to read fire fighting.  Add (d) root stock protection. 
 

Reject Issue 3.1 
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Officer 
comment 

supply 
 FS71/108 Horticulture NZ  Support Allow   

S135/112  Wellington Water Limited Policy P115: 
Authorising takes 
below minimum 
flows and lake 
levels 

Amend In (b), clarify the meaning that water may be used by industry 
for a period of 7 years from the date of notification of the Plan. 
Add after (e):  "or where authorised by an existing Resource 
Consent". 
 

Reject Issue 3.1 

 /       

S135/113  Wellington Water Limited Policy P116: 
Reallocating 
water 

Support Support 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S135/114  Wellington Water Limited Policy P118: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 

Amend Rephrase (b)  to clarify what "maximising" means in relation to 
designing systems and how that relates to operations to 
maintain a level of efficiency.    Suggest add (e) "Risk 
management and redundancy policies adopted by the 
operators of regionally significant water supply infrastructure as 
provided for in Schedule Q (efficient use)." 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S135/115  Wellington Water Limited Policy P119: 
Unused water 

Amend Change definition to exclude community drinking water 
suppliers. Clarify whether policy applies to community water 
suppliers.  Alternatively, for the purposes of community water 
supply, remove the four year period to show how unused water 
will be used. Extend (b) to read as follows: "b) satisfying the 
reasonable and efficient criteria identified in Schedule Q 
(efficient use), including risk management and redundancy 
provisions for essential services" or to like effect. Alternatively, 
insert a new point c) instead of amending point b) as follows (or 
to like effect) c) a risk based justification for retaining any 
unused allocation for the purpose of achieving system reliability 
for a group drinking water supply or community drinking water 
supply. Include a risk management strategy identifying the level 
of redundancy needed and assess the level of risk with and 
without the requested redundancy. Delete "...or the abstraction 
rate is changed..."." 
 
 

Accept in part Issue 3.2 
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 /       

S135/116  Wellington Water Limited Policy P120: 
Taking water for 
storage 

Amend Remove the term "is appropriate" and re-word to be certain, 
such as, "Water may be taken for storage outside a river bed at 
flows above the median flow provided Policy P117 is satisfied". 
 

Reject Issue 2.5 

 FS54/086 Federated Farmers of New Zealand  Support Allow   

 FS84/094 DairyNZ and Fonterra Co-operative 
Group Limited 

 Support Allow   

S135/117  Wellington Water Limited Policy P121: 
Preventing salt 
water intrusion 

Amend Change to read: "(b) maintaining water levels at 2m above 
Wellington vertical datum 1953..." or to similar effect. 
 

Accept in part Issue 4.1 

 /       

S135/118  Wellington Water Limited Policy P122: Flow 
variability 

Amend [Not stated: Abstraction for river water takes for public water 
supply typically shuts down only during fresh events because 
of poor water quality.] 
 

Reject Issue 2.5 

 /       

S135/119  Wellington Water Limited Policy P123: 
Direct, cumulative 
adverse effects 

Support Support 
 

Accept Issue 4.1 

 /       

S135/120  Wellington Water Limited Policy P124: 
Surface water 
intakes 

Support Support 
 

Accept Issue 2.4 

 /       

S135/121  Wellington Water Limited Policy P125: 
Taking of 
groundwater 

Amend Change name of policy to "Taking of groundwater or 
disturbance of geology", or similar. Change wording to have 
the effect of: "The taking groundwater or undertaking of any 
activity that disturbs the ground shall not result in cross-
contamination between aquifers or water-bearing layers that 
results in, or may result in, adverse effects on water quality." 
Alternatively create a new policy with similar intent. 
 

Reject Issue 4.1 

 /       

S135/122  Wellington Water Limited Policy P126: Site 
dewatering 

Support Support 
 

Accept Issue 4.2 

 /       
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Officer 
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S135/123  Wellington Water Limited Policy P127: 
Backflow of 
contaminants 

Amend Include no backflow of contaminants from bores used to supply 
water for industrial processes or similar effect. 
 

Accept in part Issue 4.1 

 /       

S135/124  Wellington Water Limited Policy P128: 
Transfer of 
resource consents 

Support Support 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S135/125  Wellington Water Limited Policy P129: 
Minimum flows 
and water levels 

Support Support 
 

Accept Issue 2.5 

 /       

S135/126  Wellington Water Limited Policy P130: 
Bores 

Amend Add a new section to the effect of "The taking of groundwater 
shall not allow the interconnection of groundwater between 
aquifers and shall not result in cross-contamination" and 
requiring double casing of bores when implementing NZS 
4411:2001. 
 

Reject Issue 4.1 

 /       

S135/127  Wellington Water Limited Policy P131: 
Bores no longer 
required 

Amend Clarify whether the policy is referring to the need to use a safe 
method of decommissioning an unused bore or whether it 
obliges owners or occupiers of unused bores to decommission 
them. All abandoned bores shall be decommissioned in a safe 
manner that does not compromise the aquifer and has minimal 
environmental effects.  Insert a new Method that provides for 
collecting information about where the bores are and what 
condition they are in. 
 

Accept in part Issue 4.1 

 /       

S135/172  Wellington Water Limited Rule R139: 
Pumping test - 
permitted activity 

Support Support 
 

Accept Issue 4.1 

 /       

S135/173  Wellington Water Limited Rule R140: 
Dewatering - 
permitted activity 

Amend Create a special category of permitted activity for regionally 
significant infrastructure, or have consents trigger to controlled 
activity status. Amend (a) so that the work does not exceed 6 
months. 
 

Reject Issue 4.2 
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 /       

S135/174  Wellington Water Limited Rule R141: Take 
and use of water 
not permitted - 
controlled activity 

Amend Amend if (b) is an error, otherwise clarify intended maximum 
rates. 
 

Accept Issue 2.6 

 /       

S135/175  Wellington Water Limited Rule R142: All 
other take and 
use - discretionary 
activity 

Support Support 
 

Accept Issue 2.4 

 /       

S135/176  Wellington Water Limited Rule R143: 
Temporary water 
permit transfers - 
controlled activity 

Support Support 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S135/177  Wellington Water Limited Rule R144: 
Transferring water 
permits - 
restricted 
discretionary 
activity 

Support Support 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S135/178  Wellington Water Limited Rule R145: 
Transferring water 
permits - 
discretionary 
activity 

Support Support 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S135/179  Wellington Water Limited Rule R146: 
Geotechnical 
investigation 
bores - permitted 
activity 

Amend Add (e) "the integrity of any artesian aquifer cappping layer is 
protected" or similar. Amend Map 27b to include the entire Hutt 
Valley from Taita to the Petone foreshore.  Also exclude 
geotechnical investigation bores in the wellington harbour (Map 
30) from being a permitted activity. Include in rule R146 the 
condition that the bore is not located within the Hutt Valley 
aquifer zone in Wellington Harbour (Port Nicholson) shown on 
Map 30. Include new definition of Aquiclude similar to 
"Aquiclude is a geological formation or stratum that confines 

Accept in part Issue 4.1 
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water in an adjacent aquifer" in the Interpretation chapter. 
 

 FS82/029 Regional Public Health  Support Allow   

S135/180  Wellington Water Limited Rule R148: 
Drilling, 
construction or 
alteration of any 
bore - 
discretionary 
activity 

Amend Require consent for any work that has the potential to disturb 
the Waiwhetu aquiclude, which considers potential damage to 
the aquiclude resulting in aquifer leakage and/or contamination. 
 
 

Accept Issue 4.1 

 /       

S135/181  Wellington Water Limited Rule R147: 
Drilling, 
construction or 
alteration of any 
bore - controlled 
activity 

Amend Add new condition "the integrity of any artesian aquifer 
cappping layer is protected" or similar. Require double casing 
of bores that penetrate the Waiwhetu aquiclude in accordance 
with NZS 4411:2001 Environmental Standard for Drilling of Soil 
and Rock. Amend Map 27b to include the entire Hutt Valley 
from Taita to the Petone foreshore.  Exclude geotechnical 
investigation bores in the Wellington harbour (Map 30) from 
being a permitted activity. Insert new point (c) similar to Rule 
R146 (a) to protect the community drinking water supply area. 
 

Accept in part Issue 4.1 

 /       

S135/192  Wellington Water Limited Method M18: 
Water use groups 

Support Support 
 

Accept Issue 5 

 /       

S135/193  Wellington Water Limited Methods 19: 
Water 
management 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 5 

 /       

S135/197  Wellington Water Limited Rule WH.R1: 
Take and use of 
water in the 
Wellington 
Harbour and Hutt 
Valley Whaitua - 
restricted 
discretionary 
activity 

Amend Table 8.1  Replace  "Russ Bridge recorder'  with  "Truss Bridge 
recorder".  Table 8.1  The minimum flow below the Kaitoke 
water supply intake should be able to be reduced to 400 L/s for 
special circumstances.    In Table 8.2 increase the allocation 
amount for each of the Wainuiomata and the Orongorongo 
Rivers to 460 L/s each. 
 

Accept in part Issue 2.3 
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 /       

S135/198  Wellington Water Limited Rule WH.R2: 
Taking and using 
water in the 
Wellington 
Habour and Hutt 
Valley Whaitua - 
discretionary 
activity 

Support Support 
 

Accept Issue 2.4 

 /       

S135/199  Wellington Water Limited Rule WH.R3: 
Take and use of 
water from 
outstanding rivers 
and lakes -non-
complying activity 

Support Support 
 

Accept Issue 2.4 

 /       

S135/200  Wellington Water Limited Rule WH.R4: 
Take and use of 
water that 
exceeds minimum 
flows, lake levels 
or core allocation 
- prohibited 
activity 

Amend Insert new footnote  or text to Table 8.2 to give the effect of 
"For some parts of some rivers current allocations may exceed 
the default values shown in Table 8.2.  This apparent over-
allocation does not necessarily mean that the river ecological 
values or any other values are compromised or under threat.  
Rather, it indicates that the reach is likely to be fully allocated 
and that the effects of any applications for new consents or 
consent renewals should be carefully evaluated."     Increase 
the allocation amounts to match Wellington Water current 
consents.     In Figure 8.2. change the depth of Category A to 
10m depth instead of 15m. 
 

Accept in part Issue 2.4 

 /       

S135/201  Wellington Water Limited Policy WH.P1: 
Minimum flows 
and water levels 
in the Wellington 
Harbour and Hutt 
Valley Whaitua 

Support Support 
 

Accept Issue 2.3 

 /       

S135/202  Wellington Water Limited Policy WH.P2: Amend Correct the allocation amounts in Table 8.2 to 460 litres/sec for Reject Issue 2.4 



 

Recommended decisions on submissions: Water Allocation Page 41 of 294 

Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

Core allocation in 
the Wellington 
Harbour and Hutt 
Valley Whaitua 

the Wainuiomata River and also for the Orongorongo River. 
 

 /       

S135/209  Wellington Water Limited Schedule Q: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 
criteria 

Amend Clarify the purpose and use for information sought via (a).  
Make the approach to sector information to be taken by the 
applicant to demonstrating reasonable demand for a group or 
community less prescriptive, by removing reference to specific 
sectors.   End Group or community water supplies (a) at "...the 
sectors in the group or community that will use the water."  
Delete the words following that "and the relative amounts that 
will be provided to each sector. Sectors in the community using 
water include:" and all the following 6 bullet points. 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S135/227  Wellington Water Limited Schedule Q: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 
criteria 

Amend A new sub-section in Schedule Q: Reasonable and efficient 
water use criteria be included to recognise and provide for the 
supplying of essential services, a risk management strategy 
that may incorporate the management of multiple sources and 
elements of redundancy in order that the service provided 
maintains a high degree of reliability and resilience", and that 
consequential modifications to policies P118 and P119 be 
made. 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 FS85/017 Carterton District Council  Neither 
support or 
oppose 

Not stated   

S135/228  Wellington Water Limited Schedule Q: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 
criteria 

Amend Schedule Q is amended to remove reference to "maximising" 
water efficiency. 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 FS85/018 Carterton District Council  Neither 
support or 
oppose 

Not stated   

S135/229  Wellington Water Limited Policy WH.P2: 
Core allocation in 
the Wellington 
Harbour and Hutt 

Amend Tables 8.2 and 8.3 water allocations of policy WH.P2 and rule 
WH.R1 be amended to reflect the water takes already granted 
by existing resource consents. 
 

Reject Issue 2.4 
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Valley Whaitua 
 /       

S136/023  Regional Public Health 7 Ruamahanga 
Whaitua 

Support Support for all policies 
 

Accept Issue 2.3 

 /       

S136/024  Regional Public Health 8 Wellington 
Harbour and Hutt 
Valley Whaitua 

Support Support for all policies 
 

Accept Issue 2.1 

 /       

S136/025  Regional Public Health 9 Te Awarua-o-
Porirua Whaitua 

Support Support for all provisions 
 

Accept Issue 2.1 

 /       

S136/026  Regional Public Health 10 Kapiti Coast 
Whaitua 

Support Support for all provisions 
 

Accept Issue 2.3 

 /       

S136/027  Regional Public Health 11 Wairarapa 
Coast Whaitua 

Support Support for all provisions 
 

Accept Issue 2.3 

 /       

S141/037  CentrePort Properties Limited Rule R146: 
Geotechnical 
investigation 
bores - permitted 
activity 

Amend The 
Lambton Harbour Area (Northern Zone) should be removed 
from the Hutt Valley 
aquifer zone and/or that the provision be amended. 
 

Accept in part Issue 4.1 

 FS25/047 Wellington Water Limited  Oppose Disallow   

S141/038  CentrePort Properties Limited Rule R147: 
Drilling, 
construction or 
alteration of any 
bore - controlled 
activity 

Amend Remove the Lambton Harbour Area (NorthernZone) from the 
Hutt Valley aquifer zone and/or that theprovision be amended. 
 
 

Accept in part Issue 4.1 

 FS25/049 Wellington Water Limited  Oppose Disallow   

S141/039  CentrePort Properties Limited Rule R148: 
Drilling, 
construction or 
alteration of any 
bore - 
discretionary 

Amend Remove theLambton Harbour Area (Northern Zone) from the 
Hutt Valleyaquifer zone and/or that the provision be amended. 
 
 

Accept in part Issue 4.1 
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 FS25/050 Wellington Water Limited  Oppose Disallow   

S142/009  New Zealand Fire Commission and 
Wellington Rural Fire Authority 

Policy P111: 
Water takes at 
minimum flows 
and water levels 

Support Retain 
 

Accept Issue 2.3 

 /       

S142/010  New Zealand Fire Commission and 
Wellington Rural Fire Authority 

Policy P112: 
Priorities in 
drought and 
serious water 
shortage 

Support Retain 
 

Accept Issue 3.1 

 /       

S142/011  New Zealand Fire Commission and 
Wellington Rural Fire Authority 

Rule R136: Take 
and use of water - 
permitted activity 

Support Retain note at the end of the rule. 
 

Accept in part Issue 2.6 

 /       

S142/012  New Zealand Fire Commission and 
Wellington Rural Fire Authority 

5.6.2 Take and 
use of water 

Not stated New rule: 
 Rule RXXX: Take and use of water for Firefighter Training - 
permitted activity 
The take and use of water for firefighter training purposes is a 
permitted activity provided the following conditions are met: 
(a) Each water take shall not occur for longer than 2 hours 
within a 24 hour period, and 
(b) Surface water bodies shall only be utilised where there is a 
rate of flow that exceeds the rate of take from the water body, 
and 
(c) The water is not taken from a natural wetland, or from within 
50m of a natural wetland, and 
(d) Fish are prevented from entering the intake. 
 

Reject Issue 2.6 

 /       

S142/014  New Zealand Fire Commission and 
Wellington Rural Fire Authority 

7.2 Rules Not stated Add new rule for the Ruamahanga Whaitua chapter: 
 Rule RXXX: Take and use of water for Firefighter Training - 
permitted activity 
 The take and use of water for firefighter training purposes is a 
permitted activity provided the following conditions are met: 
 (a) Each water take shall not occur for longer than 2 hours 

Reject Issue 2.6 
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within a 24 hour period, and 
 (b) Surface water bodies shall only be utilised where there is a 
rate of flow that exceeds the rate of take from the water body, 
and 
 (c) The water is not taken from a natural wetland, or from 
within 50m of a natural wetland, and 
 (d) Fish are prevented from entering the intake. 
 

 /       

S142/015  New Zealand Fire Commission and 
Wellington Rural Fire Authority 

8.2 Rules Not stated Add new rule for the Wellington Harbour and Hutt Valley 
Whaitua chapter: 
 Rule RXXX: Take and use of water for Firefighter Training - 
permitted activity 
 The take and use of water for firefighter training purposes is a 
permitted activity provided the following conditions are met: 
 (a) Each water take shall not occur for longer than 2 hours 
within a 24 hour period, and 
 (b) Surface water bodies shall only be utilised where there is a 
rate of flow that exceeds the rate of take from the water body, 
and 
 (c) The water is not taken from a natural wetland, or from 
within 50m of a natural wetland, and 
 (d) Fish are prevented from entering the intake. 
 

Reject Issue 2.6 

 /       

S142/016  New Zealand Fire Commission and 
Wellington Rural Fire Authority 

9.2 Rules Not stated Add new rule for the Te Awarua-o-Porirua Whaitua chapter: 
 Rule RXXX: Take and use of water for Firefighter Training - 
permitted activity 
 The take and use of water for firefighter training purposes is a 
permitted activity provided the following conditions are met: 
 (a) Each water take shall not occur for longer than 2 hours 
within a 24 hour period, and 
 (b) Surface water bodies shall only be utilised where there is a 
rate of flow that exceeds the rate of take from the water body, 
and 
 (c) The water is not taken from a natural wetland, or from 
within 50m of a natural wetland, and 
 (d) Fish are prevented from entering the intake. 
 

Reject Issue 2.6 
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 /       

S142/017  New Zealand Fire Commission and 
Wellington Rural Fire Authority 

10.2 Rules Not stated Add new rule for the Kapiti Coast Whaitua chapter: Rule RXXX: 
Take and use of water for Firefighter Training - permitted 
activity The take and use of water for firefighter training 
purposes is a permitted activity provided the following 
conditions are met: (a) Each water take shall not occur for 
longer than 2 hours within a 24 hour period, and (b) Surface 
water bodies shall only be utilised where there is a rate of flow 
that exceeds the rate of take from the water body, and (c) The 
water is not taken from a natural wetland, or from within 50m of 
a natural wetland, and (d) Fish are prevented from entering the 
intake. 
 

reject Issue 2.6 

 /       

S142/018  New Zealand Fire Commission and 
Wellington Rural Fire Authority 

11.2 Rules Not stated Add new rule for the Wairarapa Coast Whaitua chapter: Rule 
RXXX: Take and use of water for Firefighter Training - 
permitted activity The take and use of water for firefighter 
training purposes is a permitted activity provided the following 
conditions are met: (a) Each water take shall not occur for 
longer than 2 hours within a 24 hour period, and (b) Surface 
water bodies shall only be utilised where there is a rate of flow 
that exceeds the rate of take from the water body, and (c) The 
water is not taken from a natural wetland, or from within 50m of 
a natural wetland, and (d) Fish are prevented from entering the 
intake. 
 

reject Issue 2.6 

 /       

S145/005  First Gas Ltd Bore Amend Add to defintion: Note: a separate definition of 'geotechnical 
investigation bore' is also contained in the Plan. 
 

Reject Issue 4.1 

 /       

S145/006  First Gas Ltd Dewatering Amend The abstraction or diversion of groundwater ... 
 

Accept in part Issue 4.2 

 /       

S145/009  First Gas Ltd Geotechnical 
investigation bore 

Support Retain the definition 
 

Accept Issue 4.1 

 /       

S145/050  First Gas Ltd Policy P126: Site Amend Amend Policy 126: Localised land subsidence or adverse Reject Issue 4.2 
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dewatering effects of dewatering on existing groundwater users or the 
flows, levels or quality of surface water shall be minimised  
avoided to the extent practicable. 
 
 

 /       

S145/068  First Gas Ltd Rule R140: 
Dewatering - 
permitted activity 

Amend Amend Rule 140: 
The take of water and ... 
(a) ... 
(d) the take does not permanently deplete water in a water 
body, and ... 
 
 

Accept in part Issue 4.2 

 FS57/048 The Oil Companies  Support Allow   

S145/069  First Gas Ltd Rule R142: All 
other take and 
use - discretionary 
activity 

Support Retain Rule 142 
 

Accept Issue 2.4 

 FS56/090 Powerco  Support Allow   

S145/070  First Gas Ltd Rule R146: 
Geotechnical 
investigation 
bores - permitted 
activity 

Amend Amend rule 146 
The use of land and the associated diversion and discharge of 
water or contaminants for the drilling, construction or alteration 
of a ... 
 

Reject Issue 4.1 

 /       

S145/071  First Gas Ltd Rule R147: 
Drilling, 
construction or 
alteration of any 
bore - controlled 
activity 

Amend Amend Rule 147 
The use of land and the associated diversion and discharge of 
water or ... 
 

Reject Issue 4.1 

 /       

S145/072  First Gas Ltd Rule R148: 
Drilling, 
construction or 
alteration of any 
bore - 
discretionary 

Amend Amend Rule 148 
The use of land and the associated diversion and discharge of 
water or 
 

Reject Issue 4.1 
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 FS56/091 Powerco  Support Allow   

S146/009  NZ Transport Agency Bore Support in 
part 

Amend the definition of 'bore' as follows: 
A structure or hole in the ground constructed for the purpose 
of: (a) investigating or monitoring the conditions below the 
ground surface, or (b) abstracting liquid substances from the 
ground, or (c) discharging liquid substances into the ground. 
Note: a separate definition of 'geotechnical investigation bore' 
is also contained in the Plan. 
 

Reject Issue 4.1 

 /       

S146/013  NZ Transport Agency Dewatering Support in 
part 

Amend the definition of 'dewatering' as follows: 
The abstraction or diversion of groundwater so as to lower the 
water table for the period of time required to enable 
maintenance, excavation, construction, or geotechnical work to 
proceed in the dewatered area, or to sustain a lower localised 
water table. 
 

Accept in part Issue 4.2 

 FS25/002 Wellington Water Limited  Support Allow   

S146/016  NZ Transport Agency Existing resource 
consent 

Support Retain 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S146/018  NZ Transport Agency Geotechnical 
investigation bore 

Support Retain 
 

Accept Issue 4.1 

 /       

S146/020  NZ Transport Agency 2.2 Definitions Not stated Add a new definition of the term groundwater monitoring bore: 
 A structure or hole in the ground constructed for the specific 
purpose of monitoring groundwater depth or quality. 
 
 

Accept in part Issue 4.1 

 FS57/006 The Oil Companies  Support in 
part 

Allow in part   

S146/126  NZ Transport Agency Policy P126: Site 
dewatering 

Support in 
part 

Amend Policy 126 Localised land subsidence or adverse 
effects of dewatering on existing groundwater users or the 
flows, levels or quality of surface water shall be  minimised  be 
avoided to the extent practicable. 
 

Reject Issue 4.2 

 FS69/061 Wellington International Airport Limited  Support Allow   
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 FS69/062 Wellington International Airport Limited  Support Allow   

S146/127  NZ Transport Agency Policy P130: 
Bores 

Support Retain 
 

Accept Issue 4.1 

 /       

S146/185  NZ Transport Agency Policy P130: 
Bores 

Support Retain 
 

Accept Issue 4.1 

 /       

S146/187  NZ Transport Agency Rule R140: 
Dewatering - 
permitted activity 

Support Retain 
 

Accept Issue 4.2 

 /       

S146/188  NZ Transport Agency Rule R142: All 
other take and 
use - discretionary 
activity 

Support Retain 
 

Accept Issue 2.4 

 /       

S146/189  NZ Transport Agency Rule R146: 
Geotechnical 
investigation 
bores - permitted 
activity 

Support in 
part 

Amend Rule 146: The  use of land and the associated 
diversion and discharge of water or contaminants for the 
drilling, construction or alteration of a geotechnical investigation  
or groundwater monitoring bore is a permitted activity, provided 
the following conditions are met:  
(a) the bore is not located within a community drinking water 
supply protection area shown on Map 26, Map 27a, Map 27b, 
or Map 27c  and drilled deeper than the prescribed depths in 
[XXXX], and 
 

Accept in part Issue 4.1 

 /       

S146/190  NZ Transport Agency Rule R147: 
Drilling, 
construction or 
alteration of any 
bore - controlled 
activity 

Support in 
part 

Amend Rule 147: The use of land and the associated diversion 
and discharge of water or contaminants for drilling, construction 
or alteration of a bore (other than a geotechnical investigation  
or groundwater monitoring bore permitted in Rule R146) is a 
controlled activity, provided the following conditions are met: 
 

Accept in part Issue 4.1 

 /       

S146/191  NZ Transport Agency Rule R148: 
Drilling, 
construction or 

Support in 
part 

Retain Rule 148 The  use of land and the associated 
diversion... 
 

Reject Issue 4.1 
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alteration of any 
bore - 
discretionary 
activity 

 /       

S152/022  Waa Rata Estate Policy P107: The 
framework for 
taking and using 
water 

Amend Expressly include in the framework for taking and using water: 
an individual's reasonable domestic needs; or the reasonable 
needs of an individual's animals for drinking water. 
 

Accept in part Issue 2.6 

 /       

S152/023  Waa Rata Estate Rule K.R1: Take 
and use of water 
in the Kapiti Coast 
Whaitua - 
restricted 
discretionary 
activity 

Amend Expressly include in the framework for taking and using water: 
an individual's reasonable domestic needs; or the reasonable 
needs of an individual's animals for drinking water. 
 

Accept in part Issue 2.6 

 /       

S152/024  Waa Rata Estate Policy P114: 
Priorities when 
demand exceeds 
supply 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.1 

 /       

S152/025  Waa Rata Estate Health needs of 
people 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.1 

 /       

S154/001  Kevin   Tearney Rule R146: 
Geotechnical 
investigation 
bores - permitted 
activity 

Amend Groundwater monitoring bore construction, development and 
sampling should be included in the definition of groundwater 
bore construction and include under Rule R146 which should 
also allow for the development and sampling from the bores for 
testing groundwater quality. 
 

Accept in part Issue 4.1 

 /       

S163/026  Porirua City Council Efficient allocation Amend Provide clarification in this definition. Define the technical terms 
"economic efficiency", "technical efficiency" and "allocative 
efficiency". 
 

Accept in part Issue 3.2 
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 /       

S163/127  Porirua City Council Rule R141: Take 
and use of water 
not permitted - 
controlled activity 

Not stated Amend to clarify that this rule applies to the take and use of 
water that does not meet the conditions of R136. 
 

Reject Issue 2.6 

 /       

S165/070  Transpower NZ Ltd Rule R136: Take 
and use of water - 
permitted activity 

Support Retain 
 

Accept Issue 2.6 

 /       

S165/071  Transpower NZ Ltd Rule R141: Take 
and use of water 
not permitted - 
controlled activity 

Support Retain 
 

Accept Issue 2.6 

 /       

S165/072  Transpower NZ Ltd Rule R142: All 
other take and 
use - discretionary 
activity 

Support Retain 
 

Accept Issue 2.4 

 /       

S165/073  Transpower NZ Ltd Rule R146: 
Geotechnical 
investigation 
bores - permitted 
activity 

Support Retain 
 

Accept Issue 4.1 

 /       

S167/014  Sustainable Wairarapa Inc 3.6 Biodiversity, 
aquatic 
ecosystem health 
and mahinga kai 

Not stated Does the plan ensure that minimum flows, and core allocations 
safeguard the life supporting capacity, ecological processes, 
and natural character (hydrological regime) of freshwater and 
freshwater habitats? 
 
 

Accept in part Issue 2.3 

 /       

S170/001  Chris  Engel Category A 
groundwater 

Amend Amend [definition of directly connected]: Ground water in the 
bore is at the same level as the water in the river and moves up 
and down with the level of the river. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 
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 /       

S170/003  Chris  Engel Unused water Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S170/006  Chris  Engel Objective O52: 
Efficient allocation 

Amend Amend Objective O52 to read "the efficiency and allocation and 
use of water is improved and maximised  the amount is 
increased through time, including by means of..." 
Add (f) enabling storage within the bed of a river 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S170/009  Chris  Engel Schedule P: 
Classifying and 
managing 
groundwater and 
surface water 
connectivity 

Amend [Amend Policy P107]: "(a) the groundwater connectivity 
described in Schedule P needs verifying and GW have a 
significant part to play in establishing the evidence"Insert (d) 
when Schedule P changes; "-ve effect on consent holders - 10 
year lead in time to reflect cost, +ve effect - the water 
availability should be released immediately." 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S170/010  Chris  Engel Policy P107: The 
framework for 
taking and using 
water 

Amend [Amend]: "(a) the groundwater connectivity described in 
Schedule P needs verifying and GW have a significant part to 
play in establishing the evidence" 
Insert (d) when Schedule P changes; "-ve effect on consent 
holders - 10 year lead in time to reflect cost, +ve effect - the 
water availability should be released immediately." 
 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S170/011  Chris  Engel Policy P109: 
Lapse dates 
affecting water 
takes 

Support Support Policy P109. 
 

Accept Issue 3.4 

 /       

S170/012  Chris  Engel Policy P111: 
Water takes at 
minimum flows 
and water levels 

Amend  Category A groundwater which shall be required to reduce 
take by 50% of the amount consented above minimum flows 
following a period of 10 days of continuous river levels at 
minimum flow. 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 /       
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S170/014  Chris  Engel Policy P115: 
Authorising takes 
below minimum 
flows and lake 
levels 

Amend Amend Policy P115 (d)  category A groundwater which shall be 
required to reduce take by 50% of the amount consented 
above minimum flows following a period of 10 days of 
continuous river levels at minimum flow. 
Delete (c)(i) 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 /       

S170/015  Chris  Engel Policy P116: 
Reallocating 
water 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S170/016  Chris  Engel Policy P117: 
Supplementary 
allocation 
amounts at flows 
above the median 
flow 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 2.5 

 /       

S170/017  Chris  Engel Policy P118: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 

Amend Amend Policy P118 to read "while existing users replacing 
existing resource consents have a period of four years from the 
date of the plan being made operative  renewal of consen t to 
meet the criteria. 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S170/018  Chris  Engel Policy P119: 
Unused water 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S170/019  Chris  Engel Policy P120: 
Taking water for 
storage 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 2.5 

 /       

S170/020  Chris  Engel Policy P128: 
Transfer of 
resource consents 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S170/021  Chris  Engel Rule R137: Farm 
dairy washdown 

Amend Amend Rule R137 clause (b) by deleting words after 
"property...". 

Reject Issue 2.6 
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submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

and milk-cooling 
water - permitted 
activity 

 

 /       

S170/022  Chris  Engel Rule R143: 
Temporary water 
permit transfers - 
controlled activity 

Amend Amend Rule R143 to be a permitted activity and not a 
controlled activity. 
 

Reject Issue 3.3 

 /       

S170/023  Chris  Engel Rule R144: 
Transferring water 
permits - 
restricted 
discretionary 
activity 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S170/025  Chris  Engel Method M18: 
Water use groups 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S170/026  Chris  Engel Methods 19: 
Water 
management 

Amend Amend Method 19 (d) quantify costs and benefits of water 
races and explore alternatives. 
 

Reject Issue 5 

 /       

S170/028  Chris  Engel Policy R.P3: 
Cumulative 
effects on river 
reaches of 
allocating water 

Support Insert after adverse effects: that are measured on aquatic... 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S170/029  Chris  Engel 7 Ruamahanga 
Whaitua 

Oppose Do not include Figures 7.3-7.8 in the plan until categories have 
been verified. Change the allocation amounts in Tables 7.3-7.5 
to what is currently allocated or more if spare water has been 
identified. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S170/030  Chris  Engel Schedule P: 
Classifying and 

Oppose Needs empirical calibration by GW. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 
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Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

managing 
groundwater and 
surface water 
connectivity 

 /       

S170/031  Chris  Engel Schedule Q: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 
criteria 

Oppose Remove sentence "the model must reliably predict annual 
irrigation volume within an accuracy of 15%"Add after field 
validated model: for Wairarapa conditionsIn (a) add after 80%:  
where practicable 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S170/032  Chris  Engel Schedule R: 
Guideline for 
stepdown 
allocations 

Amend Add after health needs of people: stock drinking water and 
rootstock protection. 
[Acknowledge Table R1 is interim; consult with water users on 
further changes] 
 

Accept in part Issue 3.1 

 /       

S170/033  Chris  Engel Category A 
groundwater 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S170/077  Chris  Engel 5.6.3 Transferring 
water permits 

Amend [Make transferring water a permitted activity] 
 

Reject Issue 3.3 

 /       

S170/078  Chris  Engel Category B 
groundwater (not 
directly 
connected) 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S170/079  Chris  Engel Category B 
groundwater 
(directly 
connected) 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S170/080  Chris  Engel Category C 
groundwater 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 

Reject Issue 2.2 
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Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

 /       

S175/080  Joan Allin and Rob Crozier 10 Kapiti Coast 
Whaitua 

Not stated [See submission points S175/001-004] 
 

Reject Submissio
n points 
will be 
considered 
in Coast 
and 
Natural 
Hazards 
reports 

 /       

S175/081  Joan Allin and Rob Crozier 10 Kapiti Coast 
Whaitua 

Amend State in Chapter 10 that Rule R136 and s 14(1)(b) of the RMA 
override all of the provisions and rules in Chapter 10 
 

Accept in part Issue 2.6 

 /       

S274/001  Alexander Haddon Webster Category A 
groundwater 

Amend Amend [definition of directly connected]: Ground water in the 
bore is at the same level as the water in the river and moves up 
and down with the level of the river. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S274/003  Alexander Haddon Webster Unused water Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S274/006  Alexander Haddon Webster Objective O52: 
Efficient allocation 

Amend Amend Objective O52 to read "the efficiency and allocation and 
use of water is improved and maximised  the amount is 
increased through time, including by means of..." 
Add (f) enabling storage within the bed of a river 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S274/009  Alexander Haddon Webster Schedule P: 
Classifying and 
managing 
groundwater and 
surface water 
connectivity 

Amend [Amend Policy P107]: "(a) the groundwater connectivity 
described in Schedule P needs verifying and GW have a 
significant part to play in establishing the evidence"Insert (d) 
when Schedule P changes; "-ve effect on consent holders - 10 
year lead in time to reflect cost, +ve effect - the water 
availability should be released immediately." 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 
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Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

 /       

S274/010  Alexander Haddon Webster Policy P107: The 
framework for 
taking and using 
water 

Amend [Amend]: "(a) the groundwater connectivity described in 
Schedule P needs verifying and GW have a significant part to 
play in establishing the evidence" 
Insert (d) when Schedule P changes; "-ve effect on consent 
holders - 10 year lead in time to reflect cost, +ve effect - the 
water availability should be released immediately." 
 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S274/011  Alexander Haddon Webster Policy P109: 
Lapse dates 
affecting water 
takes 

Support Support Policy P109. 
 

Accept Issue 3.4 

 /       

S274/012  Alexander Haddon Webster Policy P111: 
Water takes at 
minimum flows 
and water levels 

Amend  Category A groundwater which shall be required to reduce 
take by 50% of the amount consented above minimum flows 
following a period of 10 days of continuous river levels at 
minimum flow. 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 /       

S274/014  Alexander Haddon Webster Policy P115: 
Authorising takes 
below minimum 
flows and lake 
levels 

Amend Amend Policy P115 (d)  category A groundwater which shall be 
required to reduce take by 50% of the amount consented 
above minimum flows following a period of 10 days of 
continuous river levels at minimum flow. 
Delete (c)(i) 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 /       

S274/015  Alexander Haddon Webster Policy P116: 
Reallocating 
water 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S274/016  Alexander Haddon Webster Policy P117: 
Supplementary 
allocation 
amounts at flows 
above the median 
flow 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 2.5 
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Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

 /       

S274/017  Alexander Haddon Webster Policy P118: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 

Amend Amend Policy P118 to read "while existing users replacing 
existing resource consents have a period of four years from the 
date of the plan being made operative  renewal of consen t to 
meet the criteria. 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S274/018  Alexander Haddon Webster Policy P119: 
Unused water 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S274/019  Alexander Haddon Webster Policy P120: 
Taking water for 
storage 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 2.5 

 /       

S274/020  Alexander Haddon Webster Policy P128: 
Transfer of 
resource consents 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S274/021  Alexander Haddon Webster Rule R137: Farm 
dairy washdown 
and milk-cooling 
water - permitted 
activity 

Amend Amend Rule R137 clause (b) by deleting words after 
"property...". 
 

Reject Issue 2.6 

 /       

S274/022  Alexander Haddon Webster Rule R143: 
Temporary water 
permit transfers - 
controlled activity 

Amend Amend Rule R143 to be a permitted activity and not a 
controlled activity. 
 

Reject Issue 3.3 

 /       

S274/023  Alexander Haddon Webster Rule R144: 
Transferring water 
permits - 
restricted 
discretionary 
activity 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S274/025  Alexander Haddon Webster Method M18: Support Retain. Accept Issue 3.3 
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Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

Water use groups  
 /       

S274/026  Alexander Haddon Webster Methods 19: 
Water 
management 

Amend Amend Method 19 (d) quantify costs and benefits of water 
races and explore alternatives. 
 

Reject Issue 5 

 /       

S274/028  Alexander Haddon Webster Policy R.P3: 
Cumulative 
effects on river 
reaches of 
allocating water 

Support Insert after adverse effects: that are measured on aquatic... 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S274/029  Alexander Haddon Webster 7 Ruamahanga 
Whaitua 

Oppose Do not include Figures 7.3-7.8 in the plan until categories have 
been verified. Change the allocation amounts in Tables 7.3-7.5 
to what is currently allocated or more if spare water has been 
identified. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S274/030  Alexander Haddon Webster Schedule P: 
Classifying and 
managing 
groundwater and 
surface water 
connectivity 

Oppose Needs empirical calibration by GW. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S274/031  Alexander Haddon Webster Schedule Q: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 
criteria 

Oppose Remove sentence "the model must reliably predict annual 
irrigation volume within an accuracy of 15%"Add after field 
validated model: for Wairarapa conditionsIn (a) add after 80%:  
where practicable 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S274/032  Alexander Haddon Webster Schedule R: 
Guideline for 
stepdown 
allocations 

Amend Add after health needs of people: stock drinking water and 
rootstock protection. 
[Acknowledge Table R1 is interim; consult with water users on 
further changes] 
 

Accept in part Issue 3.1 

 /       
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Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

S274/033  Alexander Haddon Webster Category A 
groundwater 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S274/051  Alexander Haddon Webster 5.6.3 Transferring 
water permits 

Amend [Make transferring water a permitted activity] 
 

Reject Issue 3.3 

 /       

S274/052  Alexander Haddon Webster Category B 
groundwater (not 
directly 
connected) 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S274/053  Alexander Haddon Webster Category B 
groundwater 
(directly 
connected) 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S274/054  Alexander Haddon Webster Category C 
groundwater 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S276/022  Holcim (New Zealand) Ltd 5.6.2 Take and 
use of water 

Amend A restricted discretionary activity for water takes and 
dewatering associated with regionally significant mineral 
extraction activities. 
 
 

Reject Issue 2.4 

 /       

S278/025  Derek  Neal Rule R136: Take 
and use of water - 
permitted activity 

Amend [Rule R136] Clause a) Either replace with significantly higher 
daily limits or delete this clause 
 
 

Reject Issue 2.6 

 /       

S279/062  Rangitāne o Wairarapa Inc Objective O52: 
Efficient allocation 

Amend Amend the objective by deleting (e). 
 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 
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Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

 FS36/017 Wairarapa Water Users Society 
Incorporated 

 Oppose Disallow   

S279/063  Rangitāne o Wairarapa Inc 3. Objectives Amend Add new objective  which sets out outcomes associated with 
taking, using, damming and diversion of water, including: The 
taking, use, damming and diversion of fresh water is managed 
to: 
a) avoid the transfer of water between water bodies that are not 
within the same catchment or between catchments. 
b) Protect the Mauri of rivers, lakes, wetlands, groundwater and 
other natural resources, 
c) Recognise and provide for the relationship of Maori, and 
their culture and traditions, with land, water, waahi tapu, sites 
of significance and other taonga, 
d) Avoid adverse effects on Nga Taonga Nui a Kiwa and 
Outstanding natural landscapes and features (including 
Outstanding water bodies) 
e) Safeguard ecosystem health and mahinga kai 
 

Reject Issue 2.1 

 FS84/074 DairyNZ and Fonterra Co-operative 
Group Limited 

 Oppose Disallow   

 FS26/025 South Wairarapa District Council  Oppose Disallow   

 FS85/068 Carterton District Council  Neither 
support or 
oppose 

Disallow   

 FS54/018 Federated Farmers of New Zealand  Oppose Not stated   

 FS59/013 Roading, Parks and Gardens and Solid 
Waste departments of Hutt City Council 
and Upper Hutt City Council 

 Oppose in 
part 

Disallow in part   

 FS30/024 Masterton District Council  Oppose Disallow   

S279/140  Rangitāne o Wairarapa Inc Policy P107: The 
framework for 
taking and using 
water 

Amend Amend the policy to fully describe the allocation and 
management framework for the Plan. This should include clear 
statements that the allocation volumes, allocation blocks, 
minimum flows and levels are set in the Plan to achieve the 
objectives and that takes and uses shall be managed so that 
these allocation volumes, flows and levels are not exceeded. 
 

Reject Issue 2.1 

 /       

S279/141  Rangitāne o Wairarapa Inc Policy P108: Amend Retain as notified Accept in part Issue 2.2 
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Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

Integrating 
groundwater and 
surface water 

 
 
 

 /       

S279/142  Rangitāne o Wairarapa Inc Policy P111: 
Water takes at 
minimum flows 
and water levels 

Amend Amend the policy and associated rules so that it does not 
provide for takes below water quantity limits established in the 
Plan. 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 FS36/021 Wairarapa Water Users Society 
Incorporated 

 Oppose Disallow   

S279/143  Rangitāne o Wairarapa Inc Policy P112: 
Priorities in 
drought and 
serious water 
shortage 

Amend Remove reference to protection of root stock from the policy 
and associated rules. 
 

Reject Issue 3.1 

 FS71/106 Horticulture NZ  Oppose Disallow   

S279/144  Rangitāne o Wairarapa Inc Policy P113: Core 
allocation for 
rivers 

Amend retain as notified 
 

Accept Issue 2.4 

 /       

S279/145  Rangitāne o Wairarapa Inc Policy P114: 
Priorities when 
demand exceeds 
supply 

Oppose Delete policy 
 

Reject Issue 3.1 

 FS36/022 Wairarapa Water Users Society 
Incorporated 

 Oppose Disallow   

 FS82/017 Regional Public Health  Oppose Disallow   

S279/146  Rangitāne o Wairarapa Inc Policy P115: 
Authorising takes 
below minimum 
flows and lake 
levels 

Amend Amend the policy and associated rules so that it is consistent 
with giving effect to the NPSFM including so that it does not 
allow water takes, other than those provided for in s14(3)(b) 
and (e), below minimum flows and levels. 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 /       

S279/147  Rangitāne o Wairarapa Inc Policy P116: 
Reallocating 
water 

Support Retain as notified 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S279/148  Rangitāne o Wairarapa Inc Policy P117: Amend Amend the policy and associated rules so that it prescribes a Reject Issue 2.5 
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Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

Supplementary 
allocation 
amounts at flows 
above the median 
flow 

supplementary take regime that is consistent with achieving the 
objectives, including providing for safeguarding life-supporting 
capacity, safeguarding mahinga-kai, preserving natural 
character, and providing for natural processes, including 
ecosystem processes, are achieved. Maintaining variable flows 
within rivers is also important for sustaining mauri. 
 

 /       

S279/149  Rangitāne o Wairarapa Inc Policy P118: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 

Support Retain as notified 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S279/150  Rangitāne o Wairarapa Inc Policy P120: 
Taking water for 
storage 

Oppose Delete the policy 
 

Reject Issue 2.5 

 FS36/023 Wairarapa Water Users Society 
Incorporated 

 Oppose Disallow   

S279/151  Rangitāne o Wairarapa Inc Policy P121: 
Preventing salt 
water intrusion 

Support Retain as notified 
 

Accept Issue 4.1 

 /       

S279/152  Rangitāne o Wairarapa Inc Policy P122: Flow 
variability 

Amend Amend the policy and associated rules so that it is consistent 
with achieving the objectives, including providing for 
safeguarding life-supporting capacity, safeguarding mahinga-
kai, preserving natural character, and providing for natural 
processes, including ecosystem processes, are achieved. 
Maintaining variable flows within rivers is also important for 
sustaining mauri. 
 

Reject Issue 2.5 

 /       

S279/153  Rangitāne o Wairarapa Inc Policy P124: 
Surface water 
intakes 

Support Retain as notified 
 

Accept Issue 2.4 

 /       

S279/154  Rangitāne o Wairarapa Inc 4. Policies Amend Add a new policy and associated rules that directs the 
following: 
 
 

Reject Issue 2.1 
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Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

Consistent with Objective O1, the taking and use of fresh water 
shall be managed in an integrated manner with associated land 
uses and discharges by considering and making decisions on 
resource consent applications for land use, water use and 
discharges together (at the same time) to ensure that the 
freshwater objectives and freshwater limits will be met. 
 
 

 FS85/114 Carterton District Council  Support in 
part 

Allow in part   

 FS54/034 Federated Farmers of New Zealand  Oppose Disallow   

S279/155  Rangitāne o Wairarapa Inc Policy P129: 
Minimum flows 
and water levels 

Amend Amend the policy and associated rules to provide a cross 
reference to other policies in the plan that require flow 
variability, natural processes and natural character to be 
provided for. 
 

Reject Issue 2.5 

 /       

S279/156  Rangitāne o Wairarapa Inc Policy P130: 
Bores 

Support Retain as notified 
 

Accept Issue 4.1 

 /       

S279/215  Rangitāne o Wairarapa Inc Policy R.P2: Core 
allocation in the 
Ruamahanga 
Whaitua 

Amend Delete (a) 
 

Reject Issue 2.4 

 /       

S279/216  Rangitāne o Wairarapa Inc Policy R.P3: 
Cumulative 
effects on river 
reaches of 
allocating water 

Amend Amend the policy to include specific direction around avoiding 
adverse effects on ecosystem health and mahinga kai as a 
result of water takes. 
 

Reject Issue 2.4 

 FS84/083 DairyNZ and Fonterra Co-operative 
Group Limited 

 Oppose in 
part 

Disallow   

S279/217  Rangitāne o Wairarapa Inc Rule R.R1: Take 
and use of water 
in the 
Ruamahanga 
Whaitua - 
restricted 

Oppose The rule should be amended to ensure that it does not allow for 
over-allocation of fresh water. This should include amending 
the conditions to make it a requirement that consent cannot be 
sought in situations where freshwater limits will be exceeded. 
 

Reject Issue 2.4 
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submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

discretionary 
activity 

 /       

S279/218  Rangitāne o Wairarapa Inc Rule R.R3: Take 
and use of water 
that exceeds 
minimum flows, 
lake levels or core 
allocation - 
prohibited activity 

Amend The rule should be amended so that it does not exclude takes 
and uses of water where the limits specified in the Plan are 
exceeded. 
 

Reject Issue 2.4 

 FS84/084 DairyNZ and Fonterra Co-operative 
Group Limited 

 Oppose in 
part 

Disallow   

S279/219  Rangitāne o Wairarapa Inc 11 Wairarapa 
Coast Whaitua 

Support Retain as notified 
 

Accept Issue 2.3 

 /       

S279/249  Rangitāne o Wairarapa Inc Policy P109: 
Lapse dates 
affecting water 
takes 

Support Retain 
 

Accept Issue 3.4 

 /       

S279/250  Rangitāne o Wairarapa Inc Policy P110: 
National Policy 
Statement for 
Freshwater 
Management 
requirements for 
water takes, 
damming and 
diversion 

Support Retain 
 

Accept Issue 1 

 /       

S279/251  Rangitāne o Wairarapa Inc Policy P119: 
Unused water 

Support Retain 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S279/252  Rangitāne o Wairarapa Inc Policy P125: 
Taking of 
groundwater 

Support Retain 
 

Accept Issue 4.1 

 /       

S279/253  Rangitāne o Wairarapa Inc Policy P126: Site Support Retain Accept Issue 4.2 
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Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

dewatering  
 /       

S279/254  Rangitāne o Wairarapa Inc Policy P127: 
Backflow of 
contaminants 

Support Retain 
 

Accept Issue 4.1 

 /       

S279/255  Rangitāne o Wairarapa Inc Policy P128: 
Transfer of 
resource consents 

Support Retain 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S279/256  Rangitāne o Wairarapa Inc Policy P131: 
Bores no longer 
required 

Support Retain 
 

Accept Issue 4.1 

 /       

S285/075  Land Matters Ltd Rule R136: Take 
and use of water - 
permitted activity 

Amend Amend Rule to return to the limits set under the Operative 
Regional [freshwater] plan until the Whaitua process identifies 
which water bodies have been over allocated. 
 

Reject Issue 2.6 

 /       

S285/077  Land Matters Ltd 5.6.2 Take and 
use of water 

Oppose Maintain the existing limits [in the Regional Freshwater Plan]. 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 /       

S292/001  Andrew  Patrick Category A 
groundwater 

Amend Amend [definition of directly connected]: Ground water in the 
bore is at the same level as the water in the river and moves up 
and down with the level of the river. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S292/003  Andrew  Patrick Unused water Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S292/006  Andrew  Patrick Objective O52: 
Efficient allocation 

Amend Amend Objective O52 to read "the efficiency and allocation and 
use of water is improved and maximised  the amount is 
increased through time, including by means of..." 
Add (f) enabling storage within the bed of a river 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S292/009  Andrew  Patrick Schedule P: Amend [Amend Policy P107]: "(a) the groundwater connectivity Reject Issue 2.2 
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Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

Classifying and 
managing 
groundwater and 
surface water 
connectivity 

described in Schedule P needs verifying and GW have a 
significant part to play in establishing the evidence"Insert (d) 
when Schedule P changes; "-ve effect on consent holders - 10 
year lead in time to reflect cost, +ve effect - the water 
availability should be released immediately." 
 

 /       

S292/010  Andrew  Patrick Policy P107: The 
framework for 
taking and using 
water 

Amend [Amend]: "(a) the groundwater connectivity described in 
Schedule P needs verifying and GW have a significant part to 
play in establishing the evidence" 
Insert (d) when Schedule P changes; "-ve effect on consent 
holders - 10 year lead in time to reflect cost, +ve effect - the 
water availability should be released immediately." 
 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S292/011  Andrew  Patrick Policy P109: 
Lapse dates 
affecting water 
takes 

Support Support Policy P109. 
 

Accept Issue 3.4 

 /       

S292/012  Andrew  Patrick Policy P111: 
Water takes at 
minimum flows 
and water levels 

Amend  Category A groundwater which shall be required to reduce 
take by 50% of the amount consented above minimum flows 
following a period of 10 days of continuous river levels at 
minimum flow. 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 /       

S292/014  Andrew  Patrick Policy P115: 
Authorising takes 
below minimum 
flows and lake 
levels 

Amend Amend Policy P115 (d)  category A groundwater which shall be 
required to reduce take by 50% of the amount consented 
above minimum flows following a period of 10 days of 
continuous river levels at minimum flow. 
Delete (c)(i) 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 /       

S292/015  Andrew  Patrick Policy P116: 
Reallocating 
water 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       
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Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

S292/016  Andrew  Patrick Policy P117: 
Supplementary 
allocation 
amounts at flows 
above the median 
flow 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 2.5 

 /       

S292/017  Andrew  Patrick Policy P118: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 

Amend Amend Policy P118 to read "while existing users replacing 
existing resource consents have a period of four years from the 
date of the plan being made operative  renewal of consen t to 
meet the criteria. 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S292/018  Andrew  Patrick Policy P119: 
Unused water 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S292/019  Andrew  Patrick Policy P120: 
Taking water for 
storage 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 2.5 

 /       

S292/020  Andrew  Patrick Policy P128: 
Transfer of 
resource consents 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S292/021  Andrew  Patrick Rule R137: Farm 
dairy washdown 
and milk-cooling 
water - permitted 
activity 

Amend Amend Rule R137 clause (b) by deleting words after 
"property...". 
 

Reject Issue 2.6 

 /       

S292/022  Andrew  Patrick Rule R143: 
Temporary water 
permit transfers - 
controlled activity 

Amend Amend Rule R143 to be a permitted activity and not a 
controlled activity. 
 

Reject Issue 3.3 

 /       

S292/023  Andrew  Patrick Rule R144: 
Transferring water 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 
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Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

permits - 
restricted 
discretionary 
activity 

 /       

S292/025  Andrew  Patrick Method M18: 
Water use groups 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S292/026  Andrew  Patrick Methods 19: 
Water 
management 

Amend Amend Method 19 (d) quantify costs and benefits of water 
races and explore alternatives. 
 

Reject Issue 5 

 /       

S292/028  Andrew  Patrick Policy R.P3: 
Cumulative 
effects on river 
reaches of 
allocating water 

Support Insert after adverse effects: that are measured on aquatic... 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S292/029  Andrew  Patrick 7 Ruamahanga 
Whaitua 

Oppose Do not include Figures 7.3-7.8 in the plan until categories have 
been verified. Change the allocation amounts in Tables 7.3-7.5 
to what is currently allocated or more if spare water has been 
identified. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S292/030  Andrew  Patrick Schedule P: 
Classifying and 
managing 
groundwater and 
surface water 
connectivity 

Oppose Needs empirical calibration by GW. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S292/031  Andrew  Patrick Schedule Q: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 
criteria 

Oppose Remove sentence "the model must reliably predict annual 
irrigation volume within an accuracy of 15%"Add after field 
validated model: for Wairarapa conditionsIn (a) add after 80%:  
where practicable 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       
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Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

S292/032  Andrew  Patrick Schedule R: 
Guideline for 
stepdown 
allocations 

Amend Add after health needs of people: stock drinking water and 
rootstock protection. 
[Acknowledge Table R1 is interim; consult with water users on 
further changes] 
 

Accept in part Issue 3.1 

 /       

S292/033  Andrew  Patrick Category A 
groundwater 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S292/077  Andrew  Patrick 5.6.3 Transferring 
water permits 

Amend [Make transferring water a permitted activity] 
 

Reject Issue 3.3 

 /       

S292/078  Andrew  Patrick Category B 
groundwater (not 
directly 
connected) 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S292/079  Andrew  Patrick Category B 
groundwater 
(directly 
connected) 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S292/080  Andrew  Patrick Category C 
groundwater 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S294/075  Bell Camp Trust Rule R136: Take 
and use of water - 
permitted activity 

Amend Amend Rule to return to the limits set under the Operative 
Regional [freshwater] plan until the Whaitua process identifies 
which water bodies have been over allocated. 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 /       

S294/077  Bell Camp Trust 5.6.2 Take and 
use of water 

Oppose Maintain the existing limits [in the Regional Freshwater Plan]. 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 /       
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submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

S295/075  The Carter Family Rule R136: Take 
and use of water - 
permitted activity 

Amend Amend Rule to return to the limits set under the Operative 
Regional [freshwater] plan until the Whaitua process identifies 
which water bodies have been over allocated. 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 FS1/103 Waa Rata Estate  Support in 
part 

Allow in part   

S295/077  The Carter Family 5.6.2 Take and 
use of water 

Oppose Maintain the existing limits [in the Regional Freshwater Plan]. 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 /       

S297/075  Kennott Family Trust Rule R136: Take 
and use of water - 
permitted activity 

Amend Amend Rule to return to the limits set under the Operative 
Regional [freshwater] plan until the Whaitua process identifies 
which water bodies have been over allocated. 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 /       

S297/077  Kennott Family Trust 5.6.2 Take and 
use of water 

Oppose Maintain the existing limits [in the Regional Freshwater Plan]. 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 /       

S299/075  Julian and Ruth Blackett Rule R136: Take 
and use of water - 
permitted activity 

Amend Amend Rule to return to the limits set under the Operative 
Regional [freshwater] plan until the Whaitua process identifies 
which water bodies have been over allocated. 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 /       

S299/077  Julian and Ruth Blackett 5.6.2 Take and 
use of water 

Oppose Maintain the existing limits [in the Regional Freshwater Plan]. 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 /       

S301/006  Carterton District Council Schedule R: 
Guideline for 
stepdown 
allocations 

Neither 
support or 
oppose 

CDC notes that there is nothing specified for the Kaipatangata 
Stream and seeks clarification as to whether this is the 
intention. 
 

Accept in part Issue 2.3 

 /       

S301/020  Carterton District Council Mean annual low 
flow (MALF) 

Amend Amend the definition of MALF to read: "The arithmetic mean of 
the lowest flows measured in each year of a full site record." 
 

Accept in part Issue 2.3 

 /       

S301/055  Carterton District Council Policy P109: 
Lapse dates 
affecting water 

Oppose Remove proposed 3-year lapsing limit. 
 

Reject Issue 3.4 
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submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 
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Officer 
comment 

takes 
 FS74/284 Rangitāne o Wairarapa Inc  Oppose Disallow   

S302/006  Fertiliser Association of New 
Zealand Inc 

Health needs of 
people 

Oppose Delete 
 

Reject Issue 3.1 

 FS82/001 Regional Public Health  Oppose Disallow   

 FS54/094 Federated Farmers of New Zealand  Oppose in 
part 

Not stated   

 FS85/037 Carterton District Council  Oppose Disallow   

S305/001  Port Nicholson Block Settlement 
Trust 

8 Wellington 
Harbour and Hutt 
Valley Whaitua 

Support Formalise Wellington/Hutt Whaitua as soon as possible 
 

Reject Addressed 
in Hearing 
1 

 /       

S306/002  Irrigation New Zealand Incorporated Objective O52: 
Efficient allocation 

Not stated Amend objective O52 as follows: 
The reliability and efficiency... 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S306/006  Irrigation New Zealand Incorporated Policy P107: The 
framework for 
taking and using 
water 

Support Support 
 

Accept Issue 2.2 

 /       

S306/007  Irrigation New Zealand Incorporated Policy P108: 
Integrating 
groundwater and 
surface water 

Not stated Support 
 

Accept in part Issue 2.2 

 /       

S306/008  Irrigation New Zealand Incorporated Policy P109: 
Lapse dates 
affecting water 
takes 

Support Support 
 

Accept Issue 3.4 

 /       

S306/009  Irrigation New Zealand Incorporated Policy P112: 
Priorities in 
drought and 
serious water 
shortage 

Support Support 
 

Accept Issue 3.1 

 /       
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Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

S306/010  Irrigation New Zealand Incorporated Policy P115: 
Authorising takes 
below minimum 
flows and lake 
levels 

Not stated Amend Policy P115(c) as follows: 
(c) ... for the sole purpose of avoiding their death provided:.  
The amount of water needed should be determined through 
considering crop type, soil type and weather forecast. 
 

Reject Issue 3.1 

 FS71/111 Horticulture NZ  Support in 
part 

Allow in part   

S306/011  Irrigation New Zealand Incorporated Policy P115: 
Authorising takes 
below minimum 
flows and lake 
levels 

Not stated Amend Policy P115(c) as follows: 
(d)  Category A groundwater which, from 1st September 2025, 
shall be required to reduce the take by 50% of the amount 
consented above minimum flows, and 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 FS84/097 DairyNZ and Fonterra Co-operative 
Group Limited 

 Support Allow   

 FS54/098 Federated Farmers of New Zealand  Support Not stated   

S306/012  Irrigation New Zealand Incorporated Policy P117: 
Supplementary 
allocation 
amounts at flows 
above the median 
flow 

Support Support 
 

Accept Issue 2.5 

 /       

S306/013  Irrigation New Zealand Incorporated Policy P118: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 

Not stated In Policy P118: 
delete (d) 
 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S306/014  Irrigation New Zealand Incorporated Policy P128: 
Transfer of 
resource consents 

Support Support 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S306/015  Irrigation New Zealand Incorporated 4.9 Taking, using, 
damming and 
diverting water 

Not stated Consent Duration 
Resource consents to take and use water shall be of a 
minimum 20 year duration 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S306/016  Irrigation New Zealand Incorporated Rule R143: 
Temporary water 

Not stated Amend Rule 143 as follows: 
Temporary water permit transfers - Controlled  Permitted 

Reject Issue 3.3 
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point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

permit transfers - 
controlled activity 

...of no more than one year is a controlled  permitted activity, 
provided... 
Delete the matters of control 
 

 /       

S306/017  Irrigation New Zealand Incorporated Rule R144: 
Transferring water 
permits - 
restricted 
discretionary 
activity 

Support Support 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S306/018  Irrigation New Zealand Incorporated 5.6.2 Take and 
use of water 

Not stated Include the following new rule: 
Take and use of water - restricted discretionary 
The replacement of existing resource consents is a restricted 
discretionary activity. 
Matters of Discretion 
    •   The rate, volume and timing of the take; 
    •   The reasonable need for the quantities of water sought; 
    •   Duration of consent; 
    •   Lapsing of consent; 
    •   Review of consent conditions; 
    •   The collection, recording, monitoring and provision of 
information. 
For groundwater takes: 
    •   The effects the take (on its own, or in combination with 
other takes) has on any other authorised takes (including well 
interference drawdown effects); 
For surface takes 
    •   The effects of any intake structure on fish passage and 
the need for fish exclusion devices or screens; 
 
 

Reject Issue 2.4 

 FS74/272 Rangitāne o Wairarapa Inc  Oppose Disallow   

 FS54/099 Federated Farmers of New Zealand  Support Not stated   

 FS71/151 Horticulture NZ  Support Allow   

S306/019  Irrigation New Zealand Incorporated Schedule P: 
Classifying and 

Not stated This Schedule will only become operative once GWRC has: 
- Updated its groundwater model so it is 'fit for purpose' 

Reject Issue 2.2 
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Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

managing 
groundwater and 
surface water 
connectivity 

- A review process has been undertaken with existing consent 
holders to categorise their takes. 
 

 FS84/098 DairyNZ and Fonterra Co-operative 
Group Limited 

 Support Allow   

 FS54/100 Federated Farmers of New Zealand  Support Not stated   

S306/020  Irrigation New Zealand Incorporated Schedule Q: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 
criteria 

Support Support 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S306/021  Irrigation New Zealand Incorporated Schedule R: 
Guideline for 
stepdown 
allocations 

Support Support 
 

Accept Issue 2.3 

 /       

S307/004  Horticulture NZ Efficient allocation Amend Amend the definition of efficient allocation to 'efficient allocation 
and use'. 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S307/029  Horticulture NZ Objective O52: 
Efficient allocation 

Amend Amend Objective O52 as follows: The reliability and efficiency 
of allocation and use water use is improved and maximised 
through time, including by ....  
 
OR Add matter f) achieving reliability of supply 
 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S307/051  Horticulture NZ Policy P112: 
Priorities in 
drought and 
serious water 
shortage 

Support Retain provisions for rootstock protection. 
However it needs to be clear what is meant by 'rootstock 
protection' so a definition is sought.Include a definition for 
rootstock protection: Rootstock protection means provision of 
water required to maintain survival of horticultural or viticultural 
root crops in drought. 
 
 

Reject Issue 3.1 

 /       
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Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
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Officer 
comment 

S307/052  Horticulture NZ 2.1.6 Definitions, 
schedules and 
maps 

Amend Include a definition for rootstock protection: 
Rootstock protection means provision of water required to 
maintain survival of horticultural or viticultural root crops in 
drought. 
 
 

Reject Issue 3.1 

 /       

S307/053  Horticulture NZ Policy P114: 
Priorities when 
demand exceeds 
supply 

Amend Specify 'other values' including food production. 
Include recognition of existing takes under section 124 in 
priority to other consumptive takes. 
 

Reject Issue 3.1 

 /       

S307/054  Horticulture NZ Policy P115: 
Authorising takes 
below minimum 
flows and lake 
levels 

Amend Amend clause b) by changing 'from' to 'prior to'. 
Amend clause c): horticultural and viticultural root crops 
including perennial crops (excluding pasture species, animal 
fodder crops and maize) for the soil purpose of avoiding their 
death provided: 
 

Reject Issue 3.1 

 /       

S307/055  Horticulture NZ Policy P118: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 

Amend Add to Policy P118 e) taking into account the cost of replacing 
existing systems. 
 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S307/056  Horticulture NZ Policy P120: 
Taking water for 
storage 

Support Retain Policy P120. 
 

Accept Issue 2.5 

 /       

S307/057  Horticulture NZ Policy P128: 
Transfer of 
resource consents 

Support Retain Policy P128. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S307/075  Horticulture NZ Rule R136: Take 
and use of water - 
permitted activity 

Amend Amend Rule R136 a) by adding an additional line: 
 
Property sizeRateVolume per dayLess than 20ha in 
horticultural production2.5 L/s20m3 
 

Reject Issue 2.6 
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Oppose 
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Officer 
comment 

 /       

S307/076  Horticulture NZ Rule R141: Take 
and use of water 
not permitted - 
controlled activity 

Amend Amend Rule R 141 as follows: Add to clause b) or for 
properties of less than 20ha in horticultural production shall not 
exceed 40m3. 
 

Reject Issue 2.6 

 FS74/265 Rangitāne o Wairarapa Inc  Oppose Disallow   

S307/077  Horticulture NZ Rule R142: All 
other take and 
use - discretionary 
activity 

Amend Include a new rule - takes and uses restricted discretionary 
activity for takes where the water body is less than 80% 
allocated. 
Include matters of discretion: Volume of water taken, efficiency, 
effects on neighbouring bores, reductions in times of low flow, 
metering requirements. 
 

Reject Issue 2.4 

 FS74/266 Rangitāne o Wairarapa Inc  Oppose Disallow   

S307/078  Horticulture NZ Rule R143: 
Temporary water 
permit transfers - 
controlled activity 

Support Retain Rule R143. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S308/021  Fish and Game 3.5 Water Quality Amend Include water quantity freshwater objectives 
 
 

Reject Issue 2.1 

 FS85/084 Carterton District Council  Oppose in 
part 

Disallow   

S308/038  Fish and Game Objective O52: 
Efficient allocation 

Amend Amend objective O52 to ensure that water take and use is 1) 
necessary, 2) reasonable, and where it is both necessary and 
reasonable it is 3) efficient. Include numerical criteria for 
technical efficiency and for what is considered reasonable. 
[See original submission p37-38 for further detail]. 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 FS71/064 Horticulture NZ  Oppose Disallow   

S308/044  Fish and Game Policy P5: Review 
of existing 
consents 

Amend Amend policies so that common catchment expiry dates are set 
for each catchment (water management unit) and which will be 
applied for consent review periods and expiry dates. 
Delete provisions which allow consents to be granted which 
would cause a catchment or freshwater management unit to 
become over allocated. 
 

Reject Assessed 
as part of 
Section 
42A Report 
overall 
policy 
frameowrk 
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of the 
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Plan. 

 FS74/118 Rangitāne o Wairarapa Inc  Support Allow   

S308/045  Fish and Game Policy P6: 
Synchronised 
expiry and review 
dates 

Amend Amend policies so that common catchment expiry dates are set 
for each catchment (water management unit) and which will be 
applied for consent review periods and expiry dates. 
Delete provisions which allow consents to be granted which 
would cause a catchment or freshwater management unit to 
become over allocated. 
 

Reject Assessed 
as part of 
Section 
42A Report 
overall 
policy 
frameowrk 
of the 
proposed 
Plan. 

 FS71/069 Horticulture NZ  Oppose Disallow   

S308/071  Fish and Game Policy P107: The 
framework for 
taking and using 
water 

Amend Amend the policy so that the water quantity standards/ limits/ 
targets are clearly stated. This should include minimum flows, 
core allocations, and requirements to maintain hydrological 
processes and variability, and protect flows which provide for 
fish migration and spawning, and which manage periphyton 
and cyanobacteria growths. 
 

Reject Issue 2.1 

 FS71/100 Horticulture NZ  Oppose Disallow   

S308/072  Fish and Game 4.9 Taking, using, 
damming and 
diverting water 

Oppose Policies in the whaitua chapters on water quantity, minimum 
flows, core allocations, and provisions around hydrological 
variability should not be more lenient than those set out in 
policy P107 and should achieve the freshwater objectives in 
section 3 including table 3.4 
 

Reject Issue 1 

 /       

S308/073  Fish and Game Policy P111: 
Water takes at 
minimum flows 
and water levels 

Amend Amend policies to ensure that: 
    •   takes below minimum flow are consistent with section 
14(3)(b) of the RMA and do not result in significant adverse 
impacts on aquatic life including cumulative impacts 
    •   life supporting capacity and ecological health and 
processes are safeguarded 
    •   natural character including hydrological variability is 
protected 

Reject Issue 1 
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    •   water saving measures are undertaken before minimum 
flows are reached 
    •   necessary water takes are efficient 
    •   water storage during high flows is considered in order to 
provide for essential needs during periods of low flow and 
which may also be used to supplement flows 
    •   limits are not breached and that further allocation does 
not occur 
Delete provisions which allow takes below minimum flow for 
root stock and encourage water saving and storage options. 
 
 
 

 FS52/013 Wairarapa Regional Irrigation Trust  Support in 
part 

Allow in part   

 FS61/037 Minister of Conservation  Support in 
part 

Allow   

 FS71/103 Horticulture NZ  Oppose Disallow   

S308/074  Fish and Game Policy P112: 
Priorities in 
drought and 
serious water 
shortage 

Amend [See submission point S308/073]. 
 

Reject Issue 1 

 FS71/105 Horticulture NZ  Oppose Disallow   

S308/075  Fish and Game Policy P113: Core 
allocation for 
rivers 

Amend [See submission point S308/073]. 
 

Reject Issue 1 

 /       

S308/076  Fish and Game Policy P114: 
Priorities when 
demand exceeds 
supply 

Amend [See submission point S308/073]. 
 

Reject Issue 1 

 FS71/109 Horticulture NZ  Oppose Disallow   

S308/077  Fish and Game Policy P115: 
Authorising takes 
below minimum 
flows and lake 
levels 

Amend [See submission point S308/073]. 
 

Reject Issue 1 
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 FS71/110 Horticulture NZ  Oppose Disallow   

S308/078  Fish and Game Policy P116: 
Reallocating 
water 

Amend [See submission point S308/073]. 
 

Reject Issue 1 

 /       

S308/079  Fish and Game Policy P118: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 

Amend [See submission point S308/073]. 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 FS71/113 Horticulture NZ  Oppose Disallow   

S308/080  Fish and Game Schedule Q: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 
criteria 

Amend [See submission point S308/073]. 
 

Reject Issue 1 

 FS71/154 Horticulture NZ  Oppose Disallow   

S308/081  Fish and Game Schedule Q: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 
criteria 

Oppose Amend policies and Schedule Q to incorporate provisions 
which ensure takes and uses of water are first necessary, 
second reasonable, and where they are both necessary and 
reasonable are used efficiently. 
 

Reject Issue 1 

 FS85/016 Carterton District Council  Neither 
support or 
oppose 

Not stated   

S308/082  Fish and Game Policy P117: 
Supplementary 
allocation 
amounts at flows 
above the median 
flow 

Amend  Supplementary water allocation 
In addition to the core allocations, a supplementary allocation 
from rivers may be provided: 
(a) in circumstances where water is only taken when the rive^ 
flow is greater than the median flow, and the total amount of 
water taken by way of a supplementary allocation does not 
exceed 10% of the actual flow in the river at the time of 
abstraction, and 
(b) in circumstances where it can be shown that the 
supplementary allocation will not: 
(i) increase the frequency or duration of minimum flows 
(ii) lead to a significant departure from the natural flow regime, 
including the magnitude of the median flow and the frequency 
of flushing flows 
(iii) cause any adverse effects that are more than minor on the 
freshwater environment including ecosystem health, freshwater 

Accept in part Issue 2.5 
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fish, and Mahinga Kai and Maori values; 
(iv) limit the ability of anyone to take water under a core 
allocation 
 

 FS71/112 Horticulture NZ  Oppose Disallow   

S308/083  Fish and Game 4. Policies Not stated Include new policies and rules to ensure that water takes and 
use are managed in an integrated manner with water quality 
and the impacts of the land use on aquatic ecosystems 
processes and the in stream and recreational values of 
freshwater, and that this informs whether or not permitted 
activity status is appropriate and also decision making in 
relation to consented activities. 
 

Reject Issue 2.1 

 FS74/125 Rangitāne o Wairarapa Inc  Support Allow   

 FS52/006 Wairarapa Regional Irrigation Trust  Oppose Disallow   

S308/128  Fish and Game 5. Rules Oppose in 
part 

Amend the rules so that: 
 
    •   they are consistent with the relief sought under policies 
P107, P111 to P118, and Schedule Q; 
    •   takes below minimum flow are consistent with section 
14(3) (b) of the RMA; 
    •   the life supporting capacity and ecological health and 
processes of freshwater are safeguarded and that natural 
character is protected; 
    •   water saving measures are undertaken before minimum 
flows are reached and to significantly reduce takes which 
cause minimum flows to be exceeded and the river to flatline; 
    •   necessary water takes are efficient 
    •   water storage during high flows is considered in order to 
provide for essential needs during periods of low flow and 
which may also be used to supplement flows; 
    •   limits are not breached and that further allocation does 
not occur; 
    •   provisions are deleted which allow takes below minimum 
flow for root stock and encourage water saving and storage 
options; 
    •   permitted activity takes do not cause or contribute to over 
allocation and are within limits. 
 

Reject Issue 1 
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 FS50/018 Fertiliser Association of New Zealand 

Inc 
 Support in 

part 
Allow in part   

 FS74/140 Rangitāne o Wairarapa Inc  Support Allow   

 FS71/115 Horticulture NZ  Oppose Disallow   

S308/129  Fish and Game Rule R136: Take 
and use of water - 
permitted activity 

Amend Include condition/ standard that the take and use will not cause 
or contribute to the freshwater objectives in section 3 tables 
being exceeded or further exceeded. New takes in over 
allocated catchment should be prohibited. 
 

Reject Issue 2.6 

 FS74/141 Rangitāne o Wairarapa Inc  Support Allow   

S308/130  Fish and Game Rule R137: Farm 
dairy washdown 
and milk-cooling 
water - permitted 
activity 

Amend Include condition/ standard that the take and use will not cause 
or contribute to the freshwater objectives in section 3 tables 
being exceeded or further exceeded. New takes in over 
allocated catchment should be prohibited 
 

Reject Issue 2.6 

 FS74/142 Rangitāne o Wairarapa Inc  Support Allow   

S308/131  Fish and Game Rule R138: Water 
races - permitted 
activity 

Oppose Delete 
 

Reject Issue 2.6 

 /       

S308/132  Fish and Game Rule R139: 
Pumping test - 
permitted activity 

Support Retain as notified. 
 
 

Accept Issue 4.1 

 /       

S308/133  Fish and Game Rule R141: Take 
and use of water 
not permitted - 
controlled activity 

Amend Include condition/ standard that the take and use will not cause 
or contribute to the freshwater objectives in section 3 tables 
being exceeded or further exceeded. New takes in over 
allocated catchment should be prohibited 
Include conditions/ standards to ensure that the take and use is 
necessary, reasonable and efficient and meets the 
requirements of policy 107 and relief sought for Schedule Q. 
 

Reject Issue 2.6 

 FS74/143 Rangitāne o Wairarapa Inc  Support Allow   

S308/134  Fish and Game Rule R143: 
Temporary water 
permit transfers - 

Amend Include condition/ standard that the take and use will not cause 
or contribute to the freshwater objectives in section 3 tables 
being exceeded or further exceeded. New takes in over 

Reject Issue 3.3 
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controlled activity allocated catchment should be prohibited 
Include conditions/ standards to ensure that the take and use is 
necessary, reasonable and efficient and meets the 
requirements of policy 107 and relief sought for Schedule Q. 
 

 FS74/144 Rangitāne o Wairarapa Inc  Support Allow   

S308/135  Fish and Game Rule R144: 
Transferring water 
permits - 
restricted 
discretionary 
activity 

Amend Include condition/ standard that the take and transfer and use 
will not cause or contribute to the freshwater objectives in 
section 3 tables being exceeded or further exceeded. New 
takes in over allocated catchment should be prohibited 
Include conditions/ standards to ensure that the take and use is 
necessary, reasonable and efficient and meets the 
requirements of policy 107 and relief sought for Schedule Q. 
 

Reject Issue 3.3 

 FS74/145 Rangitāne o Wairarapa Inc  Support Allow   

S308/136  Fish and Game Rule R146: 
Geotechnical 
investigation 
bores - permitted 
activity 

Support Retain as notified 
 

Accept Issue 4.1 

 /       

S308/137  Fish and Game Rule R147: 
Drilling, 
construction or 
alteration of any 
bore - controlled 
activity 

Support Retain as notified 
 

Accept Issue 4.1 

 /       

S308/150  Fish and Game Schedule Q: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 
criteria 

Amend Amend Schedule Q to incorporate provisions which ensure 
takes and uses of water are first necessary, second reasonable 
and, where they are both necessary and reasonable, are used 
efficiently. Include numerical standards to define what is meant 
by efficient and which defines technical efficiency. 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 FS54/060 Federated Farmers of New Zealand  Support in 
part 

Not stated   

 FS71/155 Horticulture NZ  Oppose in 
part 

Disallow   
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 FS74/154 Rangitāne o Wairarapa Inc  Support Allow   

S309/005  Ngā Hapū o Ōtaki 10 Kapiti Coast 
Whaitua 

Amend PNRP amendment to provide Treaty partnership model for 
Kapiti whaitua committee (equal mana whenua - non Maori 
membership) or development of model for determination of 
attribute limits through a Treaty based decision making 
framework 
 

Reject Addressed 
in Hearing 
1 

 /       

S309/011  Ngā Hapū o Ōtaki Objective O52: 
Efficient allocation 

Oppose Not stated 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S309/041  Ngā Hapū o Ōtaki Rule R136: Take 
and use of water - 
permitted activity 

Amend Rule amended  so that 'all water takes from surface water 
bodies and groundwater have a water meter installed, and 
records are kept and provided to WRC on request' 
 

Reject Issue 2.6 

 FS26/131 South Wairarapa District Council  Oppose Disallow   

 FS30/106 Masterton District Council  Oppose Disallow   

S309/042  Ngā Hapū o Ōtaki Rule R137: Farm 
dairy washdown 
and milk-cooling 
water - permitted 
activity 

Oppose Delete rule or  rewrite to provide for minimum flows and 
mandatory requirement for water meters. 
 

Reject Issue 2.6 

 /       

S310/053  Ravensdown Limited Method M18: 
Water use groups 

Support in 
part 

Retain the intent of Method M18 while clarifying the linkages 
with the whaitua committee work and its programme and the 
use of the plan change process to implement the method. 
 

Reject Issue 5 

 /       

S312/043  Taratahi Agricultural Training Centre 7.2 Rules Oppose Remove the figure of 1700l/sec from the Waingawa River [in 
Table 7.1]. 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 /       

S316/009  DairyNZ and Fonterra Co-operative 
Group Limited 

Category B 
groundwater 
(directly 
connected) 

Amend Amend to refer to Schedule P (Classifying and managing 
groundwater and surface water connectivity) 
 

Accept in part Issue 2.2 

 /       
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S316/010  DairyNZ and Fonterra Co-operative 
Group Limited 

Category B 
groundwater (not 
directly 
connected) 

Amend Amend to refer to Schedule P (Classifying and managing 
groundwater and surface water connectivity) 
 

Accept in part Issue 2.2 

 /       

S316/012  DairyNZ and Fonterra Co-operative 
Group Limited 

Efficient allocation Support Retain 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S316/016  DairyNZ and Fonterra Co-operative 
Group Limited 

Mean annual low 
flow (MALF) 

Amend Amend the definition to more accurately determine the mean 
annual low flow as the 7 day or 5 day variant in use by 
hydrologists: "The mean annual low flow 7D is the average of 
lowest daily flows recorded over a 7-day continual flow record, 
derived for a water year (June-July)". 
 

Accept in part Issue 2.3 

 FS71/002 Horticulture NZ  Support Allow   

 FS36/003 Wairarapa Water Users Society 
Incorporated 

 Support Allow   

 FS85/040 Carterton District Council  Neither 
support or 
oppose 

Not stated   

S316/020  DairyNZ and Fonterra Co-operative 
Group Limited 

Stepdown 
allocation 

Amend Amend the definition is as follows: "A reduction in the core 
amount of water allocated from a river below the median flow 
when resource consents for the total take and use of water 
exceeds the amount of water available above the interim 
minimum flow  when river flows are low to protect the minimum 
flow." 
 

Accept Issue 2.3 

 FS71/013 Horticulture NZ  Support Allow   

 FS36/004 Wairarapa Water Users Society 
Incorporated 

 Support Allow   

S316/040  DairyNZ and Fonterra Co-operative 
Group Limited 

Objective O52: 
Efficient allocation 

Support Retain Objective O52. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S316/081  DairyNZ and Fonterra Co-operative 
Group Limited 

Policy P107: The 
framework for 
taking and using 
water 

Amend Amend Policy P107 by adding a new subclause (d) as follows: 
"that the take and use of water stored in an off stream storage 
reservoir as part of a consented water storage and supply 
scheme is not subject to provisions (b) and (c) above but is 
subject to Policy P107a."    Insert a new Policy P107a Off 

Accept in part Issue 2.5 
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Stream Water Storage as follows: "The take and use of water 
from an off stream storage reservoir that is pursuant to a 
resource consent for a water storage and supply scheme, 
either directly or from a natural watercourse into which the 
reservoir discharges, shall not be subject to Policies P111 to 
P117, P120, and P122." 
 

 FS71/099 Horticulture NZ  Support Allow   

S316/082  DairyNZ and Fonterra Co-operative 
Group Limited 

Policy P108: 
Integrating 
groundwater and 
surface water 

Support Retain Policy P108. 
 

Accept Issue 2.2 

 /       

S316/083  DairyNZ and Fonterra Co-operative 
Group Limited 

Policy P111: 
Water takes at 
minimum flows 
and water levels 

Amend Amend Policy P111 (c) as follow: "as authorised by resource 
consents in accordance with Policy P108." 
 

Accept in part Issue 2.3 

 /       

S316/084  DairyNZ and Fonterra Co-operative 
Group Limited 

Policy P112: 
Priorities in 
drought and 
serious water 
shortage 

Support Retain Policy P112. 
 

Accept Issue 3.1 

 /       

S316/085  DairyNZ and Fonterra Co-operative 
Group Limited 

Policy P113: Core 
allocation for 
rivers 

Oppose Delete Policy P113. 
 

Reject Issue 2.4 

 /       

S316/086  DairyNZ and Fonterra Co-operative 
Group Limited 

Policy P114: 
Priorities when 
demand exceeds 
supply 

Amend Amend Policy P114 as follows: (c)   dairyshed washdown and 
milk cooling water, and (d) other values." 
 

Reject Issue 3.1 

 /       

S316/087  DairyNZ and Fonterra Co-operative 
Group Limited 

Policy P117: 
Supplementary 
allocation 
amounts at flows 
above the median 

Support Retain Policy P117 
 

Accept Issue 2.5 
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flow 
 /       

S316/088  DairyNZ and Fonterra Co-operative 
Group Limited 

Policy P118: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 

Support Retain Policy P118 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S316/089  DairyNZ and Fonterra Co-operative 
Group Limited 

Policy P119: 
Unused water 

Support Retain Policy P119. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S316/090  DairyNZ and Fonterra Co-operative 
Group Limited 

Policy P128: 
Transfer of 
resource consents 

Support Retain Policy P128. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S316/091  DairyNZ and Fonterra Co-operative 
Group Limited 

Policy P129: 
Minimum flows 
and water levels 

Amend Add a new policy to read as follows: "The taking of water for 
storage outside a river bed at flows above the median flow is 
appropriate provided the requirements of Policy P117 are met." 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 FS71/114 Horticulture NZ  Support Allow   

 FS74/223 Rangitāne o Wairarapa Inc  Oppose Disallow   

S316/123  DairyNZ and Fonterra Co-operative 
Group Limited 

Rule R136: Take 
and use of water - 
permitted activity 

Amend Amend note to R136  as: " For the avoidance of doubt any 
water take permitted by this rule is in addition to   Tthe take and 
use of water for an individual's reasonable domestic needs and 
the reasonable needs of an individual's animals for drinking 
water  as  is provided for by section 14 (1) (3)(b), and ..." 
 

Accept in part Issue 2.6 

 FS53/052 Beef and Lamb NZ  Support Allow   

 FS74/229 Rangitāne o Wairarapa Inc  Support in 
part 

Disallow   

S316/124  DairyNZ and Fonterra Co-operative 
Group Limited 

Rule R137: Farm 
dairy washdown 
and milk-cooling 
water - permitted 
activity 

Amend Amend Rule R137 to clarify in subclause (f) that cooling water 
and greenwater may be recycled in accordance with industry 
codes of practice and in (g) to qualify that water meter 
installation may be requested for activities taking more than 
50m3 per day. Amend conditions (a) and (b) as follows: "(a)  
the take shall be for a single property or properties comprising 
a farm enterprise, and 
(b)  the total take shall be no more than 70L per day per stock 
unit based on the maximum herd size on the property or 

Accept in part Issue 2.6 
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properties comprising a farm enterprise at any time during the 
three years prior to the date of public notification of the 
Proposed Natural Resources Plan (31.07.2015), and.." 
Amend the second note to the rule as follows: "In respect of 
condition (b) the Wellington Regional Council holds a record of 
the maximum herd size on the property or properties 
comprising a farm enterprise using information obtained from 
the property owner in compliance with a resource consent 
obtained under Rule R83." 
 

 /       

S316/125  DairyNZ and Fonterra Co-operative 
Group Limited 

Rule R138: Water 
races - permitted 
activity 

Support Retain Rule R138 
 

Accept Issue 2.6 

 FS30/107 Masterton District Council  Support Allow   

 FS26/132 South Wairarapa District Council  Support Allow   

S316/126  DairyNZ and Fonterra Co-operative 
Group Limited 

Rule R141: Take 
and use of water 
not permitted - 
controlled activity 

Not stated Add a note to Rule R141 as follows: "For the avoidance of 
doubt any water take permitted by this rule is in addition to the 
take and use of water for an individual's reasonable domestic 
needs and the reasonable needs of an individual's animals for 
drinking water as is provided for by section 14(1)(3)(b), and for 
firefighting purposes as provided by section 14(3)(e) of the 
Resource Management Act 1991." 
 

Reject Issue 2.6 

 FS53/054 Beef and Lamb NZ  Support Allow   

 FS74/230 Rangitāne o Wairarapa Inc  Support in 
part 

Disallow   

S316/131  DairyNZ and Fonterra Co-operative 
Group Limited 

Method M18: 
Water use groups 

Support Retain 
 

Accept Issue 5 

 /       

S316/132  DairyNZ and Fonterra Co-operative 
Group Limited 

Methods 19: 
Water 
management 

Support Retain 
 

Accept Issue 5 

 /       

S316/135  DairyNZ and Fonterra Co-operative 
Group Limited 

Policy R.P1: 
Minimum flows 
and water levels 
in the 

Oppose Ensure that the process by which the Whaitua Committee for 
the Ruamahanga Whaitua identifies/reviews values for each 
water body in the whaitua, reviews general objectives and sets 
specific provisions including limits, is undertaken in a clear and 

Reject Issue 2.3 
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Ruamahanga 
Whaitua 

transparent manner. 
 

 FS74/231 Rangitāne o Wairarapa Inc  Oppose Disallow   

S316/136  DairyNZ and Fonterra Co-operative 
Group Limited 

Policy R.P1: 
Minimum flows 
and water levels 
in the 
Ruamahanga 
Whaitua 

Amend Provide a full explanation as to how allocation limits have been 
justified for this catchment. Amend the notes to Tables 7.3 and 
7.4 to read as follows: "This allocation amount has been 
derived as an  interim default based upon one of two  principles  
rules; for rivers with a mean flow of greater than 5,000 
litres/sec, the allocation limit is equal to 50% of the natural 
seven-day mean annual low flow (7d MALF) and for rivers with 
a mean flow of less than 5,000 litres/sec, the allocation limit is 
equal to 30% of the 7d MALF." Ensure figures show all 
groundwater units listed in the tables, name those units and 
clearly show the boundaries between units. 
 

Reject Issue 2.4 

 /       

S316/137  DairyNZ and Fonterra Co-operative 
Group Limited 

Rule R.R1: Take 
and use of water 
in the 
Ruamahanga 
Whaitua - 
restricted 
discretionary 
activity 

Amend Amend Rule R.R1 by adding the following to subclause (a)(i):  
"dairyshed washdown and cooling water." Add a note to the 
rule as follows:  "Note: This rule does not detract from the right 
to take and use water for an individual's reasonable domestic 
needs and the reasonable needs of an individual's animals for 
drinking water as  provided for by section 14(3)(b) of the 
Resource Management Act 1991." Amend matter for discretion 
(4) as follows: "Reduction in the rate of take... at times of low 
flow and restrictions when rivers approach or fall below the 
minimum flows, including the specific guideline for stepdown 
allocation and flows in Schedule R (stepdown guideline) for a 
particular water body." Amend matter of discretion (8) as 
follows: "Whether the take and use is in category B 
groundwater (directly connected) or category B groundwater 
(not directly connected). 
 

Accept in part Issue 2.6 

 /       

S316/141  DairyNZ and Fonterra Co-operative 
Group Limited 

Schedule P: 
Classifying and 
managing 
groundwater and 
surface water 
connectivity 

Amend Amend Schedule P as follows: "Category A and B groundwater 
takes that are directly connected to surface water are subject to 
the same core allocation  and restrictions as surface water 
takes,  and may be subject to restrictions in low-flows." 
 

Accept in part Issue 2.2 
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 /       

S316/142  DairyNZ and Fonterra Co-operative 
Group Limited 

Schedule R: 
Guideline for 
stepdown 
allocations 

Amend Amend Schedule R to add the following note: "The stepdown 
allocations do not apply to the take of water diverted from a 
storage dam consented as part of a wider water storage and 
supply scheme, to a watercourse." 
 

Accept in part Issue 2.5 

 /       

S317/001  Susannah and Mark Guscott Category A 
groundwater 

Amend Amend [definition of directly connected]: Ground water in the 
bore is at the same level as the water in the river and moves up 
and down with the level of the river. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S317/003  Susannah and Mark Guscott Unused water Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S317/006  Susannah and Mark Guscott Objective O52: 
Efficient allocation 

Amend Amend Objective O52 to read "the efficiency and allocation and 
use of water is improved and maximised  the amount is 
increased through time, including by means of..." 
Add (f) enabling storage within the bed of a river 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S317/009  Susannah and Mark Guscott Schedule P: 
Classifying and 
managing 
groundwater and 
surface water 
connectivity 

Amend [Amend Policy P107]: "(a) the groundwater connectivity 
described in Schedule P needs verifying and GW have a 
significant part to play in establishing the evidence"Insert (d) 
when Schedule P changes; "-ve effect on consent holders - 10 
year lead in time to reflect cost, +ve effect - the water 
availability should be released immediately." 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S317/010  Susannah and Mark Guscott Policy P107: The 
framework for 
taking and using 
water 

Amend [Amend]: "(a) the groundwater connectivity described in 
Schedule P needs verifying and GW have a significant part to 
play in establishing the evidence" 
Insert (d) when Schedule P changes; "-ve effect on consent 
holders - 10 year lead in time to reflect cost, +ve effect - the 
water availability should be released immediately." 
 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       
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S317/011  Susannah and Mark Guscott Policy P109: 
Lapse dates 
affecting water 
takes 

Support Support Policy P109. 
 

Accept Issue 3.4 

 /       

S317/012  Susannah and Mark Guscott Policy P111: 
Water takes at 
minimum flows 
and water levels 

Amend  Category A groundwater which shall be required to reduce 
take by 50% of the amount consented above minimum flows 
following a period of 10 days of continuous river levels at 
minimum flow. 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 /       

S317/014  Susannah and Mark Guscott Policy P115: 
Authorising takes 
below minimum 
flows and lake 
levels 

Amend Amend Policy P115 (d)  category A groundwater which shall be 
required to reduce take by 50% of the amount consented 
above minimum flows following a period of 10 days of 
continuous river levels at minimum flow. 
Delete (c)(i) 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 /       

S317/015  Susannah and Mark Guscott Policy P116: 
Reallocating 
water 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S317/016  Susannah and Mark Guscott Policy P117: 
Supplementary 
allocation 
amounts at flows 
above the median 
flow 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 2.5 

 /       

S317/017  Susannah and Mark Guscott Policy P118: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 

Amend Amend Policy P118 to read "while existing users replacing 
existing resource consents have a period of four years from the 
date of the plan being made operative  renewal of consen t to 
meet the criteria. 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S317/018  Susannah and Mark Guscott Policy P119: 
Unused water 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 
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 /       

S317/019  Susannah and Mark Guscott Policy P120: 
Taking water for 
storage 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 2.5 

 /       

S317/020  Susannah and Mark Guscott Policy P128: 
Transfer of 
resource consents 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S317/021  Susannah and Mark Guscott Rule R137: Farm 
dairy washdown 
and milk-cooling 
water - permitted 
activity 

Amend Amend Rule R137 clause (b) by deleting words after 
"property...". 
 

Reject Issue 2.6 

 /       

S317/022  Susannah and Mark Guscott Rule R143: 
Temporary water 
permit transfers - 
controlled activity 

Amend Amend Rule R143 to be a permitted activity and not a 
controlled activity. 
 

Reject Issue 3.3 

 /       

S317/023  Susannah and Mark Guscott Rule R144: 
Transferring water 
permits - 
restricted 
discretionary 
activity 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S317/025  Susannah and Mark Guscott Method M18: 
Water use groups 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S317/026  Susannah and Mark Guscott Methods 19: 
Water 
management 

Amend Amend Method 19 (d) quantify costs and benefits of water 
races and explore alternatives. 
 

Reject Issue 5 

 /       

S317/028  Susannah and Mark Guscott Policy R.P3: 
Cumulative 
effects on river 

Support Insert after adverse effects: that are measured on aquatic... 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 
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 /       

S317/029  Susannah and Mark Guscott 7 Ruamahanga 
Whaitua 

Oppose Do not include Figures 7.3-7.8 in the plan until categories have 
been verified. Change the allocation amounts in Tables 7.3-7.5 
to what is currently allocated or more if spare water has been 
identified. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S317/030  Susannah and Mark Guscott Schedule P: 
Classifying and 
managing 
groundwater and 
surface water 
connectivity 

Oppose Needs empirical calibration by GW. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S317/031  Susannah and Mark Guscott Schedule Q: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 
criteria 

Oppose Remove sentence "the model must reliably predict annual 
irrigation volume within an accuracy of 15%"Add after field 
validated model: for Wairarapa conditionsIn (a) add after 80%:  
where practicable 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S317/032  Susannah and Mark Guscott Schedule R: 
Guideline for 
stepdown 
allocations 

Amend Add after health needs of people: stock drinking water and 
rootstock protection. 
[Acknowledge Table R1 is interim; consult with water users on 
further changes] 
 

Accept in part Issue 3.1 

 /       

S317/033  Susannah and Mark Guscott Category A 
groundwater 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S317/080  Susannah and Mark Guscott Objective O52: 
Efficient allocation 

Support [Not stated]. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S317/087  Susannah and Mark Guscott 5.6.3 Transferring Amend [Make transferring water a permitted activity] Reject Issue 3.3 
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S317/088  Susannah and Mark Guscott Category B 
groundwater (not 
directly 
connected) 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S317/089  Susannah and Mark Guscott Category B 
groundwater 
(directly 
connected) 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S317/090  Susannah and Mark Guscott Category C 
groundwater 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S318/003  Te Hika o Papauma Mandated Iwi 
Authority 

11 Wairarapa 
Coast Whaitua 

Amend Representation of THOP on Aratahi, Te Upoko Taiao, 
Wairarapa Coast Whaitua, and other forums where 
appropriate. 
 

Reject Addressed 
in Hearing 
1 

 /       

S321/001  Edward  Handyside Category A 
groundwater 

Amend Amend [definition of directly connected]: Ground water in the 
bore is at the same level as the water in the river and moves up 
and down with the level of the river. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S321/003  Edward  Handyside Unused water Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S321/006  Edward  Handyside Objective O52: 
Efficient allocation 

Amend Amend Objective O52 to read "the efficiency and allocation and 
use of water is improved and maximised  the amount is 
increased through time, including by means of..." 
Add (f) enabling storage within the bed of a river 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S321/009  Edward  Handyside Schedule P: Amend [Amend Policy P107]: "(a) the groundwater connectivity Reject Issue 2.2 
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Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

Classifying and 
managing 
groundwater and 
surface water 
connectivity 

described in Schedule P needs verifying and GW have a 
significant part to play in establishing the evidence"Insert (d) 
when Schedule P changes; "-ve effect on consent holders - 10 
year lead in time to reflect cost, +ve effect - the water 
availability should be released immediately." 
 

 /       

S321/010  Edward  Handyside Policy P107: The 
framework for 
taking and using 
water 

Amend [Amend]: "(a) the groundwater connectivity described in 
Schedule P needs verifying and GW have a significant part to 
play in establishing the evidence" 
Insert (d) when Schedule P changes; "-ve effect on consent 
holders - 10 year lead in time to reflect cost, +ve effect - the 
water availability should be released immediately." 
 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S321/011  Edward  Handyside Policy P109: 
Lapse dates 
affecting water 
takes 

Support Support Policy P109. 
 

Accept Issue 3.4 

 /       

S321/012  Edward  Handyside Policy P111: 
Water takes at 
minimum flows 
and water levels 

Amend  Category A groundwater which shall be required to reduce 
take by 50% of the amount consented above minimum flows 
following a period of 10 days of continuous river levels at 
minimum flow. 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 /       

S321/014  Edward  Handyside Policy P115: 
Authorising takes 
below minimum 
flows and lake 
levels 

Amend Amend Policy P115 (d)  category A groundwater which shall be 
required to reduce take by 50% of the amount consented 
above minimum flows following a period of 10 days of 
continuous river levels at minimum flow. 
Delete (c)(i) 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 /       

S321/015  Edward  Handyside Policy P116: 
Reallocating 
water 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       
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Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

S321/016  Edward  Handyside Policy P117: 
Supplementary 
allocation 
amounts at flows 
above the median 
flow 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 2.5 

 /       

S321/017  Edward  Handyside Policy P118: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 

Amend Amend Policy P118 to read "while existing users replacing 
existing resource consents have a period of four years from the 
date of the plan being made operative  renewal of consen t to 
meet the criteria. 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S321/018  Edward  Handyside Policy P119: 
Unused water 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S321/019  Edward  Handyside Policy P120: 
Taking water for 
storage 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 2.5 

 /       

S321/020  Edward  Handyside Policy P128: 
Transfer of 
resource consents 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S321/021  Edward  Handyside Rule R137: Farm 
dairy washdown 
and milk-cooling 
water - permitted 
activity 

Amend Amend Rule R137 clause (b) by deleting words after 
"property...". 
 

Reject Issue 2.6 

 /       

S321/022  Edward  Handyside Rule R143: 
Temporary water 
permit transfers - 
controlled activity 

Amend Amend Rule R143 to be a permitted activity and not a 
controlled activity. 
 

Reject Issue 3.3 

 /       

S321/023  Edward  Handyside Rule R144: 
Transferring water 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 
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Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

permits - 
restricted 
discretionary 
activity 

 /       

S321/025  Edward  Handyside Method M18: 
Water use groups 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S321/026  Edward  Handyside Methods 19: 
Water 
management 

Amend Amend Method 19 (d) quantify costs and benefits of water 
races and explore alternatives. 
 

Reject Issue 5 

 /       

S321/028  Edward  Handyside Policy R.P3: 
Cumulative 
effects on river 
reaches of 
allocating water 

Support Insert after adverse effects: that are measured on aquatic... 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S321/029  Edward  Handyside 7 Ruamahanga 
Whaitua 

Oppose Do not include Figures 7.3-7.8 in the plan until categories have 
been verified. Change the allocation amounts in Tables 7.3-7.5 
to what is currently allocated or more if spare water has been 
identified. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S321/030  Edward  Handyside Schedule P: 
Classifying and 
managing 
groundwater and 
surface water 
connectivity 

Oppose Needs empirical calibration by GW. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S321/031  Edward  Handyside Schedule Q: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 
criteria 

Oppose Remove sentence "the model must reliably predict annual 
irrigation volume within an accuracy of 15%"Add after field 
validated model: for Wairarapa conditionsIn (a) add after 80%:  
where practicable 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       
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Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

S321/032  Edward  Handyside Schedule R: 
Guideline for 
stepdown 
allocations 

Amend Add after health needs of people: stock drinking water and 
rootstock protection. 
[Acknowledge Table R1 is interim; consult with water users on 
further changes] 
 

Accept in part Issue 3.1 

 /       

S321/033  Edward  Handyside Category A 
groundwater 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S321/077  Edward  Handyside 5.6.3 Transferring 
water permits 

Amend [Make transferring water a permitted activity] 
 

Reject Issue 3.3 

 /       

S321/078  Edward  Handyside Category B 
groundwater (not 
directly 
connected) 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S321/079  Edward  Handyside Category B 
groundwater 
(directly 
connected) 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S321/080  Edward  Handyside Category C 
groundwater 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S326/006  Te Runanga o Toa Rangatira Inc Policy P111: 
Water takes at 
minimum flows 
and water levels 

Amend PNRP should allow for changes that may result from water 
right negotiations between Crown and mana whenua 
 

Reject Issue 2.1 

 /       

S327/002  A.J Barton and Ongaha Farms 
Limited 

Category A 
groundwater 

Not stated That the definitions for Category A, B and C groundwater be 
amended to better explain the degree of hydraulic connectivity 
in a way that is clear, unambiguous, measurable, and 

Reject Issue 2.2 
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Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

workable. These definitions should assist in both clarifying the 
classification of a particular aquifer, and setting appropriate 
consent conditions to mitigate any potential adverse effects. 
The definitions and designation applied to 'zones' must 
recognise local variations, and the potential for such variations 
to cause significant differences in the 'expected' behaviour of 
the groundwater system 
 
 
 

 FS36/005 Wairarapa Water Users Society 
Incorporated 

 Support Allow   

S327/003  A.J Barton and Ongaha Farms 
Limited 

Category B 
groundwater 
(directly 
connected) 

Not stated That the definitions for Category A, B and C groundwater be 
amended to better explain the degree of hydraulic connectivity 
in a way that is clear, unambiguous, measurable, and 
workable. These definitions should assist in both clarifying the 
classification of a particular aquifer, and setting appropriate 
consent conditions to mitigate any potential adverse effects. 
The definitions and designation applied to 'zones' must 
recognise local variations, and the potential for such variations 
to cause significant differences in the 'expected' behaviour of 
the groundwater system 
 
 

Accept in part Issue 2.2 

 FS36/006 Wairarapa Water Users Society 
Incorporated 

 Support Allow   

S327/004  A.J Barton and Ongaha Farms 
Limited 

Category C 
groundwater 

Not stated That the definitions for Category A, B and C groundwater be 
amended to better explain the degree of hydraulic connectivity 
in a way that is clear, unambiguous, measurable, and 
workable. These definitions should assist in both clarifying the 
classification of a particular aquifer, and setting appropriate 
consent conditions to mitigate any potential adverse effects. 
The definitions and designation applied to 'zones' must 
recognise local variations, and the potential for such variations 
to cause significant differences in the 'expected' behaviour of 
the groundwater system 
 
 

Accept in part Issue 2.2 

 FS36/007 Wairarapa Water Users Society  Support Allow   
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Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

Incorporated 

S327/006  A.J Barton and Ongaha Farms 
Limited 

Objective O52: 
Efficient allocation 

Support in 
part 

The submitter would like to see the addition of "the application 
of most appropriate practice".  
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 FS36/009 Wairarapa Water Users Society 
Incorporated 

 Support Allow   

S327/007  A.J Barton and Ongaha Farms 
Limited 

Policy P107: The 
framework for 
taking and using 
water 

Not stated That the limitations of the regional scale modelling be 
recognised when considering resource consents. There is 
significant local variation, vertical differentiation, and aquifer 
heterogeneity which is not incorporated in the regional 
modelling. These factors have a significant effect on local 
groundwater conditions and the interaction of surface water 
and groundwater 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 FS36/010 Wairarapa Water Users Society 
Incorporated 

 Support Allow   

S327/008  A.J Barton and Ongaha Farms 
Limited 

Policy P108: 
Integrating 
groundwater and 
surface water 

Not stated That the limitations of the regional scale modelling be 
recognised when considering resource consents. There is 
significant local variation, vertical differentiation, and aquifer 
heterogeneity which is not incorporated in the regional 
modelling. These factors have a significant effect on local 
groundwater conditions and the interaction of surface water 
and groundwater 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 FS36/011 Wairarapa Water Users Society 
Incorporated 

 Support Allow   

S327/009  A.J Barton and Ongaha Farms 
Limited 

Policy P115: 
Authorising takes 
below minimum 
flows and lake 
levels 

Not stated That the economic cost of the minimum flow restrictions on 
groundwater consents be weighed against any measurable 
environmental benefits 
 

Accept in part Issue 2.3 

 FS36/012 Wairarapa Water Users Society 
Incorporated 

 Support Allow   

S327/010  A.J Barton and Ongaha Farms 
Limited 

Policy P118: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 

Not stated That the four-year `grandparenting provision in Policy 118 be 
extended to 10-years. 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 FS36/013 Wairarapa Water Users Society 
Incorporated 

 Support Allow   

S327/011  A.J Barton and Ongaha Farms Schedule P: Not stated That a mechanism be provided for recognising and Accept in part Issue 2.2 
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Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

Limited Classifying and 
managing 
groundwater and 
surface water 
connectivity 

accommodating local variations in a robust, workable, and 
transparent manner 
 
 

 FS36/014 Wairarapa Water Users Society 
Incorporated 

 Support Allow   

S327/012  A.J Barton and Ongaha Farms 
Limited 

Rule R.R1: Take 
and use of water 
in the 
Ruamahanga 
Whaitua - 
restricted 
discretionary 
activity 

Not stated [Rule R.R1] That while the onus for assessing the potential 
effects of new resource consents might justifiably lie with the 
applicant, the onus and costs for changing existing consents 
should lie with the Council, unless there are demonstrable 
adverse environmental effects which must be mitigated. 
 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 FS36/015 Wairarapa Water Users Society 
Incorporated 

 Support Allow   

S327/013  A.J Barton and Ongaha Farms 
Limited 

Schedule P: 
Classifying and 
managing 
groundwater and 
surface water 
connectivity 

Not stated [Schedule P] That in the designation of various groundwater 
zones a distinction is made between the shallow unconfined 
and hydraulically-connected aquifers, and confined aquifers 
with limited hydraulic connection to surface water bodies 
including rivers, streams and wetland. A single zone may 
contain different aquifers at different depths and locations, 
each with specific attributes. Not all aquifers within a specific 
zone should be considered to be from a single 'Category' i.e. 
Category A. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S327/014  A.J Barton and Ongaha Farms 
Limited 

Schedule P: 
Classifying and 
managing 
groundwater and 
surface water 
connectivity 

Not stated [Schedule P] The arbitrary use of the depth of an aquifer when 
assessing the degree of hydraulic connection should be 
removed. Such a single criterion measure is overly simplistic 
and misleading and ignores the recognised heterogeneity and 
behaviour of the groundwater system. 
 
 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S327/015  A.J Barton and Ongaha Farms 
Limited 

Rule R.R1: Take 
and use of water 

Not stated [Rule R.R1] That Sub-area 4: Lake basin be extended up the 
lower Ruamahanga valley to the vicinity of the Huangarua 

Reject Issue 2.2 
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Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

in the 
Ruamahanga 
Whaitua - 
restricted 
discretionary 
activity 

confluence to recognise the similar depositional environment 
and groundwater conditions within this larger zone  
 
 

 /       

S327/016  A.J Barton and Ongaha Farms 
Limited 

Rule R.R1: Take 
and use of water 
in the 
Ruamahanga 
Whaitua - 
restricted 
discretionary 
activity 

Not stated [Rule R.R1] That the maps shown in Figures 7.8 & 7.9 of the 
NRP be removed. These are derived from regional scale 
mapping which ignores local variation in groundwater 
conditions. The maps are inaccurate. Presenting the maps in 
the NRP is misleading and will lead to pre-determination when 
considering resource consent applications; 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 FS36/016 Wairarapa Water Users Society 
Incorporated 

 Support Allow   

S327/017  A.J Barton and Ongaha Farms 
Limited 

Rule R.R1: Take 
and use of water 
in the 
Ruamahanga 
Whaitua - 
restricted 
discretionary 
activity 

Not stated [Rule R.R1] That the southern boundary of the Lower 
Ruarnahanga Category A groundwater be moved upstream to 
the vicinity of the Huangarua confluence. This will recognise 
the thick aquitard that exists above the Q2 aquifer downstream 
of confluence 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S335/002  NDR and BA Davies Category A 
groundwater 

Amend Amend [definition of directly connected]: Ground water in the 
bore is at the same level as the water in the river and moves up 
and down with the level of the river. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S335/004  NDR and BA Davies Unused water Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S335/007  NDR and BA Davies Objective O52: 
Efficient allocation 

Amend Amend Objective O52 to read "the efficiency and allocation and 
use of water is improved and maximised  the amount is 
increased through time, including by means of..." 
Add (f) enabling storage within the bed of a river 

Reject Issue 3.2 
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Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

 
 /       

S335/010  NDR and BA Davies Schedule P: 
Classifying and 
managing 
groundwater and 
surface water 
connectivity 

Amend [Amend Policy P107]: "(a) the groundwater connectivity 
described in Schedule P needs verifying and GW have a 
significant part to play in establishing the evidence"Insert (d) 
when Schedule P changes; "-ve effect on consent holders - 10 
year lead in time to reflect cost, +ve effect - the water 
availability should be released immediately." 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S335/011  NDR and BA Davies Policy P107: The 
framework for 
taking and using 
water 

Amend [Amend]: "(a) the groundwater connectivity described in 
Schedule P needs verifying and GW have a significant part to 
play in establishing the evidence" 
Insert (d) when Schedule P changes; "-ve effect on consent 
holders - 10 year lead in time to reflect cost, +ve effect - the 
water availability should be released immediately." 
 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S335/012  NDR and BA Davies Policy P109: 
Lapse dates 
affecting water 
takes 

Support Support Policy P109. 
 

Accept Issue 3.4 

 /       

S335/013  NDR and BA Davies Policy P111: 
Water takes at 
minimum flows 
and water levels 

Amend  Category A groundwater which shall be required to reduce 
take by 50% of the amount consented above minimum flows 
following a period of 10 days of continuous river levels at 
minimum flow. 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 /       

S335/015  NDR and BA Davies Policy P115: 
Authorising takes 
below minimum 
flows and lake 
levels 

Amend Amend Policy P115 (d)  category A groundwater which shall be 
required to reduce take by 50% of the amount consented 
above minimum flows following a period of 10 days of 
continuous river levels at minimum flow. 
Delete (c)(i) 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 /       

S335/016  NDR and BA Davies Policy P116: Support Retain. Accept Issue 3.2 
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Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 
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recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

Reallocating 
water 

 

 /       

S335/017  NDR and BA Davies Policy P117: 
Supplementary 
allocation 
amounts at flows 
above the median 
flow 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 2.5 

 /       

S335/018  NDR and BA Davies Policy P118: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 

Amend Amend Policy P118 to read "while existing users replacing 
existing resource consents have a period of four years from the 
date of the plan being made operative  renewal of consen t to 
meet the criteria. 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S335/019  NDR and BA Davies Policy P119: 
Unused water 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S335/020  NDR and BA Davies Policy P120: 
Taking water for 
storage 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 2.5 

 /       

S335/021  NDR and BA Davies Policy P128: 
Transfer of 
resource consents 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S335/022  NDR and BA Davies Rule R137: Farm 
dairy washdown 
and milk-cooling 
water - permitted 
activity 

Amend Amend Rule R137 clause (b) by deleting words after 
"property...". 
 

Reject Issue 2.6 

 /       

S335/023  NDR and BA Davies Rule R143: 
Temporary water 
permit transfers - 
controlled activity 

Amend Amend Rule R143 to be a permitted activity and not a 
controlled activity. 
 

Reject Issue 3.3 
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 /       

S335/024  NDR and BA Davies Rule R144: 
Transferring water 
permits - 
restricted 
discretionary 
activity 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S335/026  NDR and BA Davies Method M18: 
Water use groups 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S335/027  NDR and BA Davies Methods 19: 
Water 
management 

Amend Amend Method 19 (d) quantify costs and benefits of water 
races and explore alternatives. 
 

Reject Issue 5 

 /       

S335/029  NDR and BA Davies Policy R.P3: 
Cumulative 
effects on river 
reaches of 
allocating water 

Support Insert after adverse effects: that are measured on aquatic... 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S335/030  NDR and BA Davies 7 Ruamahanga 
Whaitua 

Oppose Do not include Figures 7.3-7.8 in the plan until categories have 
been verified. Change the allocation amounts in Tables 7.3-7.5 
to what is currently allocated or more if spare water has been 
identified. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S335/031  NDR and BA Davies Schedule P: 
Classifying and 
managing 
groundwater and 
surface water 
connectivity 

Oppose Needs empirical calibration by GW. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S335/032  NDR and BA Davies Schedule Q: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 

Oppose Remove sentence "the model must reliably predict annual 
irrigation volume within an accuracy of 15%"Add after field 
validated model: for Wairarapa conditionsIn (a) add after 80%:  

Reject Issue 3.2 
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Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

criteria where practicable 
 

 /       

S335/033  NDR and BA Davies Schedule R: 
Guideline for 
stepdown 
allocations 

Amend Add after health needs of people: stock drinking water and 
rootstock protection. 
[Acknowledge Table R1 is interim; consult with water users on 
further changes] 
 

Accept in part Issue 3.1 

 /       

S335/034  NDR and BA Davies Category A 
groundwater 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S335/036  NDR and BA Davies 5.6.3 Transferring 
water permits 

Amend [Make transferring water a permitted activity] 
 

Reject Issue 3.3 

 /       

S335/037  NDR and BA Davies Category B 
groundwater (not 
directly 
connected) 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S335/038  NDR and BA Davies Category B 
groundwater 
(directly 
connected) 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S335/039  NDR and BA Davies Category C 
groundwater 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S337/018  Bob  Tosswill Category A 
groundwater 

Amend Amend [definition of directly connected]: Ground water in the 
bore is at the same level as the water in the river and moves up 
and down with the level of the river. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       
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Oppose 
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recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

S337/020  Bob  Tosswill Unused water Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S337/023  Bob  Tosswill Objective O52: 
Efficient allocation 

Amend Amend Objective O52 to read "the efficiency and allocation and 
use of water is improved and maximised  the amount is 
increased through time, including by means of..." 
Add (f) enabling storage within the bed of a river 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S337/026  Bob  Tosswill Schedule P: 
Classifying and 
managing 
groundwater and 
surface water 
connectivity 

Amend [Amend Policy P107]: "(a) the groundwater connectivity 
described in Schedule P needs verifying and GW have a 
significant part to play in establishing the evidence"Insert (d) 
when Schedule P changes; "-ve effect on consent holders - 10 
year lead in time to reflect cost, +ve effect - the water 
availability should be released immediately." 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S337/027  Bob  Tosswill Policy P107: The 
framework for 
taking and using 
water 

Amend [Amend]: "(a) the groundwater connectivity described in 
Schedule P needs verifying and GW have a significant part to 
play in establishing the evidence" 
Insert (d) when Schedule P changes; "-ve effect on consent 
holders - 10 year lead in time to reflect cost, +ve effect - the 
water availability should be released immediately." 
 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S337/028  Bob  Tosswill Policy P109: 
Lapse dates 
affecting water 
takes 

Support Support Policy P109. 
 

Accept Issue 3.4 

 /       

S337/029  Bob  Tosswill Policy P111: 
Water takes at 
minimum flows 
and water levels 

Amend  Category A groundwater which shall be required to reduce 
take by 50% of the amount consented above minimum flows 
following a period of 10 days of continuous river levels at 
minimum flow. 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 /       

S337/031  Bob  Tosswill Policy P115: Amend Amend Policy P115 (d)  category A groundwater which shall be Reject Issue 2.3 
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Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

Authorising takes 
below minimum 
flows and lake 
levels 

required to reduce take by 50% of the amount consented 
above minimum flows following a period of 10 days of 
continuous river levels at minimum flow. 
Delete (c)(i) 
 

 /       

S337/032  Bob  Tosswill Policy P116: 
Reallocating 
water 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S337/033  Bob  Tosswill Policy P117: 
Supplementary 
allocation 
amounts at flows 
above the median 
flow 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 2.5 

 /       

S337/034  Bob  Tosswill Policy P118: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 

Amend Amend Policy P118 to read "while existing users replacing 
existing resource consents have a period of four years from the 
date of the plan being made operative  renewal of consen t to 
meet the criteria. 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S337/035  Bob  Tosswill Policy P119: 
Unused water 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S337/036  Bob  Tosswill Policy P120: 
Taking water for 
storage 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 2.5 

 /       

S337/037  Bob  Tosswill Policy P128: 
Transfer of 
resource consents 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S337/038  Bob  Tosswill Rule R137: Farm 
dairy washdown 
and milk-cooling 

Amend Amend Rule R137 clause (b) by deleting words after 
"property...". 
 

Reject Issue 2.6 
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Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

water - permitted 
activity 

 /       

S337/039  Bob  Tosswill Rule R143: 
Temporary water 
permit transfers - 
controlled activity 

Amend Amend Rule R143 to be a permitted activity and not a 
controlled activity. 
 

Reject Issue 3.3 

 /       

S337/040  Bob  Tosswill Rule R144: 
Transferring water 
permits - 
restricted 
discretionary 
activity 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S337/042  Bob  Tosswill Method M18: 
Water use groups 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S337/043  Bob  Tosswill Methods 19: 
Water 
management 

Amend Amend Method 19 (d) quantify costs and benefits of water 
races and explore alternatives. 
 

Reject Issue 5 

 /       

S337/045  Bob  Tosswill Policy R.P3: 
Cumulative 
effects on river 
reaches of 
allocating water 

Support Insert after adverse effects: that are measured on aquatic... 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S337/046  Bob  Tosswill 7 Ruamahanga 
Whaitua 

Oppose Do not include Figures 7.3-7.8 in the plan until categories have 
been verified. Change the allocation amounts in Tables 7.3-7.5 
to what is currently allocated or more if spare water has been 
identified. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S337/047  Bob  Tosswill Schedule P: 
Classifying and 
managing 

Oppose Needs empirical calibration by GW. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 
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Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

groundwater and 
surface water 
connectivity 

 /       

S337/048  Bob  Tosswill Schedule Q: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 
criteria 

Oppose Remove sentence "the model must reliably predict annual 
irrigation volume within an accuracy of 15%"Add after field 
validated model: for Wairarapa conditionsIn (a) add after 80%:  
where practicable 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S337/049  Bob  Tosswill Schedule R: 
Guideline for 
stepdown 
allocations 

Amend Add after health needs of people: stock drinking water and 
rootstock protection. 
[Acknowledge Table R1 is interim; consult with water users on 
further changes] 
 

Accept in part Issue 3.1 

 /       

S337/050  Bob  Tosswill Category A 
groundwater 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S337/093  Bob  Tosswill 5.6.3 Transferring 
water permits 

Amend [Make transferring water a permitted activity] 
 

Reject Issue 3.3 

 /       

S337/094  Bob  Tosswill Category B 
groundwater (not 
directly 
connected) 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S337/095  Bob  Tosswill Category B 
groundwater 
(directly 
connected) 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S337/096  Bob  Tosswill Category C 
groundwater 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 

Reject Issue 2.2 
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Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

 
 /       

S340/001  Jim  Hedley Category A 
groundwater 

Amend Categories A and B  connected to surface water: Each take in 
these categories needs to be verified by Council.  Simple 
definition to show ground - surface water connection ie; river 
and bore correspond 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S340/002  Jim  Hedley Table 7.1: 
Minimum flows for 
rivers in the 
Ruamahanga 
River and Lake 
Wairarapa 
catchments 

Amend Minimum flow for Waiohenga should be set at 7500l/s. 
Establish a new recording point. 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 /       

S340/011  Jim  Hedley Category A 
groundwater 

Amend Amend [definition of directly connected]: Ground water in the 
bore is at the same level as the water in the river and moves up 
and down with the level of the river. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S340/013  Jim  Hedley Unused water Support Retain. 
 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S340/016  Jim  Hedley Objective O52: 
Efficient allocation 

Amend Amend Objective O52 to read "the efficiency and allocation and 
use of water is improved and maximised  the amount is 
increased through time, including by means of..." 
Add (f) enabling storage within the bed of a river 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S340/019  Jim  Hedley Schedule P: 
Classifying and 
managing 
groundwater and 
surface water 
connectivity 

Amend [Amend Policy P107]: "(a) the groundwater connectivity 
described in Schedule P needs verifying and GW have a 
significant part to play in establishing the evidence"Insert (d) 
when Schedule P changes; "-ve effect on consent holders - 10 
year lead in time to reflect cost, +ve effect - the water 
availability should be released immediately." 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 
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Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

 /       

S340/020  Jim  Hedley Policy P107: The 
framework for 
taking and using 
water 

Amend [Amend]: "(a) the groundwater connectivity described in 
Schedule P needs verifying and GW have a significant part to 
play in establishing the evidence" 
Insert (d) when Schedule P changes; "-ve effect on consent 
holders - 10 year lead in time to reflect cost, +ve effect - the 
water availability should be released immediately." 
 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S340/021  Jim  Hedley Policy P109: 
Lapse dates 
affecting water 
takes 

Support Support Policy P109. 
 

Accept Issue 3.4 

 /       

S340/022  Jim  Hedley Policy P111: 
Water takes at 
minimum flows 
and water levels 

Amend  Category A groundwater which shall be required to reduce 
take by 50% of the amount consented above minimum flows 
following a period of 10 days of continuous river levels at 
minimum flow. 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 /       

S340/024  Jim  Hedley Policy P115: 
Authorising takes 
below minimum 
flows and lake 
levels 

Amend Amend Policy P115 (d)  category A groundwater which shall be 
required to reduce take by 50% of the amount consented 
above minimum flows following a period of 10 days of 
continuous river levels at minimum flow. 
Delete (c)(i) 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 /       

S340/025  Jim  Hedley Policy P116: 
Reallocating 
water 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S340/026  Jim  Hedley Policy P117: 
Supplementary 
allocation 
amounts at flows 
above the median 
flow 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 2.5 
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Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

 /       

S340/027  Jim  Hedley Policy P118: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 

Amend Amend Policy P118 to read "while existing users replacing 
existing resource consents have a period of four years from the 
date of the plan being made operative  renewal of consen t to 
meet the criteria. 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S340/028  Jim  Hedley Policy P119: 
Unused water 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S340/029  Jim  Hedley Policy P120: 
Taking water for 
storage 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 2.5 

 /       

S340/030  Jim  Hedley Policy P128: 
Transfer of 
resource consents 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S340/031  Jim  Hedley Rule R137: Farm 
dairy washdown 
and milk-cooling 
water - permitted 
activity 

Amend Amend Rule R137 clause (b) by deleting words after 
"property...". 
 

Reject Issue 2.6 

 /       

S340/032  Jim  Hedley Rule R143: 
Temporary water 
permit transfers - 
controlled activity 

Amend Amend Rule R143 to be a permitted activity and not a 
controlled activity. 
 

Reject Issue 3.3 

 /       

S340/033  Jim  Hedley Rule R144: 
Transferring water 
permits - 
restricted 
discretionary 
activity 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S340/035  Jim  Hedley Method M18: Support Retain. Accept Issue 3.3 
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Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

Water use groups  
 /       

S340/036  Jim  Hedley Methods 19: 
Water 
management 

Amend Amend Method 19 (d) quantify costs and benefits of water 
races and explore alternatives. 
 

Reject Issue 5 

 /       

S340/038  Jim  Hedley Policy R.P3: 
Cumulative 
effects on river 
reaches of 
allocating water 

Support Insert after adverse effects: that are measured on aquatic... 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S340/039  Jim  Hedley 7 Ruamahanga 
Whaitua 

Oppose Do not include Figures 7.3-7.8 in the plan until categories have 
been verified. Change the allocation amounts in Tables 7.3-7.5 
to what is currently allocated or more if spare water has been 
identified. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S340/040  Jim  Hedley Schedule P: 
Classifying and 
managing 
groundwater and 
surface water 
connectivity 

Oppose Needs empirical calibration by GW. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S340/041  Jim  Hedley Schedule Q: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 
criteria 

Oppose Remove sentence "the model must reliably predict annual 
irrigation volume within an accuracy of 15%"Add after field 
validated model: for Wairarapa conditionsIn (a) add after 80%:  
where practicable 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S340/042  Jim  Hedley Schedule R: 
Guideline for 
stepdown 
allocations 

Amend Add after health needs of people: stock drinking water and 
rootstock protection. 
[Acknowledge Table R1 is interim; consult with water users on 
further changes] 
 

Accept in part Issue 3.1 

 /       
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Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

S340/043  Jim  Hedley Category A 
groundwater 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S340/045  Jim  Hedley 5.6.3 Transferring 
water permits 

Amend [Make transferring water a permitted activity] 
 

Reject Issue 3.3 

 /       

S340/046  Jim  Hedley Category B 
groundwater (not 
directly 
connected) 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S340/047  Jim  Hedley Category B 
groundwater 
(directly 
connected) 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S340/048  Jim  Hedley Category C 
groundwater 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S342/001  Gary James and Anne Marie Daysh Category A 
groundwater 

Amend Amend [definition of directly connected]: Ground water in the 
bore is at the same level as the water in the river and moves up 
and down with the level of the river. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S342/003  Gary James and Anne Marie Daysh Unused water Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S342/006  Gary James and Anne Marie Daysh Objective O52: 
Efficient allocation 

Amend Amend Objective O52 to read "the efficiency and allocation and 
use of water is improved and maximised  the amount is 
increased through time, including by means of..." 
Add (f) enabling storage within the bed of a river 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       
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Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

S342/009  Gary James and Anne Marie Daysh Schedule P: 
Classifying and 
managing 
groundwater and 
surface water 
connectivity 

Amend [Amend Policy P107]: "(a) the groundwater connectivity 
described in Schedule P needs verifying and GW have a 
significant part to play in establishing the evidence"Insert (d) 
when Schedule P changes; "-ve effect on consent holders - 10 
year lead in time to reflect cost, +ve effect - the water 
availability should be released immediately." 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S342/010  Gary James and Anne Marie Daysh Policy P107: The 
framework for 
taking and using 
water 

Amend [Amend]: "(a) the groundwater connectivity described in 
Schedule P needs verifying and GW have a significant part to 
play in establishing the evidence" 
Insert (d) when Schedule P changes; "-ve effect on consent 
holders - 10 year lead in time to reflect cost, +ve effect - the 
water availability should be released immediately." 
 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S342/011  Gary James and Anne Marie Daysh Policy P109: 
Lapse dates 
affecting water 
takes 

Support Support Policy P109. 
 

Accept Issue 3.4 

 /       

S342/012  Gary James and Anne Marie Daysh Policy P111: 
Water takes at 
minimum flows 
and water levels 

Amend  Category A groundwater which shall be required to reduce 
take by 50% of the amount consented above minimum flows 
following a period of 10 days of continuous river levels at 
minimum flow. 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 /       

S342/014  Gary James and Anne Marie Daysh Policy P115: 
Authorising takes 
below minimum 
flows and lake 
levels 

Amend Amend Policy P115 (d)  category A groundwater which shall be 
required to reduce take by 50% of the amount consented 
above minimum flows following a period of 10 days of 
continuous river levels at minimum flow. 
Delete (c)(i) 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 /       

S342/015  Gary James and Anne Marie Daysh Policy P116: 
Reallocating 
water 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 
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Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

 /       

S342/016  Gary James and Anne Marie Daysh Policy P117: 
Supplementary 
allocation 
amounts at flows 
above the median 
flow 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 2.5 

 /       

S342/017  Gary James and Anne Marie Daysh Policy P118: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 

Amend Amend Policy P118 to read "while existing users replacing 
existing resource consents have a period of four years from the 
date of the plan being made operative  renewal of consen t to 
meet the criteria. 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S342/018  Gary James and Anne Marie Daysh Policy P119: 
Unused water 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S342/019  Gary James and Anne Marie Daysh Policy P120: 
Taking water for 
storage 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 2.5 

 /       

S342/020  Gary James and Anne Marie Daysh Policy P128: 
Transfer of 
resource consents 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S342/021  Gary James and Anne Marie Daysh Rule R137: Farm 
dairy washdown 
and milk-cooling 
water - permitted 
activity 

Amend Amend Rule R137 clause (b) by deleting words after 
"property...". 
 

Reject Issue 2.6 

 /       

S342/022  Gary James and Anne Marie Daysh Rule R143: 
Temporary water 
permit transfers - 
controlled activity 

Amend Amend Rule R143 to be a permitted activity and not a 
controlled activity. 
 

Reject Issue 3.3 

 /       

S342/023  Gary James and Anne Marie Daysh Rule R144: Support Retain. Accept Issue 3.3 
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Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

Transferring water 
permits - 
restricted 
discretionary 
activity 

 

 /       

S342/025  Gary James and Anne Marie Daysh Method M18: 
Water use groups 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S342/026  Gary James and Anne Marie Daysh Methods 19: 
Water 
management 

Amend Amend Method 19 (d) quantify costs and benefits of water 
races and explore alternatives. 
 

Reject Issue 5 

 /       

S342/028  Gary James and Anne Marie Daysh Policy R.P3: 
Cumulative 
effects on river 
reaches of 
allocating water 

Support Insert after adverse effects: that are measured on aquatic... 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S342/029  Gary James and Anne Marie Daysh 7 Ruamahanga 
Whaitua 

Oppose Do not include Figures 7.3-7.8 in the plan until categories have 
been verified. Change the allocation amounts in Tables 7.3-7.5 
to what is currently allocated or more if spare water has been 
identified. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S342/030  Gary James and Anne Marie Daysh Schedule P: 
Classifying and 
managing 
groundwater and 
surface water 
connectivity 

Oppose Needs empirical calibration by GW. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S342/031  Gary James and Anne Marie Daysh Schedule Q: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 
criteria 

Oppose Remove sentence "the model must reliably predict annual 
irrigation volume within an accuracy of 15%"Add after field 
validated model: for Wairarapa conditionsIn (a) add after 80%:  
where practicable 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 
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Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

 /       

S342/032  Gary James and Anne Marie Daysh Schedule R: 
Guideline for 
stepdown 
allocations 

Amend Add after health needs of people: stock drinking water and 
rootstock protection. 
[Acknowledge Table R1 is interim; consult with water users on 
further changes] 
 

Accept in part Issue 3.1 

 /       

S342/033  Gary James and Anne Marie Daysh Category A 
groundwater 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S342/090  Gary James and Anne Marie Daysh 5.6.3 Transferring 
water permits 

Amend [Make transferring water a permitted activity] 
 

Reject Issue 3.3 

 /       

S342/091  Gary James and Anne Marie Daysh Category B 
groundwater (not 
directly 
connected) 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S342/092  Gary James and Anne Marie Daysh Category B 
groundwater 
(directly 
connected) 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S342/093  Gary James and Anne Marie Daysh Category C 
groundwater 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S346/075  Waikanae Christian Holiday Park (El 
Rancho) 

Rule R136: Take 
and use of water - 
permitted activity 

Amend Amend Rule to return to the limits set under the Operative 
Regional [freshwater] plan until the Whaitua process identifies 
which water bodies have been over allocated. 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 /       

S347/001  Brian  Bosch Category A 
groundwater 

Amend Amend [definition of directly connected]: Ground water in the 
bore is at the same level as the water in the river and moves up 

Reject Issue 2.2 
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Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

and down with the level of the river. 
 

 /       

S347/003  Brian  Bosch Unused water Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S347/006  Brian  Bosch Objective O52: 
Efficient allocation 

Amend Amend Objective O52 to read "the efficiency and allocation and 
use of water is improved and maximised  the amount is 
increased through time, including by means of..." 
Add (f) enabling storage within the bed of a river 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S347/009  Brian  Bosch Schedule P: 
Classifying and 
managing 
groundwater and 
surface water 
connectivity 

Amend [Amend Policy P107]: "(a) the groundwater connectivity 
described in Schedule P needs verifying and GW have a 
significant part to play in establishing the evidence"Insert (d) 
when Schedule P changes; "-ve effect on consent holders - 10 
year lead in time to reflect cost, +ve effect - the water 
availability should be released immediately." 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S347/010  Brian  Bosch Policy P107: The 
framework for 
taking and using 
water 

Amend [Amend]: "(a) the groundwater connectivity described in 
Schedule P needs verifying and GW have a significant part to 
play in establishing the evidence" 
Insert (d) when Schedule P changes; "-ve effect on consent 
holders - 10 year lead in time to reflect cost, +ve effect - the 
water availability should be released immediately." 
 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S347/011  Brian  Bosch Policy P109: 
Lapse dates 
affecting water 
takes 

Support Support Policy P109. 
 

Accept Issue 3.4 

 /       

S347/012  Brian  Bosch Policy P111: 
Water takes at 
minimum flows 
and water levels 

Amend  Category A groundwater which shall be required to reduce 
take by 50% of the amount consented above minimum flows 
following a period of 10 days of continuous river levels at 
minimum flow. 

Reject Issue 2.3 
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Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

 
 /       

S347/014  Brian  Bosch Policy P115: 
Authorising takes 
below minimum 
flows and lake 
levels 

Amend Amend Policy P115 (d)  category A groundwater which shall be 
required to reduce take by 50% of the amount consented 
above minimum flows following a period of 10 days of 
continuous river levels at minimum flow. 
Delete (c)(i) 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 /       

S347/015  Brian  Bosch Policy P116: 
Reallocating 
water 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S347/016  Brian  Bosch Policy P117: 
Supplementary 
allocation 
amounts at flows 
above the median 
flow 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 2.5 

 /       

S347/017  Brian  Bosch Policy P118: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 

Amend Amend Policy P118 to read "while existing users replacing 
existing resource consents have a period of four years from the 
date of the plan being made operative  renewal of consen t to 
meet the criteria. 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S347/018  Brian  Bosch Policy P119: 
Unused water 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S347/019  Brian  Bosch Policy P120: 
Taking water for 
storage 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 2.5 

 /       

S347/020  Brian  Bosch Policy P128: 
Transfer of 
resource consents 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       
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Oppose 
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Officer 
comment 

S347/021  Brian  Bosch Rule R137: Farm 
dairy washdown 
and milk-cooling 
water - permitted 
activity 

Amend Amend Rule R137 clause (b) by deleting words after 
"property...". 
 

Reject Issue 2.6 

 /       

S347/022  Brian  Bosch Rule R143: 
Temporary water 
permit transfers - 
controlled activity 

Amend Amend Rule R143 to be a permitted activity and not a 
controlled activity. 
 

Reject Issue 3.3 

 /       

S347/023  Brian  Bosch Rule R144: 
Transferring water 
permits - 
restricted 
discretionary 
activity 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S347/025  Brian  Bosch Method M18: 
Water use groups 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S347/026  Brian  Bosch Methods 19: 
Water 
management 

Amend Amend Method 19 (d) quantify costs and benefits of water 
races and explore alternatives. 
 

Reject Issue 5 

 /       

S347/028  Brian  Bosch Policy R.P3: 
Cumulative 
effects on river 
reaches of 
allocating water 

Support Insert after adverse effects: that are measured on aquatic... 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S347/029  Brian  Bosch 7 Ruamahanga 
Whaitua 

Oppose Do not include Figures 7.3-7.8 in the plan until categories have 
been verified. Change the allocation amounts in Tables 7.3-7.5 
to what is currently allocated or more if spare water has been 
identified. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       
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Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

S347/030  Brian  Bosch Schedule P: 
Classifying and 
managing 
groundwater and 
surface water 
connectivity 

Oppose Needs empirical calibration by GW. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S347/031  Brian  Bosch Schedule Q: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 
criteria 

Oppose Remove sentence "the model must reliably predict annual 
irrigation volume within an accuracy of 15%"Add after field 
validated model: for Wairarapa conditionsIn (a) add after 80%:  
where practicable 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S347/032  Brian  Bosch Schedule R: 
Guideline for 
stepdown 
allocations 

Amend Add after health needs of people: stock drinking water and 
rootstock protection. 
[Acknowledge Table R1 is interim; consult with water users on 
further changes] 
 

Accept in part Issue 3.1 

 /       

S347/033  Brian  Bosch Category A 
groundwater 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S347/077  Brian  Bosch 5.6.3 Transferring 
water permits 

Amend [Make transferring water a permitted activity] 
 

Reject Issue 3.3 

 /       

S347/078  Brian  Bosch Category B 
groundwater (not 
directly 
connected) 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S347/079  Brian  Bosch Category B 
groundwater 
(directly 
connected) 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       
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Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

S347/080  Brian  Bosch Category C 
groundwater 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S348/117  Max  Lutz Rule R136: Take 
and use of water - 
permitted activity 

Amend Amend Rule to return to the limits set under the Operative 
Regional [freshwater] plan until the Whaitua process identifies 
which water bodies have been over allocated. 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 FS74/307 Rangitāne o Wairarapa Inc  Oppose Disallow   

S348/119  Max  Lutz 5.6.2 Take and 
use of water 

Oppose Maintain the existing limits [in the Regional Freshwater Plan]. 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 /       

S348/159  Max  Lutz Schedule Q: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 
criteria 

Oppose [Not stated] 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S348/160  Max  Lutz 10 Kapiti Coast 
Whaitua 

Oppose Keep Otaki minimum flow the same as is current practice 
 

Accept in part Issue 2.3 

 /       

S349/075  USNZ Rule R136: Take 
and use of water - 
permitted activity 

Amend Amend Rule to return to the limits set under the Operative 
Regional [freshwater] plan until the Whaitua process identifies 
which water bodies have been over allocated. 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 /       

S349/077  USNZ 5.6.2 Take and 
use of water 

Oppose Maintain the existing limits [in the Regional Freshwater Plan]. 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 /       

S351/075  Tim Mansell and family Rule R136: Take 
and use of water - 
permitted activity 

Amend Amend Rule to return to the limits set under the Operative 
Regional [freshwater] plan until the Whaitua process identifies 
which water bodies have been over allocated. 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 /       

S351/077  Tim Mansell and family 5.6.2 Take and 
use of water 

Oppose Maintain the existing limits [in the Regional Freshwater Plan]. 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 /       
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Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

S351/105  Tim Mansell and family Rule R136: Take 
and use of water - 
permitted activity 

Amend Oppose restrictions to prevent water take where the water is 
within 50m of a natural wetland. 
 

Reject Issue 2.6 

 /       

S352/108  Federated Farmers of New Zealand Objective O52: 
Efficient allocation 

Amend Amend as follows: The  reliability and efficiency of allocation 
and use of water is improved  and maximised through time, 
including by means of: 
a)... 
 
d) enabling water sharing and temporary transfers  to be 
transferred between  catchment users, and 
e) enabling water storage outside river beds. 
 f) providing consent durations of at least 25 years to 
support certainty of investment in water infrastructure 
 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 FS89/053 Fish and Game  Oppose Disallow   

 FS43/024 Royal Forest and Bird Protection 
Society 

 Oppose Disallow   

 FS74/044 Rangitāne o Wairarapa Inc  Oppose Disallow   

S352/177  Federated Farmers of New Zealand Policy P107: The 
framework for 
taking and using 
water 

Amend The framework for the take and use of water recognises:a) 
expanded low flow monitoring and validation/calibration of the 
models for groundwater connectivity to surface water  shall be 
managed as described in Schedule P (groundwater 
connectivity), and  are required to support whaitua review of 
minimum flow and allocation regimes b) the take and 
use of water does not exceed allocation amounts provided for 
in the  current operative RFP  Plan, andc) minimum 
flows or water levels are managed in accordance with the  
current operative RFP   Plan provisions.  
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 FS1/044 Waa Rata Estate  Support Allow   

 FS71/101 Horticulture NZ  Support in 
part 

Allow   

 FS61/036 Minister of Conservation  Oppose in 
part 

Disallow in part   

S352/178  Federated Farmers of New Zealand Policy P111: 
Water takes at 

Amend The take and use of water shall not occur when flows or water 
levels fall below minimum flows or water levels in the whaitua 

Reject Issue 2.3 
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Officer 
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minimum flows 
and water levels 

chapters (chapters 7-11),  current operative RFP with the 
exception that water ... 
 

 FS1/045 Waa Rata Estate  Support Allow   

S352/179  Federated Farmers of New Zealand Policy P112: 
Priorities in 
drought and 
serious water 
shortage 

Amend In times of drought and serious water shortage when flows or 
water levels fall below the minimum flows or water levels in the 
whaitua chapters of the Plan (chapters 7-11),  current operative 
RFP, water takes shall be limited to that required for 
firefighting, human health, animal drinking water and rootstock 
protection 
 
 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 FS82/030 Regional Public Health  Oppose Disallow   

 FS1/046 Waa Rata Estate  Support Allow   

S352/180  Federated Farmers of New Zealand Policy P113: Core 
allocation for 
rivers 

Amend The maximum allocation amounts for rivers (and their 
tributaries) and directly connected groundwater not listed in 
Rules R.R1, WH.R1 and K.R1 in the whaitua chapters of the 
Plan (chapters 7, 8 and 10),: (a)  for rivers with mean 
flows of greater than 5m3/sec, 50% of the mean annual low 
flow, or     is the current operative RFP allocations, or(b) f or 
rivers with mean flows of less than or equal to 5m3/sec, 30% of 
the mean annual low flow.     consented allocation at the date 
of notification of the pNRP whichever is greater 
 

Reject Issue 2.4 

 FS71/107 Horticulture NZ  Support Allow   

 FS36/001 Wairarapa Water Users Society 
Incorporated 

 Support Allow   

 FS1/047 Waa Rata Estate  Support Allow   

S352/181  Federated Farmers of New Zealand Policy P117: 
Supplementary 
allocation 
amounts at flows 
above the median 
flow 

Amend In addition to core allocation, water is available from rivers at 
flows above the median flow, including  the taking of water for 
storage outside a river bed , provided flushing flows and a 
portion of flow above the median flow remains in the river to 
meet Objective O25. 
 

Reject Issue 2.5 

 /       

S352/182  Federated Farmers of New Zealand Policy P120: 
Taking water for 

Oppose Delete 
 

Reject Issue 2.5 
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recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

storage 
 /       

S352/183  Federated Farmers of New Zealand Policy P128: 
Transfer of 
resource consents 

Amend The temporary or permanent transfer of the whole or part of the 
amount allocated by a resource consent(s)  to take and use 
water shall be enabled, provided: a) the adverse effects of 
the take and use of transferred water are the same or less, 
andb)...e) the transferee's water take and use is reasonable 
and efficient for the intended use,  including meeting the 
reasonable and efficient use criteria identified in Schedule Q 
(efficient use). 
 

Reject Issue 3.3 

 /       

S352/234  Federated Farmers of New Zealand Rule R136: Take 
and use of water - 
permitted activity 

Amend ...c. f ish are prevented from entering the water intake , fish 
screen to reduce risk of  fish entering  and... f.  at the written 
request of the Wellington Regional Council a water meter is 
installed and daily water use records are kept and provided to 
the Wellington Regional Council. 
 

Accept in part Issue 2.6 

 FS74/081 Rangitāne o Wairarapa Inc  Oppose Disallow   

 FS43/035 Royal Forest and Bird Protection 
Society 

 Oppose Disallow   

S352/235  Federated Farmers of New Zealand Rule R137: Farm 
dairy washdown 
and milk-cooling 
water - permitted 
activity 

Amend ...(b)  the total take shall be no more than 70L per day per 
stock unit based on the maximum herd size on the property at 
any time during the three years prior to the date of public 
notification of the Proposed Natural Resources Plan 
(31.07.2015), and...(d)   fish screen to reduce 
risk of  fish entering  and ... (g)  at the written 
request of the Wellington Regional Council a water meter is 
installed and daily water use records are kept and provided to 
the Wellington Regional Council.  
 
 

Accept in part Issue 2.6 

 FS53/053 Beef and Lamb NZ  Oppose in 
part 

Disallow in part   

 FS74/082 Rangitāne o Wairarapa Inc  Oppose Disallow   

S352/236  Federated Farmers of New Zealand Rule R143: 
Temporary water 
permit transfers - 

Amend The transfer of the whole or part of a water permit for the take 
and use of water to another location for a period of no more 
than one year is a controlled  permitted activity 

Reject Issue 3.3 
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Officer 
comment 

controlled activity  
 FS53/055 Beef and Lamb NZ  Support Allow   

 FS74/083 Rangitāne o Wairarapa Inc  Oppose Disallow   

S352/237  Federated Farmers of New Zealand Rule R144: 
Transferring water 
permits - 
restricted 
discretionary 
activity 

Amend c. the take shall not occur when flows or water levels fall below 
the minimum flows or water levels in chapters 7-11 of the Plan,  
the current operative RFP and 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 /       

S352/248  Federated Farmers of New Zealand Method M18: 
Water use groups 

Amend [Not stated; consistent with relief sought on other provisions, 
and improve focus and clarity]. 
 

Reject Issue 5 

 /       

S352/249  Federated Farmers of New Zealand Methods 19: 
Water 
management 

Amend c. promoting and providing advice on suitable models that 
conside r  calibrated to Wairarapa land use, crop use and other 
site physical factors that will  meet  support  the efficient use 
criteria in Schedule Q (efficient use) of the Plan, andd.  
promoting  exploring alternatives to the use of water races, and 
 

Accept in part Issue 5 

 /       

S352/256  Federated Farmers of New Zealand 7 Ruamahanga 
Whaitua 

Amend Recommend the operative minimum flows and core allocation 
apply as in the RFP pending more detailed whaitua 
consideration. All  recommendations for amendments made in 
respect of Ruamahanga apply also to other Whaitua chapters 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 FS74/091 Rangitāne o Wairarapa Inc  Oppose Disallow   

S352/257  Federated Farmers of New Zealand Policy R.P1: 
Minimum flows 
and water levels 
in the 
Ruamahanga 
Whaitua 

Amend a) for rivers (including tributaries),  the current operative RFP 
minimum flows  shown in Table 7.1, and b) for rivers not 
in Table 7.1, 90% of the seven-day mean annual low flow, and 
c) for Lake Wairarapa, the minimum water level in  
Table 7.2,  the current operative RFP and... 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 /       

S352/258  Federated Farmers of New Zealand Policy R.P2: Core 
allocation in the 
Ruamahanga 

Amend (b) the current operative RFP allocation amounts  identified in 
Tables 7.3-7.5,... 
 

Reject Issue 2.4 
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Whaitua 
 FS61/067 Minister of Conservation  Oppose Disallow   

S352/259  Federated Farmers of New Zealand Policy R.P3: 
Cumulative 
effects on river 
reaches of 
allocating water 

Amend Delete 
 

Reject Issue 2.4 

 FS61/068 Minister of Conservation  Oppose Disallow   

S352/260  Federated Farmers of New Zealand Rule R.R1: Take 
and use of water 
in the 
Ruamahanga 
Whaitua - 
restricted 
discretionary 
activity 

Amend [Amend Rule R.R1 as per original submission p129-130] 
 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 /       

S352/261  Federated Farmers of New Zealand Rule R.R3: Take 
and use of water 
that exceeds 
minimum flows, 
lake levels or core 
allocation - 
prohibited activity 

Amend The take and use of water from any river (including tributaries), 
Lake Wairarapa (including tributaries), or groundwater in 
Tables 7.3-7.5 in the Ruamāhanga River catchment that does 
not meet conditions (a) or (b) of Rule R.R1 is a  prohibited  
non-complying activity. 
 

Reject Issue 2.4 

 /       

S352/262  Federated Farmers of New Zealand Table 7.1: 
Minimum flows for 
rivers in the 
Ruamahanga 
River and Lake 
Wairarapa 
catchments 

Amend Specify current operative RFP minimum flows 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 FS74/092 Rangitāne o Wairarapa Inc  Oppose Disallow   

S352/263  Federated Farmers of New Zealand Table 7.2: 
Minimum lake 
levels and 
minimum water 
levels for Lake 

Amend Retain and specify current operative RFP levels 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 
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Wairarapa 
 FS74/093 Rangitāne o Wairarapa Inc  Oppose Disallow   

S352/264  Federated Farmers of New Zealand Table 7.3: Surface 
water allocation 
amounts for rivers 
and groundwater 
directly connected 
to surface water in 
the Ruamahanga 
River catchments 
above the Lake 
Wairarapa outflow 

Amend Delete, or specify current operative RFP allocation amounts 
 

Reject Issue 2.4 

 FS74/094 Rangitāne o Wairarapa Inc  Oppose Disallow   

S352/265  Federated Farmers of New Zealand Table 7.4: Surface 
water allocation 
amounts for 
rivers, Lake 
Wairarapa and 
groundwater 
directly connected 
to surface water in 
the Lake 
Wairarapa 
catchment 

Amend Delete, or specify current operative RFP allocation amounts 
 

Reject Issue 2.4 

 FS74/095 Rangitāne o Wairarapa Inc  Oppose Disallow   

S352/266  Federated Farmers of New Zealand Table 7.5: 
Groundwater 
allocation 
amounts for 
groundwater not 
directly connected 
to surface water in 
the Ruamahanga 
River catchment 

Amend Delete, or specify current operative RFP 
allocation amounts 
 

Reject Issue 2.4 

 FS74/096 Rangitāne o Wairarapa Inc  Oppose Disallow   

S352/267  Federated Farmers of New Zealand Table 7.1: 
Minimum flows for 
rivers in the 

Amend [Figure 7.1] Expanded low flow monitoring and management 
points 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 
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Ruamahanga 
River and Lake 
Wairarapa 
catchments 

 FS74/097 Rangitāne o Wairarapa Inc  Oppose Disallow   

S352/268  Federated Farmers of New Zealand Table 7.3: Surface 
water allocation 
amounts for rivers 
and groundwater 
directly connected 
to surface water in 
the Ruamahanga 
River catchments 
above the Lake 
Wairarapa outflow 

Amend [Figures 7.2-7.9] Calibration and validation of the conjunctive 
framework for water 
management, including seasonal water balances, including at 
sub-catchment scale 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 FS74/098 Rangitāne o Wairarapa Inc  Oppose Disallow   

S352/291  Federated Farmers of New Zealand Schedule P: 
Classifying and 
managing 
groundwater and 
surface water 
connectivity 

Amend Amend Schedule P as follows, or to similar effect: Category A 
and B groundwater takes that are directly connected to surface 
water are subject to the same core allocation and restrictions 
as surface water takes, and may be subject to restrictions in 
low-flows. 
[Strongly recommend additional work to inform Schedule P; 
see original submission p150 for detail]. 
 

Accept in part Issue 2.2 

 /       

S352/292  Federated Farmers of New Zealand Schedule Q: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 
criteria 

Amend Amend Schedule Q [as set out in original submission p151 or 
to similar effect]. 
 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S352/293  Federated Farmers of New Zealand Schedule S: 
Guideline for 
measuring and 
reporting of water 
takes 

Amend Amend Schedule S to specify that stepdowns don't apply to 
stored water 
Delete the following: measuring and reporting for small takes 
may be required for small takes less than 5L/sec 
After health needs, add  stock drinking water and rootstock 
protection. 
 
 

Accept in part Issue 2.5 
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 /       

S353/006  Royal Forest and Bird Protection 
Society 

Efficient allocation Oppose Delete 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S353/044  Royal Forest and Bird Protection 
Society 

Objective O52: 
Efficient allocation 

Oppose Replace title with 3.12 Taking, using, damming and diverting 
water Replace objective with: Taking, using, damming and 
diverting water is undertaken in such a way that:(a) adverse 
effects are avoided, remedied or mitigated;(b) allocation 
amounts and minimum flows or water levels are complied with. 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S353/113  Royal Forest and Bird Protection 
Society 

Policy P107: The 
framework for 
taking and using 
water 

Support Retain 
 

Accept Issue 2.2 

 /       

S353/114  Royal Forest and Bird Protection 
Society 

Policy P108: 
Integrating 
groundwater and 
surface water 

Support Retain 
 

Accept Issue 2.2 

 /       

S353/115  Royal Forest and Bird Protection 
Society 

Policy P109: 
Lapse dates 
affecting water 
takes 

Support Retain 
 

Accept Issue 3.4 

 /       

S353/116  Royal Forest and Bird Protection 
Society 

Policy P110: 
National Policy 
Statement for 
Freshwater 
Management 
requirements for 
water takes, 
damming and 
diversion 

Oppose Delete everything after the end of (b) 
 

Reject Issue 1 

 FS84/040 DairyNZ and Fonterra Co-operative 
Group Limited 

 Oppose Disallow   

S353/117  Royal Forest and Bird Protection Policy P111: Support Retain Accept Issue 2.3 
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Society Water takes at 
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 /       

S353/118  Royal Forest and Bird Protection 
Society 

Policy P112: 
Priorities in 
drought and 
serious water 
shortage 

Support Retain 
 

Accept Issue 3.1 

 /       

S353/119  Royal Forest and Bird Protection 
Society 

Policy P115: 
Authorising takes 
below minimum 
flows and lake 
levels 

Support Retain 
 

Accept Issue 2.3 

 /       

S353/120  Royal Forest and Bird Protection 
Society 

Policy P119: 
Unused water 

Support Retain 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S353/121  Royal Forest and Bird Protection 
Society 

Policy P120: 
Taking water for 
storage 

Support Retain 
 

Accept Issue 2.5 

 /       

S353/122  Royal Forest and Bird Protection 
Society 

Policy P129: 
Minimum flows 
and water levels 

Support Retain 
 

Accept Issue 2.5 

 /       

S353/123  Royal Forest and Bird Protection 
Society 

Policy P113: Core 
allocation for 
rivers 

Oppose The maximum allocation amount should be set at a level which 
provides for ecological health (a significantly lower allocation 
than in this policy) 
 

Reject Issue 2.4 

 FS85/178 Carterton District Council  Neither 
support or 
oppose 

Not stated   

S353/124  Royal Forest and Bird Protection 
Society 

Policy P128: 
Transfer of 
resource consents 

Support in 
part 

Amend (b) by adding the words "except in overallocated 
catchments, where a maximum of 50% of the water should be 
transferred" 
 

Reject Issue 3.3 
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 FS84/041 DairyNZ and Fonterra Co-operative 
Group Limited 

 Oppose in 
part 

Disallow   

S361/001  Sandra  Shivas Category A 
groundwater 

Amend Amend [definition of directly connected]: Ground water in the 
bore is at the same level as the water in the river and moves up 
and down with the level of the river. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S361/003  Sandra  Shivas Unused water Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S361/006  Sandra  Shivas Objective O52: 
Efficient allocation 

Amend Amend Objective O52 to read "the efficiency and allocation and 
use of water is improved and maximised  the amount is 
increased through time, including by means of..." 
Add (f) enabling storage within the bed of a river 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S361/009  Sandra  Shivas Schedule P: 
Classifying and 
managing 
groundwater and 
surface water 
connectivity 

Amend [Amend Policy P107]: "(a) the groundwater connectivity 
described in Schedule P needs verifying and GW have a 
significant part to play in establishing the evidence"Insert (d) 
when Schedule P changes; "-ve effect on consent holders - 10 
year lead in time to reflect cost, +ve effect - the water 
availability should be released immediately." 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S361/010  Sandra  Shivas Policy P107: The 
framework for 
taking and using 
water 

Amend [Amend]: "(a) the groundwater connectivity described in 
Schedule P needs verifying and GW have a significant part to 
play in establishing the evidence" 
Insert (d) when Schedule P changes; "-ve effect on consent 
holders - 10 year lead in time to reflect cost, +ve effect - the 
water availability should be released immediately." 
 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S361/011  Sandra  Shivas Policy P109: 
Lapse dates 
affecting water 
takes 

Support Support Policy P109. 
 

Accept Issue 3.4 

 /       
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S361/012  Sandra  Shivas Policy P111: 
Water takes at 
minimum flows 
and water levels 

Amend  Category A groundwater which shall be required to reduce 
take by 50% of the amount consented above minimum flows 
following a period of 10 days of continuous river levels at 
minimum flow. 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 /       

S361/014  Sandra  Shivas Policy P115: 
Authorising takes 
below minimum 
flows and lake 
levels 

Amend Amend Policy P115 (d)  category A groundwater which shall be 
required to reduce take by 50% of the amount consented 
above minimum flows following a period of 10 days of 
continuous river levels at minimum flow. 
Delete (c)(i) 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 /       

S361/015  Sandra  Shivas Policy P116: 
Reallocating 
water 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S361/016  Sandra  Shivas Policy P117: 
Supplementary 
allocation 
amounts at flows 
above the median 
flow 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 2.5 

 /       

S361/017  Sandra  Shivas Policy P118: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 

Amend Amend Policy P118 to read "while existing users replacing 
existing resource consents have a period of four years from the 
date of the plan being made operative  renewal of consen t to 
meet the criteria. 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S361/018  Sandra  Shivas Policy P119: 
Unused water 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S361/019  Sandra  Shivas Policy P120: 
Taking water for 
storage 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 2.5 

 /       
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Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

S361/020  Sandra  Shivas Policy P128: 
Transfer of 
resource consents 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S361/021  Sandra  Shivas Rule R137: Farm 
dairy washdown 
and milk-cooling 
water - permitted 
activity 

Amend Amend Rule R137 clause (b) by deleting words after 
"property...". 
 

Reject Issue 2.6 

 /       

S361/022  Sandra  Shivas Rule R143: 
Temporary water 
permit transfers - 
controlled activity 

Amend Amend Rule R143 to be a permitted activity and not a 
controlled activity. 
 

Reject Issue 3.3 

 /       

S361/023  Sandra  Shivas Rule R144: 
Transferring water 
permits - 
restricted 
discretionary 
activity 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S361/025  Sandra  Shivas Method M18: 
Water use groups 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S361/026  Sandra  Shivas Methods 19: 
Water 
management 

Amend Amend Method 19 (d) quantify costs and benefits of water 
races and explore alternatives. 
 

Reject Issue 5 

 /       

S361/028  Sandra  Shivas Policy R.P3: 
Cumulative 
effects on river 
reaches of 
allocating water 

Support Insert after adverse effects: that are measured on aquatic... 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S361/029  Sandra  Shivas 7 Ruamahanga 
Whaitua 

Oppose Do not include Figures 7.3-7.8 in the plan until categories have 
been verified. Change the allocation amounts in Tables 7.3-7.5 

Reject Issue 2.2 
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Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

to what is currently allocated or more if spare water has been 
identified. 
 

 /       

S361/030  Sandra  Shivas Schedule P: 
Classifying and 
managing 
groundwater and 
surface water 
connectivity 

Oppose Needs empirical calibration by GW. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S361/031  Sandra  Shivas Schedule Q: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 
criteria 

Oppose Remove sentence "the model must reliably predict annual 
irrigation volume within an accuracy of 15%"Add after field 
validated model: for Wairarapa conditionsIn (a) add after 80%:  
where practicable 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S361/032  Sandra  Shivas Schedule R: 
Guideline for 
stepdown 
allocations 

Amend Add after health needs of people: stock drinking water and 
rootstock protection. 
[Acknowledge Table R1 is interim; consult with water users on 
further changes] 
 

Accept in part Issue 3.1 

 /       

S361/033  Sandra  Shivas Category A 
groundwater 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S361/090  Sandra  Shivas 5.6.3 Transferring 
water permits 

Amend [Make transferring water a permitted activity] 
 

Reject Issue 3.3 

 /       

S361/091  Sandra  Shivas Category B 
groundwater (not 
directly 
connected) 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S361/092  Sandra  Shivas Category B Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has Reject Issue 2.2 
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Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

groundwater 
(directly 
connected) 

field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

 /       

S361/093  Sandra  Shivas Category C 
groundwater 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S365/018  A J Barton Category A 
groundwater 

Amend Amend [definition of directly connected]: Ground water in the 
bore is at the same level as the water in the river and moves up 
and down with the level of the river. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S365/020  A J Barton Unused water Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S365/023  A J Barton Objective O52: 
Efficient allocation 

Amend Amend Objective O52 to read "the efficiency and allocation and 
use of water is improved and maximised  the amount is 
increased through time, including by means of..." 
Add (f) enabling storage within the bed of a river 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S365/026  A J Barton Schedule P: 
Classifying and 
managing 
groundwater and 
surface water 
connectivity 

Amend [Amend Policy P107]: "(a) the groundwater connectivity 
described in Schedule P needs verifying and GW have a 
significant part to play in establishing the evidence"Insert (d) 
when Schedule P changes; "-ve effect on consent holders - 10 
year lead in time to reflect cost, +ve effect - the water 
availability should be released immediately." 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S365/027  A J Barton Policy P107: The 
framework for 
taking and using 
water 

Amend [Amend]: "(a) the groundwater connectivity described in 
Schedule P needs verifying and GW have a significant part to 
play in establishing the evidence" 
Insert (d) when Schedule P changes; "-ve effect on consent 
holders - 10 year lead in time to reflect cost, +ve effect - the 
water availability should be released immediately." 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 
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Further 
submission 
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Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

 
 /       

S365/028  A J Barton Policy P109: 
Lapse dates 
affecting water 
takes 

Support Support Policy P109. 
 

Accept Issue 3.4 

 /       

S365/029  A J Barton Policy P111: 
Water takes at 
minimum flows 
and water levels 

Amend  Category A groundwater which shall be required to reduce 
take by 50% of the amount consented above minimum flows 
following a period of 10 days of continuous river levels at 
minimum flow. 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 /       

S365/031  A J Barton Policy P115: 
Authorising takes 
below minimum 
flows and lake 
levels 

Amend Amend Policy P115 (d)  category A groundwater which shall be 
required to reduce take by 50% of the amount consented 
above minimum flows following a period of 10 days of 
continuous river levels at minimum flow. 
Delete (c)(i) 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 /       

S365/032  A J Barton Policy P116: 
Reallocating 
water 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S365/033  A J Barton Policy P117: 
Supplementary 
allocation 
amounts at flows 
above the median 
flow 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 2.5 

 /       

S365/034  A J Barton Policy P118: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 

Amend Amend Policy P118 to read "while existing users replacing 
existing resource consents have a period of four years from the 
date of the plan being made operative  renewal of consen t to 
meet the criteria. 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       
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Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

S365/035  A J Barton Policy P119: 
Unused water 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S365/036  A J Barton Policy P120: 
Taking water for 
storage 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 2.5 

 /       

S365/037  A J Barton Policy P128: 
Transfer of 
resource consents 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S365/038  A J Barton Rule R137: Farm 
dairy washdown 
and milk-cooling 
water - permitted 
activity 

Amend Amend Rule R137 clause (b) by deleting words after 
"property...". 
 

Reject Issue 2.6 

 /       

S365/039  A J Barton Rule R143: 
Temporary water 
permit transfers - 
controlled activity 

Amend Amend Rule R143 to be a permitted activity and not a 
controlled activity. 
 

Reject Issue 3.3 

 /       

S365/040  A J Barton Rule R144: 
Transferring water 
permits - 
restricted 
discretionary 
activity 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S365/042  A J Barton Method M18: 
Water use groups 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S365/043  A J Barton Methods 19: 
Water 
management 

Amend Amend Method 19 (d) quantify costs and benefits of water 
races and explore alternatives. 
 

Reject Issue 5 

 /       

S365/045  A J Barton Policy R.P3: Support Insert after adverse effects: that are measured on aquatic... Reject Issue 2.2 
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Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

Cumulative 
effects on river 
reaches of 
allocating water 

 

 /       

S365/046  A J Barton 7 Ruamahanga 
Whaitua 

Oppose Do not include Figures 7.3-7.8 in the plan until categories have 
been verified. Change the allocation amounts in Tables 7.3-7.5 
to what is currently allocated or more if spare water has been 
identified. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S365/047  A J Barton Schedule P: 
Classifying and 
managing 
groundwater and 
surface water 
connectivity 

Oppose Needs empirical calibration by GW. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S365/048  A J Barton Schedule Q: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 
criteria 

Oppose Remove sentence "the model must reliably predict annual 
irrigation volume within an accuracy of 15%"Add after field 
validated model: for Wairarapa conditionsIn (a) add after 80%:  
where practicable 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S365/049  A J Barton Schedule R: 
Guideline for 
stepdown 
allocations 

Amend Add after health needs of people: stock drinking water and 
rootstock protection. 
[Acknowledge Table R1 is interim; consult with water users on 
further changes] 
 

Accept in part Issue 3.1 

 /       

S365/050  A J Barton Category A 
groundwater 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S365/106  A J Barton 5.6.3 Transferring 
water permits 

Amend [Make transferring water a permitted activity] 
 

Reject Issue 3.3 
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Officer 
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 /       

S365/107  A J Barton Category B 
groundwater (not 
directly 
connected) 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S365/108  A J Barton Category B 
groundwater 
(directly 
connected) 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S365/109  A J Barton Category C 
groundwater 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S366/008  South Wairarapa District Council Schedule Q: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 
criteria 

Oppose Delete Schedule Q (Group or community water supplies) and 
related policy and regulation from the Plan, and replace with a 
target for water allocation in urban water takes (500l/p/d, plus 
commercial and industrial use allocation). 
 
Delete Schedule Q (Water Races) from the  Plan. 
 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 FS85/015 Carterton District Council  Neither 
support or 
oppose 

Not stated   

S366/095  South Wairarapa District Council Policy P115: 
Authorising takes 
below minimum 
flows and lake 
levels 

Not stated Retain Policy 115(a) 
 

Accept in part Issue 2.3 

 /       

S366/096  South Wairarapa District Council Policy P118: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 

Oppose Amend Policy P118(a) to read: 
(a) applying the reasonable and efficient use criteria identified 
in Schedule Q (efficient use) to new users immediately, while 
existing users replacing existing resource consents have a 
period of four years from the date of the plan being made 

Reject Issue 3.2 
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Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 
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recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

operative to meet the 
criteria, and 
 

 FS85/180 Carterton District Council  Support Allow   

S366/127  South Wairarapa District Council Rule R136: Take 
and use of water - 
permitted activity 

Oppose That Rule R136(a) be deleted and replaced with the following: 
The total take and use per property shall not exceed 20m3 per 
day, at a rate not exceeding 2.5l/s. 
 

Reject Issue 2.6 

 /       

S366/128  South Wairarapa District Council Rule R140: 
Dewatering - 
permitted activity 

Amend Retain Rule 140 
 

Accept Issue 4.2 

 /       

S367/008  Masterton District Council Schedule Q: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 
criteria 

Oppose Delete Schedule Q (Group or community water supplies) and 
related policy and regulation from the Plan, and replace with a 
target for water allocation in urban water takes (500l/p/d, plus 
commercial and industrial use allocation). 
Delete Schedule Q (Water Races) from the  Plan. 
 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 FS85/014 Carterton District Council  Neither 
support or 
oppose 

Not stated   

S367/095  Masterton District Council Policy P115: 
Authorising takes 
below minimum 
flows and lake 
levels 

Not stated Retain Policy 115(a) 
 

Accept in part Issue 2.3 

 /       

S367/096  Masterton District Council Policy P118: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 

Oppose Amend Policy P118(a) to read: 
(a) applying the reasonable and efficient use criteria identified 
in Schedule Q (efficient use) to new users immediately, while 
existing users replacing existing resource consents have a 
period of four years from the date of the plan being made 
operative to meet the 
criteria, and 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 FS85/179 Carterton District Council  Support Allow   
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Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

S367/127  Masterton District Council Rule R136: Take 
and use of water - 
permitted activity 

Oppose That Rule R136(a) be deleted and replaced with the following: 
The total take and use per property shall not exceed 20m3 per 
day, at a rate not exceeding 2.5l/s. 
 

Reject Issue 2.6 

 /       

S367/128  Masterton District Council Rule R140: 
Dewatering - 
permitted activity 

Amend Retain Rule 140 
 

Accept Issue 4.2 

 /       

S370/075  Mahaki Holdings Ltd Rule R136: Take 
and use of water - 
permitted activity 

Amend Amend Rule to return to the limits set under the Operative 
Regional [freshwater] plan until the Whaitua process identifies 
which water bodies have been over allocated. 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 /       

S370/077  Mahaki Holdings Ltd 5.6.2 Take and 
use of water 

Oppose Maintain the existing limits [in the Regional Freshwater Plan]. 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 /       

S370/091  Mahaki Holdings Ltd Rule R136: Take 
and use of water - 
permitted activity 

Amend Oppose restrictions to prevent water takes where the water is 
within 50m of a natural wetland. 
 

Reject Issue 2.6 

 /       

S371/001  George  Ritchie Category A 
groundwater 

Amend Amend [definition of directly connected]: Ground water in the 
bore is at the same level as the water in the river and moves up 
and down with the level of the river. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S371/003  George  Ritchie Unused water Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S371/006  George  Ritchie Objective O52: 
Efficient allocation 

Amend Amend Objective O52 to read "the efficiency and allocation and 
use of water is improved and maximised  the amount is 
increased through time, including by means of..." 
Add (f) enabling storage within the bed of a river 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S371/009  George  Ritchie Schedule P: 
Classifying and 

Amend [Amend Policy P107]: "(a) the groundwater connectivity 
described in Schedule P needs verifying and GW have a 

Reject Issue 2.2 
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Further 
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Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

managing 
groundwater and 
surface water 
connectivity 

significant part to play in establishing the evidence"Insert (d) 
when Schedule P changes; "-ve effect on consent holders - 10 
year lead in time to reflect cost, +ve effect - the water 
availability should be released immediately." 
 

 /       

S371/010  George  Ritchie Policy P107: The 
framework for 
taking and using 
water 

Amend [Amend]: "(a) the groundwater connectivity described in 
Schedule P needs verifying and GW have a significant part to 
play in establishing the evidence" 
Insert (d) when Schedule P changes; "-ve effect on consent 
holders - 10 year lead in time to reflect cost, +ve effect - the 
water availability should be released immediately." 
 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S371/011  George  Ritchie Policy P109: 
Lapse dates 
affecting water 
takes 

Support Support Policy P109. 
 

Accept Issue 3.4 

 /       

S371/012  George  Ritchie Policy P111: 
Water takes at 
minimum flows 
and water levels 

Amend  Category A groundwater which shall be required to reduce 
take by 50% of the amount consented above minimum flows 
following a period of 10 days of continuous river levels at 
minimum flow. 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 /       

S371/014  George  Ritchie Policy P115: 
Authorising takes 
below minimum 
flows and lake 
levels 

Amend Amend Policy P115 (d)  category A groundwater which shall be 
required to reduce take by 50% of the amount consented 
above minimum flows following a period of 10 days of 
continuous river levels at minimum flow. 
Delete (c)(i) 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 /       

S371/015  George  Ritchie Policy P116: 
Reallocating 
water 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S371/016  George  Ritchie Policy P117: Support Retain. Accept Issue 2.5 
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Further 
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Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 
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recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

Supplementary 
allocation 
amounts at flows 
above the median 
flow 

 

 /       

S371/017  George  Ritchie Policy P118: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 

Amend Amend Policy P118 to read "while existing users replacing 
existing resource consents have a period of four years from the 
date of the plan being made operative  renewal of consen t to 
meet the criteria. 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S371/018  George  Ritchie Policy P119: 
Unused water 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S371/019  George  Ritchie Policy P120: 
Taking water for 
storage 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 2.5 

 /       

S371/020  George  Ritchie Policy P128: 
Transfer of 
resource consents 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S371/021  George  Ritchie Rule R137: Farm 
dairy washdown 
and milk-cooling 
water - permitted 
activity 

Amend Amend Rule R137 clause (b) by deleting words after 
"property...". 
 

Reject Issue 2.6 

 /       

S371/022  George  Ritchie Rule R143: 
Temporary water 
permit transfers - 
controlled activity 

Amend Amend Rule R143 to be a permitted activity and not a 
controlled activity. 
 

Reject Issue 3.3 

 /       

S371/023  George  Ritchie Rule R144: 
Transferring water 
permits - 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 
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Officer 
comment 

restricted 
discretionary 
activity 

 /       

S371/025  George  Ritchie Method M18: 
Water use groups 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S371/026  George  Ritchie Methods 19: 
Water 
management 

Amend Amend Method 19 (d) quantify costs and benefits of water 
races and explore alternatives. 
 

Reject Issue 5 

 /       

S371/028  George  Ritchie Policy R.P3: 
Cumulative 
effects on river 
reaches of 
allocating water 

Support Insert after adverse effects: that are measured on aquatic... 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S371/029  George  Ritchie 7 Ruamahanga 
Whaitua 

Oppose Do not include Figures 7.3-7.8 in the plan until categories have 
been verified. Change the allocation amounts in Tables 7.3-7.5 
to what is currently allocated or more if spare water has been 
identified. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S371/030  George  Ritchie Schedule P: 
Classifying and 
managing 
groundwater and 
surface water 
connectivity 

Oppose Needs empirical calibration by GW. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S371/031  George  Ritchie Schedule Q: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 
criteria 

Oppose Remove sentence "the model must reliably predict annual 
irrigation volume within an accuracy of 15%"Add after field 
validated model: for Wairarapa conditionsIn (a) add after 80%:  
where practicable 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S371/032  George  Ritchie Schedule R: Amend Add after health needs of people: stock drinking water and Accept in part Issue 3.1 
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Officer 
comment 

Guideline for 
stepdown 
allocations 

rootstock protection. 
[Acknowledge Table R1 is interim; consult with water users on 
further changes] 
 

 /       

S371/033  George  Ritchie Category A 
groundwater 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S371/076  George  Ritchie Entire Plan Amend More accurately measure water connectivity. Make rules and 
regulations practical, cost effective and relevant. 
 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S371/079  George  Ritchie 5.6.3 Transferring 
water permits 

Amend [Make transferring water a permitted activity] 
 

Reject Issue 3.3 

 /       

S371/080  George  Ritchie Category B 
groundwater (not 
directly 
connected) 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S371/081  George  Ritchie Category B 
groundwater 
(directly 
connected) 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S371/082  George  Ritchie Category C 
groundwater 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S372/001  Leo  Vollebregt Category A 
groundwater 

Amend Amend [definition of directly connected]: Ground water in the 
bore is at the same level as the water in the river and moves up 
and down with the level of the river. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 
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 /       

S372/003  Leo  Vollebregt Unused water Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S372/006  Leo  Vollebregt Objective O52: 
Efficient allocation 

Amend Amend Objective O52 to read "the efficiency and allocation and 
use of water is improved and maximised  the amount is 
increased through time, including by means of..." 
Add (f) enabling storage within the bed of a river 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S372/009  Leo  Vollebregt Schedule P: 
Classifying and 
managing 
groundwater and 
surface water 
connectivity 

Amend [Amend Policy P107]: "(a) the groundwater connectivity 
described in Schedule P needs verifying and GW have a 
significant part to play in establishing the evidence"Insert (d) 
when Schedule P changes; "-ve effect on consent holders - 10 
year lead in time to reflect cost, +ve effect - the water 
availability should be released immediately." 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S372/010  Leo  Vollebregt Policy P107: The 
framework for 
taking and using 
water 

Amend [Amend]: "(a) the groundwater connectivity described in 
Schedule P needs verifying and GW have a significant part to 
play in establishing the evidence" 
Insert (d) when Schedule P changes; "-ve effect on consent 
holders - 10 year lead in time to reflect cost, +ve effect - the 
water availability should be released immediately." 
 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S372/011  Leo  Vollebregt Policy P109: 
Lapse dates 
affecting water 
takes 

Support Support Policy P109. 
 

Accept Issue 3.4 

 /       

S372/012  Leo  Vollebregt Policy P111: 
Water takes at 
minimum flows 
and water levels 

Amend  Category A groundwater which shall be required to reduce 
take by 50% of the amount consented above minimum flows 
following a period of 10 days of continuous river levels at 
minimum flow. 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 /       
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S372/014  Leo  Vollebregt Policy P115: 
Authorising takes 
below minimum 
flows and lake 
levels 

Amend Amend Policy P115 (d)  category A groundwater which shall be 
required to reduce take by 50% of the amount consented 
above minimum flows following a period of 10 days of 
continuous river levels at minimum flow. 
Delete (c)(i) 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 /       

S372/015  Leo  Vollebregt Policy P116: 
Reallocating 
water 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S372/016  Leo  Vollebregt Policy P117: 
Supplementary 
allocation 
amounts at flows 
above the median 
flow 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 2.5 

 /       

S372/017  Leo  Vollebregt Policy P118: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 

Amend Amend Policy P118 to read "while existing users replacing 
existing resource consents have a period of four years from the 
date of the plan being made operative  renewal of consen t to 
meet the criteria. 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S372/018  Leo  Vollebregt Policy P119: 
Unused water 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S372/019  Leo  Vollebregt Policy P120: 
Taking water for 
storage 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 2.5 

 /       

S372/020  Leo  Vollebregt Policy P128: 
Transfer of 
resource consents 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S372/021  Leo  Vollebregt Rule R137: Farm 
dairy washdown 

Amend Amend Rule R137 clause (b) by deleting words after 
"property...". 

Reject Issue 2.6 
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and milk-cooling 
water - permitted 
activity 

 

 /       

S372/022  Leo  Vollebregt Rule R143: 
Temporary water 
permit transfers - 
controlled activity 

Amend Amend Rule R143 to be a permitted activity and not a 
controlled activity. 
 

Reject Issue 3.3 

 FS74/305 Rangitāne o Wairarapa Inc  Oppose Disallow   

S372/023  Leo  Vollebregt Rule R144: 
Transferring water 
permits - 
restricted 
discretionary 
activity 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S372/025  Leo  Vollebregt Method M18: 
Water use groups 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S372/026  Leo  Vollebregt Methods 19: 
Water 
management 

Amend Amend Method 19 (d) quantify costs and benefits of water 
races and explore alternatives. 
 

Reject Issue 5 

 /       

S372/028  Leo  Vollebregt Policy R.P3: 
Cumulative 
effects on river 
reaches of 
allocating water 

Support Insert after adverse effects: that are measured on aquatic... 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S372/029  Leo  Vollebregt 7 Ruamahanga 
Whaitua 

Oppose Do not include Figures 7.3-7.8 in the plan until categories have 
been verified. Change the allocation amounts in Tables 7.3-7.5 
to what is currently allocated or more if spare water has been 
identified. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S372/030  Leo  Vollebregt Schedule P: 
Classifying and 

Oppose Needs empirical calibration by GW. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 
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managing 
groundwater and 
surface water 
connectivity 

 /       

S372/031  Leo  Vollebregt Schedule Q: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 
criteria 

Oppose Remove sentence "the model must reliably predict annual 
irrigation volume within an accuracy of 15%"Add after field 
validated model: for Wairarapa conditionsIn (a) add after 80%:  
where practicable 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S372/032  Leo  Vollebregt Schedule R: 
Guideline for 
stepdown 
allocations 

Amend Add after health needs of people: stock drinking water and 
rootstock protection. 
[Acknowledge Table R1 is interim; consult with water users on 
further changes] 
 

Accept in part Issue 3.1 

 /       

S372/033  Leo  Vollebregt Category A 
groundwater 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S372/082  Leo  Vollebregt 5.6.3 Transferring 
water permits 

Amend [Make transferring water a permitted activity] 
 

Reject Issue 3.3 

 /       

S372/083  Leo  Vollebregt Category B 
groundwater (not 
directly 
connected) 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S372/084  Leo  Vollebregt Category B 
groundwater 
(directly 
connected) 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S372/085  Leo  Vollebregt Category C 
groundwater 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 

Reject Issue 2.2 
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an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

 /       

S375/001  Graeme Hugh Tulloch Category A 
groundwater 

Amend Amend [definition of directly connected]: Ground water in the 
bore is at the same level as the water in the river and moves up 
and down with the level of the river. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S375/003  Graeme Hugh Tulloch Unused water Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S375/006  Graeme Hugh Tulloch Objective O52: 
Efficient allocation 

Amend Amend Objective O52 to read "the efficiency and allocation and 
use of water is improved and maximised  the amount is 
increased through time, including by means of..." 
Add (f) enabling storage within the bed of a river 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S375/009  Graeme Hugh Tulloch Schedule P: 
Classifying and 
managing 
groundwater and 
surface water 
connectivity 

Amend [Amend Policy P107]: "(a) the groundwater connectivity 
described in Schedule P needs verifying and GW have a 
significant part to play in establishing the evidence"Insert (d) 
when Schedule P changes; "-ve effect on consent holders - 10 
year lead in time to reflect cost, +ve effect - the water 
availability should be released immediately." 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S375/010  Graeme Hugh Tulloch Policy P107: The 
framework for 
taking and using 
water 

Amend [Amend]: "(a) the groundwater connectivity described in 
Schedule P needs verifying and GW have a significant part to 
play in establishing the evidence" 
Insert (d) when Schedule P changes; "-ve effect on consent 
holders - 10 year lead in time to reflect cost, +ve effect - the 
water availability should be released immediately." 
 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S375/011  Graeme Hugh Tulloch Policy P109: 
Lapse dates 
affecting water 
takes 

Support Support Policy P109. 
 

Accept Issue 3.4 
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 /       

S375/012  Graeme Hugh Tulloch Policy P111: 
Water takes at 
minimum flows 
and water levels 

Amend  Category A groundwater which shall be required to reduce 
take by 50% of the amount consented above minimum flows 
following a period of 10 days of continuous river levels at 
minimum flow. 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 /       

S375/014  Graeme Hugh Tulloch Policy P115: 
Authorising takes 
below minimum 
flows and lake 
levels 

Amend Amend Policy P115 (d)  category A groundwater which shall be 
required to reduce take by 50% of the amount consented 
above minimum flows following a period of 10 days of 
continuous river levels at minimum flow. 
Delete (c)(i) 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 /       

S375/015  Graeme Hugh Tulloch Policy P116: 
Reallocating 
water 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S375/016  Graeme Hugh Tulloch Policy P117: 
Supplementary 
allocation 
amounts at flows 
above the median 
flow 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 2.5 

 /       

S375/017  Graeme Hugh Tulloch Policy P118: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 

Amend Amend Policy P118 to read "while existing users replacing 
existing resource consents have a period of four years from the 
date of the plan being made operative  renewal of consen t to 
meet the criteria. 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S375/018  Graeme Hugh Tulloch Policy P119: 
Unused water 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S375/019  Graeme Hugh Tulloch Policy P120: 
Taking water for 
storage 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 2.5 
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 /       

S375/020  Graeme Hugh Tulloch Policy P128: 
Transfer of 
resource consents 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S375/021  Graeme Hugh Tulloch Rule R137: Farm 
dairy washdown 
and milk-cooling 
water - permitted 
activity 

Amend Amend Rule R137 clause (b) by deleting words after 
"property...". 
 

Reject Issue 2.6 

 /       

S375/022  Graeme Hugh Tulloch Rule R143: 
Temporary water 
permit transfers - 
controlled activity 

Amend Amend Rule R143 to be a permitted activity and not a 
controlled activity. 
 

Reject Issue 3.3 

 /       

S375/023  Graeme Hugh Tulloch Rule R144: 
Transferring water 
permits - 
restricted 
discretionary 
activity 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S375/025  Graeme Hugh Tulloch Method M18: 
Water use groups 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S375/026  Graeme Hugh Tulloch Methods 19: 
Water 
management 

Amend Amend Method 19 (d) quantify costs and benefits of water 
races and explore alternatives. 
 

Reject Issue 5 

 /       

S375/028  Graeme Hugh Tulloch Policy R.P3: 
Cumulative 
effects on river 
reaches of 
allocating water 

Support Insert after adverse effects: that are measured on aquatic... 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S375/029  Graeme Hugh Tulloch 7 Ruamahanga Oppose Do not include Figures 7.3-7.8 in the plan until categories have Reject Issue 2.2 
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Whaitua been verified. Change the allocation amounts in Tables 7.3-7.5 
to what is currently allocated or more if spare water has been 
identified. 
 

 /       

S375/030  Graeme Hugh Tulloch Schedule P: 
Classifying and 
managing 
groundwater and 
surface water 
connectivity 

Oppose Needs empirical calibration by GW. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S375/031  Graeme Hugh Tulloch Schedule Q: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 
criteria 

Oppose Remove sentence "the model must reliably predict annual 
irrigation volume within an accuracy of 15%"Add after field 
validated model: for Wairarapa conditionsIn (a) add after 80%:  
where practicable 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S375/032  Graeme Hugh Tulloch Schedule R: 
Guideline for 
stepdown 
allocations 

Amend Add after health needs of people: stock drinking water and 
rootstock protection. 
[Acknowledge Table R1 is interim; consult with water users on 
further changes] 
 

Accept in part Issue 3.1 

 /       

S375/033  Graeme Hugh Tulloch Category A 
groundwater 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S375/077  Graeme Hugh Tulloch 5.6.3 Transferring 
water permits 

Amend [Make transferring water a permitted activity] 
 

Reject Issue 3.3 

 /       

S375/078  Graeme Hugh Tulloch Category B 
groundwater (not 
directly 
connected) 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       
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S375/079  Graeme Hugh Tulloch Category B 
groundwater 
(directly 
connected) 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S375/080  Graeme Hugh Tulloch Category C 
groundwater 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S377/001  Donald  McCreary Category A 
groundwater 

Amend Amend [definition of directly connected]: Ground water in the 
bore is at the same level as the water in the river and moves up 
and down with the level of the river. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S377/003  Donald  McCreary Unused water Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S377/006  Donald  McCreary Objective O52: 
Efficient allocation 

Amend Amend Objective O52 to read "the efficiency and allocation and 
use of water is improved and maximised  the amount is 
increased through time, including by means of..." 
Add (f) enabling storage within the bed of a river 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S377/009  Donald  McCreary Schedule P: 
Classifying and 
managing 
groundwater and 
surface water 
connectivity 

Amend [Amend Policy P107]: "(a) the groundwater connectivity 
described in Schedule P needs verifying and GW have a 
significant part to play in establishing the evidence"Insert (d) 
when Schedule P changes; "-ve effect on consent holders - 10 
year lead in time to reflect cost, +ve effect - the water 
availability should be released immediately." 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S377/010  Donald  McCreary Policy P107: The 
framework for 
taking and using 
water 

Amend [Amend]: "(a) the groundwater connectivity described in 
Schedule P needs verifying and GW have a significant part to 
play in establishing the evidence" 
Insert (d) when Schedule P changes; "-ve effect on consent 
holders - 10 year lead in time to reflect cost, +ve effect - the 
water availability should be released immediately." 

Reject Issue 2.2 
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 /       

S377/011  Donald  McCreary Policy P109: 
Lapse dates 
affecting water 
takes 

Support Support Policy P109. 
 

Accept Issue 3.4 

 /       

S377/012  Donald  McCreary Policy P111: 
Water takes at 
minimum flows 
and water levels 

Amend  Category A groundwater which shall be required to reduce 
take by 50% of the amount consented above minimum flows 
following a period of 10 days of continuous river levels at 
minimum flow. 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 /       

S377/014  Donald  McCreary Policy P115: 
Authorising takes 
below minimum 
flows and lake 
levels 

Amend Amend Policy P115 (d)  category A groundwater which shall be 
required to reduce take by 50% of the amount consented 
above minimum flows following a period of 10 days of 
continuous river levels at minimum flow. 
Delete (c)(i) 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 /       

S377/015  Donald  McCreary Policy P116: 
Reallocating 
water 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S377/016  Donald  McCreary Policy P117: 
Supplementary 
allocation 
amounts at flows 
above the median 
flow 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 2.5 

 /       

S377/017  Donald  McCreary Policy P118: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 

Amend Amend Policy P118 to read "while existing users replacing 
existing resource consents have a period of four years from the 
date of the plan being made operative  renewal of consen t to 
meet the criteria. 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 
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 /       

S377/018  Donald  McCreary Policy P119: 
Unused water 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S377/019  Donald  McCreary Policy P120: 
Taking water for 
storage 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 2.5 

 /       

S377/020  Donald  McCreary Policy P128: 
Transfer of 
resource consents 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S377/021  Donald  McCreary Rule R137: Farm 
dairy washdown 
and milk-cooling 
water - permitted 
activity 

Amend Amend Rule R137 clause (b) by deleting words after 
"property...". 
 

Reject Issue 2.6 

 /       

S377/022  Donald  McCreary Rule R143: 
Temporary water 
permit transfers - 
controlled activity 

Amend Amend Rule R143 to be a permitted activity and not a 
controlled activity. 
 

Reject Issue 3.3 

 /       

S377/023  Donald  McCreary Rule R144: 
Transferring water 
permits - 
restricted 
discretionary 
activity 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S377/025  Donald  McCreary Method M18: 
Water use groups 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S377/026  Donald  McCreary Methods 19: 
Water 
management 

Amend Amend Method 19 (d) quantify costs and benefits of water 
races and explore alternatives. 
 

Reject Issue 5 

 /       
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S377/028  Donald  McCreary Policy R.P3: 
Cumulative 
effects on river 
reaches of 
allocating water 

Support Insert after adverse effects: that are measured on aquatic... 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S377/029  Donald  McCreary 7 Ruamahanga 
Whaitua 

Oppose Do not include Figures 7.3-7.8 in the plan until categories have 
been verified. Change the allocation amounts in Tables 7.3-7.5 
to what is currently allocated or more if spare water has been 
identified. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S377/030  Donald  McCreary Schedule P: 
Classifying and 
managing 
groundwater and 
surface water 
connectivity 

Oppose Needs empirical calibration by GW. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S377/031  Donald  McCreary Schedule Q: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 
criteria 

Oppose Remove sentence "the model must reliably predict annual 
irrigation volume within an accuracy of 15%"Add after field 
validated model: for Wairarapa conditionsIn (a) add after 80%:  
where practicable 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S377/032  Donald  McCreary Schedule R: 
Guideline for 
stepdown 
allocations 

Amend Add after health needs of people: stock drinking water and 
rootstock protection. 
[Acknowledge Table R1 is interim; consult with water users on 
further changes] 
 

Accept in part Issue 3.1 

 /       

S377/033  Donald  McCreary Category A 
groundwater 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S377/077  Donald  McCreary 5.6.3 Transferring 
water permits 

Amend [Make transferring water a permitted activity] 
 

Reject Issue 3.3 
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 /       

S377/078  Donald  McCreary Category B 
groundwater (not 
directly 
connected) 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S377/079  Donald  McCreary Category B 
groundwater 
(directly 
connected) 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S377/080  Donald  McCreary Category C 
groundwater 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S378/001  Lewis  Herrick Category A 
groundwater 

Amend Amend [definition of directly connected]: Ground water in the 
bore is at the same level as the water in the river and moves up 
and down with the level of the river. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S378/003  Lewis  Herrick Unused water Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S378/006  Lewis  Herrick Objective O52: 
Efficient allocation 

Amend Amend Objective O52 to read "the efficiency and allocation and 
use of water is improved and maximised  the amount is 
increased through time, including by means of..." 
Add (f) enabling storage within the bed of a river 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S378/009  Lewis  Herrick Schedule P: 
Classifying and 
managing 
groundwater and 
surface water 
connectivity 

Amend [Amend Policy P107]: "(a) the groundwater connectivity 
described in Schedule P needs verifying and GW have a 
significant part to play in establishing the evidence"Insert (d) 
when Schedule P changes; "-ve effect on consent holders - 10 
year lead in time to reflect cost, +ve effect - the water 
availability should be released immediately." 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 
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 /       

S378/010  Lewis  Herrick Policy P107: The 
framework for 
taking and using 
water 

Amend [Amend]: "(a) the groundwater connectivity described in 
Schedule P needs verifying and GW have a significant part to 
play in establishing the evidence" 
Insert (d) when Schedule P changes; "-ve effect on consent 
holders - 10 year lead in time to reflect cost, +ve effect - the 
water availability should be released immediately." 
 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S378/011  Lewis  Herrick Policy P109: 
Lapse dates 
affecting water 
takes 

Support Support Policy P109. 
 

Accept Issue 3.4 

 /       

S378/012  Lewis  Herrick Policy P111: 
Water takes at 
minimum flows 
and water levels 

Amend  Category A groundwater which shall be required to reduce 
take by 50% of the amount consented above minimum flows 
following a period of 10 days of continuous river levels at 
minimum flow. 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 /       

S378/014  Lewis  Herrick Policy P115: 
Authorising takes 
below minimum 
flows and lake 
levels 

Amend Amend Policy P115 (d)  category A groundwater which shall be 
required to reduce take by 50% of the amount consented 
above minimum flows following a period of 10 days of 
continuous river levels at minimum flow. 
Delete (c)(i) 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 /       

S378/015  Lewis  Herrick Policy P116: 
Reallocating 
water 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S378/016  Lewis  Herrick Policy P117: 
Supplementary 
allocation 
amounts at flows 
above the median 
flow 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 2.5 



 

Recommended decisions on submissions: Water Allocation Page 162 of 294 

Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

 /       

S378/017  Lewis  Herrick Policy P118: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 

Amend Amend Policy P118 to read "while existing users replacing 
existing resource consents have a period of four years from the 
date of the plan being made operative  renewal of consen t to 
meet the criteria. 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S378/018  Lewis  Herrick Policy P119: 
Unused water 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S378/019  Lewis  Herrick Policy P120: 
Taking water for 
storage 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 2.5 

 /       

S378/020  Lewis  Herrick Policy P128: 
Transfer of 
resource consents 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S378/021  Lewis  Herrick Rule R137: Farm 
dairy washdown 
and milk-cooling 
water - permitted 
activity 

Amend Amend Rule R137 clause (b) by deleting words after 
"property...". 
 

Reject Issue 2.6 

 /       

S378/022  Lewis  Herrick Rule R143: 
Temporary water 
permit transfers - 
controlled activity 

Amend Amend Rule R143 to be a permitted activity and not a 
controlled activity. 
 

Reject Issue 3.3 

 /       

S378/023  Lewis  Herrick Rule R144: 
Transferring water 
permits - 
restricted 
discretionary 
activity 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S378/025  Lewis  Herrick Method M18: Support Retain. Accept Issue 3.3 
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Water use groups  
 /       

S378/026  Lewis  Herrick Methods 19: 
Water 
management 

Amend Amend Method 19 (d) quantify costs and benefits of water 
races and explore alternatives. 
 

Reject Issue 5 

 /       

S378/028  Lewis  Herrick Policy R.P3: 
Cumulative 
effects on river 
reaches of 
allocating water 

Support Insert after adverse effects: that are measured on aquatic... 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S378/029  Lewis  Herrick 7 Ruamahanga 
Whaitua 

Oppose Do not include Figures 7.3-7.8 in the plan until categories have 
been verified. Change the allocation amounts in Tables 7.3-7.5 
to what is currently allocated or more if spare water has been 
identified. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S378/030  Lewis  Herrick Schedule P: 
Classifying and 
managing 
groundwater and 
surface water 
connectivity 

Oppose Needs empirical calibration by GW. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S378/031  Lewis  Herrick Schedule Q: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 
criteria 

Oppose Remove sentence "the model must reliably predict annual 
irrigation volume within an accuracy of 15%"Add after field 
validated model: for Wairarapa conditionsIn (a) add after 80%:  
where practicable 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S378/032  Lewis  Herrick Schedule R: 
Guideline for 
stepdown 
allocations 

Amend Add after health needs of people: stock drinking water and 
rootstock protection. 
[Acknowledge Table R1 is interim; consult with water users on 
further changes] 
 

Accept in part Issue 3.1 

 /       
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Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

S378/033  Lewis  Herrick Category A 
groundwater 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S378/090  Lewis  Herrick 5.6.3 Transferring 
water permits 

Amend [Make transferring water a permitted activity] 
 

Reject Issue 3.3 

 /       

S378/091  Lewis  Herrick Category B 
groundwater (not 
directly 
connected) 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S378/092  Lewis  Herrick Category B 
groundwater 
(directly 
connected) 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S378/093  Lewis  Herrick Category C 
groundwater 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S380/001  Willy and Sally Bosch Category A 
groundwater 

Amend Amend [definition of directly connected]: Ground water in the 
bore is at the same level as the water in the river and moves up 
and down with the level of the river. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S380/003  Willy and Sally Bosch Unused water Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S380/006  Willy and Sally Bosch Objective O52: 
Efficient allocation 

Amend Amend Objective O52 to read "the efficiency and allocation and 
use of water is improved and maximised  the amount is 
increased through time, including by means of..." 
Add (f) enabling storage within the bed of a river 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       
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Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

S380/009  Willy and Sally Bosch Schedule P: 
Classifying and 
managing 
groundwater and 
surface water 
connectivity 

Amend [Amend Policy P107]: "(a) the groundwater connectivity 
described in Schedule P needs verifying and GW have a 
significant part to play in establishing the evidence"Insert (d) 
when Schedule P changes; "-ve effect on consent holders - 10 
year lead in time to reflect cost, +ve effect - the water 
availability should be released immediately." 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S380/010  Willy and Sally Bosch Policy P107: The 
framework for 
taking and using 
water 

Amend [Amend]: "(a) the groundwater connectivity described in 
Schedule P needs verifying and GW have a significant part to 
play in establishing the evidence" 
Insert (d) when Schedule P changes; "-ve effect on consent 
holders - 10 year lead in time to reflect cost, +ve effect - the 
water availability should be released immediately." 
 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S380/011  Willy and Sally Bosch Policy P109: 
Lapse dates 
affecting water 
takes 

Support Support Policy P109. 
 

Accept Issue 3.4 

 /       

S380/012  Willy and Sally Bosch Policy P111: 
Water takes at 
minimum flows 
and water levels 

Amend  Category A groundwater which shall be required to reduce 
take by 50% of the amount consented above minimum flows 
following a period of 10 days of continuous river levels at 
minimum flow. 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 /       

S380/014  Willy and Sally Bosch Policy P115: 
Authorising takes 
below minimum 
flows and lake 
levels 

Amend Amend Policy P115 (d)  category A groundwater which shall be 
required to reduce take by 50% of the amount consented 
above minimum flows following a period of 10 days of 
continuous river levels at minimum flow. 
Delete (c)(i) 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 /       

S380/015  Willy and Sally Bosch Policy P116: 
Reallocating 
water 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 
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Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

 /       

S380/016  Willy and Sally Bosch Policy P117: 
Supplementary 
allocation 
amounts at flows 
above the median 
flow 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 2.5 

 /       

S380/017  Willy and Sally Bosch Policy P118: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 

Amend Amend Policy P118 to read "while existing users replacing 
existing resource consents have a period of four years from the 
date of the plan being made operative  renewal of consen t to 
meet the criteria. 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S380/018  Willy and Sally Bosch Policy P119: 
Unused water 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S380/019  Willy and Sally Bosch Policy P120: 
Taking water for 
storage 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 2.5 

 /       

S380/020  Willy and Sally Bosch Policy P128: 
Transfer of 
resource consents 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S380/021  Willy and Sally Bosch Rule R137: Farm 
dairy washdown 
and milk-cooling 
water - permitted 
activity 

Amend Amend Rule R137 clause (b) by deleting words after 
"property...". 
 

Reject Issue 2.6 

 /       

S380/022  Willy and Sally Bosch Rule R143: 
Temporary water 
permit transfers - 
controlled activity 

Amend Amend Rule R143 to be a permitted activity and not a 
controlled activity. 
 

Reject Issue 3.3 

 /       

S380/023  Willy and Sally Bosch Rule R144: Support Retain. Accept Issue 3.3 
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Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

Transferring water 
permits - 
restricted 
discretionary 
activity 

 

 /       

S380/025  Willy and Sally Bosch Method M18: 
Water use groups 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S380/026  Willy and Sally Bosch Methods 19: 
Water 
management 

Amend Amend Method 19 (d) quantify costs and benefits of water 
races and explore alternatives. 
 

Reject Issue 5 

 /       

S380/028  Willy and Sally Bosch Policy R.P3: 
Cumulative 
effects on river 
reaches of 
allocating water 

Support Insert after adverse effects: that are measured on aquatic... 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S380/029  Willy and Sally Bosch 7 Ruamahanga 
Whaitua 

Oppose Do not include Figures 7.3-7.8 in the plan until categories have 
been verified. Change the allocation amounts in Tables 7.3-7.5 
to what is currently allocated or more if spare water has been 
identified. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S380/030  Willy and Sally Bosch Schedule P: 
Classifying and 
managing 
groundwater and 
surface water 
connectivity 

Oppose Needs empirical calibration by GW. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S380/031  Willy and Sally Bosch Schedule Q: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 
criteria 

Oppose Remove sentence "the model must reliably predict annual 
irrigation volume within an accuracy of 15%"Add after field 
validated model: for Wairarapa conditionsIn (a) add after 80%:  
where practicable 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 
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Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

 /       

S380/032  Willy and Sally Bosch Schedule R: 
Guideline for 
stepdown 
allocations 

Amend Add after health needs of people: stock drinking water and 
rootstock protection. 
[Acknowledge Table R1 is interim; consult with water users on 
further changes] 
 

Accept in part Issue 3.1 

 /       

S380/033  Willy and Sally Bosch Category A 
groundwater 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S380/077  Willy and Sally Bosch 5.6.3 Transferring 
water permits 

Amend [Make transferring water a permitted activity] 
 

Reject Issue 3.3 

 /       

S380/078  Willy and Sally Bosch Category B 
groundwater (not 
directly 
connected) 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S380/079  Willy and Sally Bosch Category B 
groundwater 
(directly 
connected) 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S380/080  Willy and Sally Bosch Category C 
groundwater 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S382/007  Noel and Ann Gray Category A 
groundwater 

Amend Amend [definition of directly connected]: Ground water in the 
bore is at the same level as the water in the river and moves up 
and down with the level of the river. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S382/009  Noel and Ann Gray Unused water Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 
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Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

 /       

S382/012  Noel and Ann Gray Objective O52: 
Efficient allocation 

Amend Amend Objective O52 to read "the efficiency and allocation and 
use of water is improved and maximised  the amount is 
increased through time, including by means of..." 
Add (f) enabling storage within the bed of a river 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S382/015  Noel and Ann Gray Schedule P: 
Classifying and 
managing 
groundwater and 
surface water 
connectivity 

Amend [Amend Policy P107]: "(a) the groundwater connectivity 
described in Schedule P needs verifying and GW have a 
significant part to play in establishing the evidence"Insert (d) 
when Schedule P changes; "-ve effect on consent holders - 10 
year lead in time to reflect cost, +ve effect - the water 
availability should be released immediately." 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S382/016  Noel and Ann Gray Policy P107: The 
framework for 
taking and using 
water 

Amend [Amend]: "(a) the groundwater connectivity described in 
Schedule P needs verifying and GW have a significant part to 
play in establishing the evidence" 
Insert (d) when Schedule P changes; "-ve effect on consent 
holders - 10 year lead in time to reflect cost, +ve effect - the 
water availability should be released immediately." 
 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S382/017  Noel and Ann Gray Policy P109: 
Lapse dates 
affecting water 
takes 

Support Support Policy P109. 
 

Accept Issue 3.4 

 /       

S382/018  Noel and Ann Gray Policy P111: 
Water takes at 
minimum flows 
and water levels 

Amend  Category A groundwater which shall be required to reduce 
take by 50% of the amount consented above minimum flows 
following a period of 10 days of continuous river levels at 
minimum flow. 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 /       

S382/020  Noel and Ann Gray Policy P115: 
Authorising takes 
below minimum 

Amend Amend Policy P115 (d)  category A groundwater which shall be 
required to reduce take by 50% of the amount consented 
above minimum flows following a period of 10 days of 

Reject Issue 2.3 
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Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

flows and lake 
levels 

continuous river levels at minimum flow. 
Delete (c)(i) 
 

 /       

S382/021  Noel and Ann Gray Policy P116: 
Reallocating 
water 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S382/022  Noel and Ann Gray Policy P117: 
Supplementary 
allocation 
amounts at flows 
above the median 
flow 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 2.5 

 /       

S382/023  Noel and Ann Gray Policy P118: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 

Amend Amend Policy P118 to read "while existing users replacing 
existing resource consents have a period of four years from the 
date of the plan being made operative  renewal of consen t to 
meet the criteria. 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S382/024  Noel and Ann Gray Policy P119: 
Unused water 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S382/025  Noel and Ann Gray Policy P120: 
Taking water for 
storage 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 2.5 

 /       

S382/026  Noel and Ann Gray Policy P128: 
Transfer of 
resource consents 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S382/027  Noel and Ann Gray Rule R137: Farm 
dairy washdown 
and milk-cooling 
water - permitted 
activity 

Amend Amend Rule R137 clause (b) by deleting words after 
"property...". 
 

Reject Issue 2.6 
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Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

 /       

S382/028  Noel and Ann Gray Rule R143: 
Temporary water 
permit transfers - 
controlled activity 

Amend Amend Rule R143 to be a permitted activity and not a 
controlled activity. 
 

Reject Issue 3.3 

 /       

S382/029  Noel and Ann Gray Rule R144: 
Transferring water 
permits - 
restricted 
discretionary 
activity 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S382/031  Noel and Ann Gray Method M18: 
Water use groups 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S382/032  Noel and Ann Gray Methods 19: 
Water 
management 

Amend Amend Method 19 (d) quantify costs and benefits of water 
races and explore alternatives. 
 

Reject Issue 5 

 /       

S382/034  Noel and Ann Gray Policy R.P3: 
Cumulative 
effects on river 
reaches of 
allocating water 

Support Insert after adverse effects: that are measured on aquatic... 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S382/035  Noel and Ann Gray 7 Ruamahanga 
Whaitua 

Oppose Do not include Figures 7.3-7.8 in the plan until categories have 
been verified. Change the allocation amounts in Tables 7.3-7.5 
to what is currently allocated or more if spare water has been 
identified. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S382/036  Noel and Ann Gray Schedule P: 
Classifying and 
managing 
groundwater and 
surface water 

Oppose Needs empirical calibration by GW. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 
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Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

connectivity 
 /       

S382/037  Noel and Ann Gray Schedule Q: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 
criteria 

Oppose Remove sentence "the model must reliably predict annual 
irrigation volume within an accuracy of 15%"Add after field 
validated model: for Wairarapa conditionsIn (a) add after 80%:  
where practicable 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S382/038  Noel and Ann Gray Schedule R: 
Guideline for 
stepdown 
allocations 

Amend Add after health needs of people: stock drinking water and 
rootstock protection. 
[Acknowledge Table R1 is interim; consult with water users on 
further changes] 
 

Accept in part Issue 3.1 

 /       

S382/039  Noel and Ann Gray Category A 
groundwater 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S382/041  Noel and Ann Gray 5.6.3 Transferring 
water permits 

Amend [Make transferring water a permitted activity] 
 

Reject Issue 3.3 

 /       

S382/042  Noel and Ann Gray Category B 
groundwater (not 
directly 
connected) 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S382/043  Noel and Ann Gray Category B 
groundwater 
(directly 
connected) 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S382/044  Noel and Ann Gray Category C 
groundwater 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       
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Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

S383/007  Brad  Gooding Category A 
groundwater 

Amend Amend [definition of directly connected]: Ground water in the 
bore is at the same level as the water in the river and moves up 
and down with the level of the river. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S383/009  Brad  Gooding Unused water Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S383/012  Brad  Gooding Objective O52: 
Efficient allocation 

Amend Amend Objective O52 to read "the efficiency and allocation and 
use of water is improved and maximised  the amount is 
increased through time, including by means of..." 
Add (f) enabling storage within the bed of a river 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S383/015  Brad  Gooding Schedule P: 
Classifying and 
managing 
groundwater and 
surface water 
connectivity 

Amend [Amend Policy P107]: "(a) the groundwater connectivity 
described in Schedule P needs verifying and GW have a 
significant part to play in establishing the evidence"Insert (d) 
when Schedule P changes; "-ve effect on consent holders - 10 
year lead in time to reflect cost, +ve effect - the water 
availability should be released immediately." 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S383/016  Brad  Gooding Policy P107: The 
framework for 
taking and using 
water 

Amend [Amend]: "(a) the groundwater connectivity described in 
Schedule P needs verifying and GW have a significant part to 
play in establishing the evidence" 
Insert (d) when Schedule P changes; "-ve effect on consent 
holders - 10 year lead in time to reflect cost, +ve effect - the 
water availability should be released immediately." 
 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S383/017  Brad  Gooding Policy P109: 
Lapse dates 
affecting water 
takes 

Support Support Policy P109. 
 

Accept Issue 3.4 

 /       

S383/018  Brad  Gooding Policy P111: 
Water takes at 

Amend  Category A groundwater which shall be required to reduce 
take by 50% of the amount consented above minimum flows 

Reject Issue 2.3 
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Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

minimum flows 
and water levels 

following a period of 10 days of continuous river levels at 
minimum flow. 
 

 /       

S383/020  Brad  Gooding Policy P115: 
Authorising takes 
below minimum 
flows and lake 
levels 

Amend Amend Policy P115 (d)  category A groundwater which shall be 
required to reduce take by 50% of the amount consented 
above minimum flows following a period of 10 days of 
continuous river levels at minimum flow. 
Delete (c)(i) 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 /       

S383/021  Brad  Gooding Policy P116: 
Reallocating 
water 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S383/022  Brad  Gooding Policy P117: 
Supplementary 
allocation 
amounts at flows 
above the median 
flow 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 2.5 

 /       

S383/023  Brad  Gooding Policy P118: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 

Amend Amend Policy P118 to read "while existing users replacing 
existing resource consents have a period of four years from the 
date of the plan being made operative  renewal of consen t to 
meet the criteria. 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S383/024  Brad  Gooding Policy P119: 
Unused water 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S383/025  Brad  Gooding Policy P120: 
Taking water for 
storage 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 2.5 

 /       

S383/026  Brad  Gooding Policy P128: 
Transfer of 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 
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Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

resource consents 
 /       

S383/027  Brad  Gooding Rule R137: Farm 
dairy washdown 
and milk-cooling 
water - permitted 
activity 

Amend Amend Rule R137 clause (b) by deleting words after 
"property...". 
 

Reject Issue 2.6 

 /       

S383/028  Brad  Gooding Rule R143: 
Temporary water 
permit transfers - 
controlled activity 

Amend Amend Rule R143 to be a permitted activity and not a 
controlled activity. 
 

Reject Issue 3.3 

 /       

S383/029  Brad  Gooding Rule R144: 
Transferring water 
permits - 
restricted 
discretionary 
activity 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S383/031  Brad  Gooding Method M18: 
Water use groups 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S383/032  Brad  Gooding Methods 19: 
Water 
management 

Amend Amend Method 19 (d) quantify costs and benefits of water 
races and explore alternatives. 
 

Reject Issue 5 

 /       

S383/034  Brad  Gooding Policy R.P3: 
Cumulative 
effects on river 
reaches of 
allocating water 

Support Insert after adverse effects: that are measured on aquatic... 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S383/035  Brad  Gooding 7 Ruamahanga 
Whaitua 

Oppose Do not include Figures 7.3-7.8 in the plan until categories have 
been verified. Change the allocation amounts in Tables 7.3-7.5 
to what is currently allocated or more if spare water has been 
identified. 

Reject Issue 2.2 
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point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

 
 /       

S383/036  Brad  Gooding Schedule P: 
Classifying and 
managing 
groundwater and 
surface water 
connectivity 

Oppose Needs empirical calibration by GW. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S383/037  Brad  Gooding Schedule Q: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 
criteria 

Oppose Remove sentence "the model must reliably predict annual 
irrigation volume within an accuracy of 15%"Add after field 
validated model: for Wairarapa conditionsIn (a) add after 80%:  
where practicable 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S383/038  Brad  Gooding Schedule R: 
Guideline for 
stepdown 
allocations 

Amend Add after health needs of people: stock drinking water and 
rootstock protection. 
[Acknowledge Table R1 is interim; consult with water users on 
further changes] 
 

Accept in part Issue 3.1 

 /       

S383/039  Brad  Gooding Category A 
groundwater 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S383/041  Brad  Gooding 5.6.3 Transferring 
water permits 

Amend [Make transferring water a permitted activity] 
 

Reject Issue 3.3 

 /       

S383/042  Brad  Gooding Category B 
groundwater (not 
directly 
connected) 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S383/043  Brad  Gooding Category B 
groundwater 
(directly 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 

Reject Issue 2.2 
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Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

connected)  
 /       

S383/044  Brad  Gooding Category C 
groundwater 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S384/007  Richard  Osborne Category A 
groundwater 

Amend Amend [definition of directly connected]: Ground water in the 
bore is at the same level as the water in the river and moves up 
and down with the level of the river. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S384/009  Richard  Osborne Unused water Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S384/012  Richard  Osborne Objective O52: 
Efficient allocation 

Amend Amend Objective O52 to read "the efficiency and allocation and 
use of water is improved and maximised  the amount is 
increased through time, including by means of..." 
Add (f) enabling storage within the bed of a river 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S384/015  Richard  Osborne Schedule P: 
Classifying and 
managing 
groundwater and 
surface water 
connectivity 

Amend [Amend Policy P107]: "(a) the groundwater connectivity 
described in Schedule P needs verifying and GW have a 
significant part to play in establishing the evidence"Insert (d) 
when Schedule P changes; "-ve effect on consent holders - 10 
year lead in time to reflect cost, +ve effect - the water 
availability should be released immediately." 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S384/016  Richard  Osborne Policy P107: The 
framework for 
taking and using 
water 

Amend [Amend]: "(a) the groundwater connectivity described in 
Schedule P needs verifying and GW have a significant part to 
play in establishing the evidence" 
Insert (d) when Schedule P changes; "-ve effect on consent 
holders - 10 year lead in time to reflect cost, +ve effect - the 
water availability should be released immediately." 
 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 
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Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

 /       

S384/017  Richard  Osborne Policy P109: 
Lapse dates 
affecting water 
takes 

Support Support Policy P109. 
 

Accept Issue 3.4 

 /       

S384/018  Richard  Osborne Policy P111: 
Water takes at 
minimum flows 
and water levels 

Amend  Category A groundwater which shall be required to reduce 
take by 50% of the amount consented above minimum flows 
following a period of 10 days of continuous river levels at 
minimum flow. 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 /       

S384/020  Richard  Osborne Policy P115: 
Authorising takes 
below minimum 
flows and lake 
levels 

Amend Amend Policy P115 (d)  category A groundwater which shall be 
required to reduce take by 50% of the amount consented 
above minimum flows following a period of 10 days of 
continuous river levels at minimum flow. 
Delete (c)(i) 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 /       

S384/021  Richard  Osborne Policy P116: 
Reallocating 
water 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S384/022  Richard  Osborne Policy P117: 
Supplementary 
allocation 
amounts at flows 
above the median 
flow 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 2.5 

 /       

S384/023  Richard  Osborne Policy P118: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 

Amend Amend Policy P118 to read "while existing users replacing 
existing resource consents have a period of four years from the 
date of the plan being made operative  renewal of consen t to 
meet the criteria. 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S384/024  Richard  Osborne Policy P119: Support Retain. Accept Issue 3.2 
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Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

Unused water  
 /       

S384/025  Richard  Osborne Policy P120: 
Taking water for 
storage 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 2.5 

 /       

S384/026  Richard  Osborne Policy P128: 
Transfer of 
resource consents 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S384/027  Richard  Osborne Rule R137: Farm 
dairy washdown 
and milk-cooling 
water - permitted 
activity 

Amend Amend Rule R137 clause (b) by deleting words after 
"property...". 
 

Reject Issue 2.6 

 /       

S384/028  Richard  Osborne Rule R143: 
Temporary water 
permit transfers - 
controlled activity 

Amend Amend Rule R143 to be a permitted activity and not a 
controlled activity. 
 

Reject Issue 3.3 

 /       

S384/029  Richard  Osborne Rule R144: 
Transferring water 
permits - 
restricted 
discretionary 
activity 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S384/031  Richard  Osborne Method M18: 
Water use groups 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S384/032  Richard  Osborne Methods 19: 
Water 
management 

Amend Amend Method 19 (d) quantify costs and benefits of water 
races and explore alternatives. 
 

Reject Issue 5 

 /       

S384/034  Richard  Osborne Policy R.P3: 
Cumulative 

Support Insert after adverse effects: that are measured on aquatic... 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 
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Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

effects on river 
reaches of 
allocating water 

 /       

S384/035  Richard  Osborne 7 Ruamahanga 
Whaitua 

Oppose Do not include Figures 7.3-7.8 in the plan until categories have 
been verified. Change the allocation amounts in Tables 7.3-7.5 
to what is currently allocated or more if spare water has been 
identified. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S384/036  Richard  Osborne Schedule P: 
Classifying and 
managing 
groundwater and 
surface water 
connectivity 

Oppose Needs empirical calibration by GW. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S384/037  Richard  Osborne Schedule Q: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 
criteria 

Oppose Remove sentence "the model must reliably predict annual 
irrigation volume within an accuracy of 15%"Add after field 
validated model: for Wairarapa conditionsIn (a) add after 80%:  
where practicable 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S384/038  Richard  Osborne Schedule R: 
Guideline for 
stepdown 
allocations 

Amend Add after health needs of people: stock drinking water and 
rootstock protection. 
[Acknowledge Table R1 is interim; consult with water users on 
further changes] 
 

Accept in part Issue 3.1 

 /       

S384/039  Richard  Osborne Category A 
groundwater 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S384/041  Richard  Osborne 5.6.3 Transferring 
water permits 

Amend [Make transferring water a permitted activity] 
 

Reject Issue 3.3 

 /       
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Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

S384/042  Richard  Osborne Category B 
groundwater (not 
directly 
connected) 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S384/043  Richard  Osborne Category B 
groundwater 
(directly 
connected) 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S384/044  Richard  Osborne Category C 
groundwater 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S388/001  Gerard  Vollebregt Category A 
groundwater 

Amend Amend [definition of directly connected]: Ground water in the 
bore is at the same level as the water in the river and moves up 
and down with the level of the river. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S388/003  Gerard  Vollebregt Unused water Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S388/006  Gerard  Vollebregt Objective O52: 
Efficient allocation 

Amend Amend Objective O52 to read "the efficiency and allocation and 
use of water is improved and maximised  the amount is 
increased through time, including by means of..." 
Add (f) enabling storage within the bed of a river 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S388/009  Gerard  Vollebregt Schedule P: 
Classifying and 
managing 
groundwater and 
surface water 
connectivity 

Amend [Amend Policy P107]: "(a) the groundwater connectivity 
described in Schedule P needs verifying and GW have a 
significant part to play in establishing the evidence"Insert (d) 
when Schedule P changes; "-ve effect on consent holders - 10 
year lead in time to reflect cost, +ve effect - the water 
availability should be released immediately." 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       
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Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

S388/010  Gerard  Vollebregt Policy P107: The 
framework for 
taking and using 
water 

Amend [Amend]: "(a) the groundwater connectivity described in 
Schedule P needs verifying and GW have a significant part to 
play in establishing the evidence" 
Insert (d) when Schedule P changes; "-ve effect on consent 
holders - 10 year lead in time to reflect cost, +ve effect - the 
water availability should be released immediately." 
 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S388/011  Gerard  Vollebregt Policy P109: 
Lapse dates 
affecting water 
takes 

Support Support Policy P109. 
 

Accept Issue 3.4 

 /       

S388/012  Gerard  Vollebregt Policy P111: 
Water takes at 
minimum flows 
and water levels 

Amend  Category A groundwater which shall be required to reduce 
take by 50% of the amount consented above minimum flows 
following a period of 10 days of continuous river levels at 
minimum flow. 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 /       

S388/014  Gerard  Vollebregt Policy P115: 
Authorising takes 
below minimum 
flows and lake 
levels 

Amend Amend Policy P115 (d)  category A groundwater which shall be 
required to reduce take by 50% of the amount consented 
above minimum flows following a period of 10 days of 
continuous river levels at minimum flow. 
Delete (c)(i) 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 /       

S388/015  Gerard  Vollebregt Policy P116: 
Reallocating 
water 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S388/016  Gerard  Vollebregt Policy P117: 
Supplementary 
allocation 
amounts at flows 
above the median 
flow 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 2.5 

 /       
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Further 
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point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

S388/017  Gerard  Vollebregt Policy P118: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 

Amend Amend Policy P118 to read "while existing users replacing 
existing resource consents have a period of four years from the 
date of the plan being made operative  renewal of consen t to 
meet the criteria. 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S388/018  Gerard  Vollebregt Policy P119: 
Unused water 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S388/019  Gerard  Vollebregt Policy P120: 
Taking water for 
storage 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 2.5 

 /       

S388/020  Gerard  Vollebregt Policy P128: 
Transfer of 
resource consents 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S388/021  Gerard  Vollebregt Rule R137: Farm 
dairy washdown 
and milk-cooling 
water - permitted 
activity 

Amend Amend Rule R137 clause (b) by deleting words after 
"property...". 
 

Reject Issue 2.6 

 /       

S388/022  Gerard  Vollebregt Rule R143: 
Temporary water 
permit transfers - 
controlled activity 

Amend Amend Rule R143 to be a permitted activity and not a 
controlled activity. 
 

Reject Issue 3.3 

 /       

S388/023  Gerard  Vollebregt Rule R144: 
Transferring water 
permits - 
restricted 
discretionary 
activity 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S388/025  Gerard  Vollebregt Method M18: 
Water use groups 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 
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Further 
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point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

 /       

S388/026  Gerard  Vollebregt Methods 19: 
Water 
management 

Amend Amend Method 19 (d) quantify costs and benefits of water 
races and explore alternatives. 
 

Reject Issue 5 

 /       

S388/028  Gerard  Vollebregt Policy R.P3: 
Cumulative 
effects on river 
reaches of 
allocating water 

Support Insert after adverse effects: that are measured on aquatic... 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S388/029  Gerard  Vollebregt 7 Ruamahanga 
Whaitua 

Oppose Do not include Figures 7.3-7.8 in the plan until categories have 
been verified. Change the allocation amounts in Tables 7.3-7.5 
to what is currently allocated or more if spare water has been 
identified. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S388/030  Gerard  Vollebregt Schedule P: 
Classifying and 
managing 
groundwater and 
surface water 
connectivity 

Oppose Needs empirical calibration by GW. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S388/031  Gerard  Vollebregt Schedule Q: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 
criteria 

Oppose Remove sentence "the model must reliably predict annual 
irrigation volume within an accuracy of 15%"Add after field 
validated model: for Wairarapa conditionsIn (a) add after 80%:  
where practicable 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S388/032  Gerard  Vollebregt Schedule R: 
Guideline for 
stepdown 
allocations 

Amend Add after health needs of people: stock drinking water and 
rootstock protection. 
[Acknowledge Table R1 is interim; consult with water users on 
further changes] 
 

Accept in part Issue 3.1 

 /       

S388/033  Gerard  Vollebregt Category A Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has Reject Issue 2.2 
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Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

groundwater field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

 /       

S388/077  Gerard  Vollebregt 5.6.3 Transferring 
water permits 

Amend [Make transferring water a permitted activity] 
 

Reject Issue 3.3 

 /       

S388/078  Gerard  Vollebregt Category B 
groundwater (not 
directly 
connected) 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S388/079  Gerard  Vollebregt Category B 
groundwater 
(directly 
connected) 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S388/080  Gerard  Vollebregt Category C 
groundwater 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S390/001  Hayden  Thurston Category A 
groundwater 

Amend Amend [definition of directly connected]: Ground water in the 
bore is at the same level as the water in the river and moves up 
and down with the level of the river. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S390/003  Hayden  Thurston Unused water Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S390/006  Hayden  Thurston Objective O52: 
Efficient allocation 

Amend Amend Objective O52 to read "the efficiency and allocation and 
use of water is improved and maximised  the amount is 
increased through time, including by means of..." 
Add (f) enabling storage within the bed of a river 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S390/009  Hayden  Thurston Schedule P: Amend [Amend Policy P107]: "(a) the groundwater connectivity Reject Issue 2.2 
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Officer 
comment 

Classifying and 
managing 
groundwater and 
surface water 
connectivity 

described in Schedule P needs verifying and GW have a 
significant part to play in establishing the evidence"Insert (d) 
when Schedule P changes; "-ve effect on consent holders - 10 
year lead in time to reflect cost, +ve effect - the water 
availability should be released immediately." 
 

 /       

S390/010  Hayden  Thurston Policy P107: The 
framework for 
taking and using 
water 

Amend [Amend]: "(a) the groundwater connectivity described in 
Schedule P needs verifying and GW have a significant part to 
play in establishing the evidence" 
Insert (d) when Schedule P changes; "-ve effect on consent 
holders - 10 year lead in time to reflect cost, +ve effect - the 
water availability should be released immediately." 
 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S390/011  Hayden  Thurston Policy P109: 
Lapse dates 
affecting water 
takes 

Support Support Policy P109. 
 

Accept Issue 3.4 

 /       

S390/012  Hayden  Thurston Policy P111: 
Water takes at 
minimum flows 
and water levels 

Amend  Category A groundwater which shall be required to reduce 
take by 50% of the amount consented above minimum flows 
following a period of 10 days of continuous river levels at 
minimum flow. 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 /       

S390/014  Hayden  Thurston Policy P115: 
Authorising takes 
below minimum 
flows and lake 
levels 

Amend Amend Policy P115 (d)  category A groundwater which shall be 
required to reduce take by 50% of the amount consented 
above minimum flows following a period of 10 days of 
continuous river levels at minimum flow. 
Delete (c)(i) 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 /       

S390/015  Hayden  Thurston Policy P116: 
Reallocating 
water 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       
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recommendation 

Officer 
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S390/016  Hayden  Thurston Policy P117: 
Supplementary 
allocation 
amounts at flows 
above the median 
flow 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 2.5 

 /       

S390/017  Hayden  Thurston Policy P118: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 

Amend Amend Policy P118 to read "while existing users replacing 
existing resource consents have a period of four years from the 
date of the plan being made operative  renewal of consen t to 
meet the criteria. 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S390/018  Hayden  Thurston Policy P119: 
Unused water 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S390/019  Hayden  Thurston Policy P120: 
Taking water for 
storage 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 2.5 

 /       

S390/020  Hayden  Thurston Policy P128: 
Transfer of 
resource consents 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S390/021  Hayden  Thurston Rule R137: Farm 
dairy washdown 
and milk-cooling 
water - permitted 
activity 

Amend Amend Rule R137 clause (b) by deleting words after 
"property...". 
 

Reject Issue 2.6 

 /       

S390/022  Hayden  Thurston Rule R143: 
Temporary water 
permit transfers - 
controlled activity 

Amend Amend Rule R143 to be a permitted activity and not a 
controlled activity. 
 

Reject Issue 3.3 

 /       

S390/023  Hayden  Thurston Rule R144: 
Transferring water 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 
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Officer 
comment 

permits - 
restricted 
discretionary 
activity 

 /       

S390/025  Hayden  Thurston Method M18: 
Water use groups 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S390/026  Hayden  Thurston Methods 19: 
Water 
management 

Amend Amend Method 19 (d) quantify costs and benefits of water 
races and explore alternatives. 
 

Reject Issue 5 

 /       

S390/028  Hayden  Thurston Policy R.P3: 
Cumulative 
effects on river 
reaches of 
allocating water 

Support Insert after adverse effects: that are measured on aquatic... 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S390/029  Hayden  Thurston 7 Ruamahanga 
Whaitua 

Oppose Do not include Figures 7.3-7.8 in the plan until categories have 
been verified. Change the allocation amounts in Tables 7.3-7.5 
to what is currently allocated or more if spare water has been 
identified. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S390/030  Hayden  Thurston Schedule P: 
Classifying and 
managing 
groundwater and 
surface water 
connectivity 

Oppose Needs empirical calibration by GW. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S390/031  Hayden  Thurston Schedule Q: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 
criteria 

Oppose Remove sentence "the model must reliably predict annual 
irrigation volume within an accuracy of 15%"Add after field 
validated model: for Wairarapa conditionsIn (a) add after 80%:  
where practicable 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       
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Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

S390/032  Hayden  Thurston Schedule R: 
Guideline for 
stepdown 
allocations 

Amend Add after health needs of people: stock drinking water and 
rootstock protection. 
[Acknowledge Table R1 is interim; consult with water users on 
further changes] 
 

Accept in part Issue 3.1 

 /       

S390/033  Hayden  Thurston Category A 
groundwater 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S390/077  Hayden  Thurston 5.6.3 Transferring 
water permits 

Amend [Make transferring water a permitted activity] 
 

Reject Issue 3.3 

 /       

S390/078  Hayden  Thurston Category B 
groundwater (not 
directly 
connected) 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S390/079  Hayden  Thurston Category B 
groundwater 
(directly 
connected) 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S390/080  Hayden  Thurston Category C 
groundwater 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S392/001  Stewart  Weatherstone Category A 
groundwater 

Amend Amend [definition of directly connected]: Ground water in the 
bore is at the same level as the water in the river and moves up 
and down with the level of the river. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S392/003  Stewart  Weatherstone Unused water Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       
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Officer 
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S392/006  Stewart  Weatherstone Objective O52: 
Efficient allocation 

Amend Amend Objective O52 to read "the efficiency and allocation and 
use of water is improved and maximised  the amount is 
increased through time, including by means of..." 
Add (f) enabling storage within the bed of a river 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S392/009  Stewart  Weatherstone Schedule P: 
Classifying and 
managing 
groundwater and 
surface water 
connectivity 

Amend [Amend Policy P107]: "(a) the groundwater connectivity 
described in Schedule P needs verifying and GW have a 
significant part to play in establishing the evidence"Insert (d) 
when Schedule P changes; "-ve effect on consent holders - 10 
year lead in time to reflect cost, +ve effect - the water 
availability should be released immediately." 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S392/010  Stewart  Weatherstone Policy P107: The 
framework for 
taking and using 
water 

Amend [Amend]: "(a) the groundwater connectivity described in 
Schedule P needs verifying and GW have a significant part to 
play in establishing the evidence" 
Insert (d) when Schedule P changes; "-ve effect on consent 
holders - 10 year lead in time to reflect cost, +ve effect - the 
water availability should be released immediately." 
 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S392/011  Stewart  Weatherstone Policy P109: 
Lapse dates 
affecting water 
takes 

Support Support Policy P109. 
 

Accept Issue 3.4 

 /       

S392/012  Stewart  Weatherstone Policy P111: 
Water takes at 
minimum flows 
and water levels 

Amend  Category A groundwater which shall be required to reduce 
take by 50% of the amount consented above minimum flows 
following a period of 10 days of continuous river levels at 
minimum flow. 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 /       

S392/014  Stewart  Weatherstone Policy P115: 
Authorising takes 
below minimum 
flows and lake 

Amend Amend Policy P115 (d)  category A groundwater which shall be 
required to reduce take by 50% of the amount consented 
above minimum flows following a period of 10 days of 
continuous river levels at minimum flow. 

Reject Issue 2.3 
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recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

levels Delete (c)(i) 
 

 /       

S392/015  Stewart  Weatherstone Policy P116: 
Reallocating 
water 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S392/016  Stewart  Weatherstone Policy P117: 
Supplementary 
allocation 
amounts at flows 
above the median 
flow 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 2.5 

 /       

S392/017  Stewart  Weatherstone Policy P118: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 

Amend Amend Policy P118 to read "while existing users replacing 
existing resource consents have a period of four years from the 
date of the plan being made operative  renewal of consen t to 
meet the criteria. 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S392/018  Stewart  Weatherstone Policy P119: 
Unused water 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S392/019  Stewart  Weatherstone Policy P120: 
Taking water for 
storage 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 2.5 

 /       

S392/020  Stewart  Weatherstone Policy P128: 
Transfer of 
resource consents 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S392/021  Stewart  Weatherstone Rule R137: Farm 
dairy washdown 
and milk-cooling 
water - permitted 
activity 

Amend Amend Rule R137 clause (b) by deleting words after 
"property...". 
 

Reject Issue 2.6 

 /       
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Further 
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point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

S392/022  Stewart  Weatherstone Rule R143: 
Temporary water 
permit transfers - 
controlled activity 

Amend Amend Rule R143 to be a permitted activity and not a 
controlled activity. 
 

Reject Issue 3.3 

 /       

S392/023  Stewart  Weatherstone Rule R144: 
Transferring water 
permits - 
restricted 
discretionary 
activity 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S392/025  Stewart  Weatherstone Method M18: 
Water use groups 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S392/026  Stewart  Weatherstone Methods 19: 
Water 
management 

Amend Amend Method 19 (d) quantify costs and benefits of water 
races and explore alternatives. 
 

Reject Issue 5 

 /       

S392/028  Stewart  Weatherstone Policy R.P3: 
Cumulative 
effects on river 
reaches of 
allocating water 

Support Insert after adverse effects: that are measured on aquatic... 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S392/029  Stewart  Weatherstone 7 Ruamahanga 
Whaitua 

Oppose Do not include Figures 7.3-7.8 in the plan until categories have 
been verified. Change the allocation amounts in Tables 7.3-7.5 
to what is currently allocated or more if spare water has been 
identified. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S392/030  Stewart  Weatherstone Schedule P: 
Classifying and 
managing 
groundwater and 
surface water 
connectivity 

Oppose Needs empirical calibration by GW. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 
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Oppose 
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Officer 
comment 

 /       

S392/031  Stewart  Weatherstone Schedule Q: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 
criteria 

Oppose Remove sentence "the model must reliably predict annual 
irrigation volume within an accuracy of 15%"Add after field 
validated model: for Wairarapa conditionsIn (a) add after 80%:  
where practicable 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S392/032  Stewart  Weatherstone Schedule R: 
Guideline for 
stepdown 
allocations 

Amend Add after health needs of people: stock drinking water and 
rootstock protection. 
[Acknowledge Table R1 is interim; consult with water users on 
further changes] 
 

Accept in part Issue 3.1 

 /       

S392/033  Stewart  Weatherstone Category A 
groundwater 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S392/077  Stewart  Weatherstone 5.6.3 Transferring 
water permits 

Amend [Make transferring water a permitted activity] 
 

Reject Issue 3.3 

 /       

S392/078  Stewart  Weatherstone Category B 
groundwater (not 
directly 
connected) 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S392/079  Stewart  Weatherstone Category B 
groundwater 
(directly 
connected) 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S392/080  Stewart  Weatherstone Category C 
groundwater 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S393/001  Blair  Roberts Category A Amend Amend [definition of directly connected]: Ground water in the Reject Issue 2.2 
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point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

groundwater bore is at the same level as the water in the river and moves up 
and down with the level of the river. 
 
 

 /       

S393/003  Blair  Roberts Unused water Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S393/006  Blair  Roberts Objective O52: 
Efficient allocation 

Amend Amend Objective O52 to read "the efficiency and allocation and 
use of water is improved and maximised  the amount is 
increased through time, including by means of..." 
Add (f) enabling storage within the bed of a river 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S393/009  Blair  Roberts Schedule P: 
Classifying and 
managing 
groundwater and 
surface water 
connectivity 

Amend [Amend Policy P107]: "(a) the groundwater connectivity 
described in Schedule P needs verifying and GW have a 
significant part to play in establishing the evidence"Insert (d) 
when Schedule P changes; "-ve effect on consent holders - 10 
year lead in time to reflect cost, +ve effect - the water 
availability should be released immediately." 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S393/010  Blair  Roberts Policy P107: The 
framework for 
taking and using 
water 

Amend [Amend]: "(a) the groundwater connectivity described in 
Schedule P needs verifying and GW have a significant part to 
play in establishing the evidence" 
Insert (d) when Schedule P changes; "-ve effect on consent 
holders - 10 year lead in time to reflect cost, +ve effect - the 
water availability should be released immediately." 
 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S393/011  Blair  Roberts Policy P109: 
Lapse dates 
affecting water 
takes 

Support Support Policy P109. 
 

Accept Issue 3.4 

 /       

S393/012  Blair  Roberts Policy P111: 
Water takes at 

Amend  Category A groundwater which shall be required to reduce 
take by 50% of the amount consented above minimum flows 

Reject Issue 2.3 
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recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

minimum flows 
and water levels 

following a period of 10 days of continuous river levels at 
minimum flow. 
 

 /       

S393/014  Blair  Roberts Policy P115: 
Authorising takes 
below minimum 
flows and lake 
levels 

Amend Amend Policy P115 (d)  category A groundwater which shall be 
required to reduce take by 50% of the amount consented 
above minimum flows following a period of 10 days of 
continuous river levels at minimum flow. 
Delete (c)(i) 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 /       

S393/015  Blair  Roberts Policy P116: 
Reallocating 
water 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S393/016  Blair  Roberts Policy P117: 
Supplementary 
allocation 
amounts at flows 
above the median 
flow 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 2.5 

 /       

S393/017  Blair  Roberts Policy P118: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 

Amend Amend Policy P118 to read "while existing users replacing 
existing resource consents have a period of four years from the 
date of the plan being made operative  renewal of consen t to 
meet the criteria. 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S393/018  Blair  Roberts Policy P119: 
Unused water 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S393/019  Blair  Roberts Policy P120: 
Taking water for 
storage 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 2.5 

 /       

S393/020  Blair  Roberts Policy P128: 
Transfer of 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 
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Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

resource consents 
 /       

S393/021  Blair  Roberts Rule R137: Farm 
dairy washdown 
and milk-cooling 
water - permitted 
activity 

Amend Amend Rule R137 clause (b) by deleting words after 
"property...". 
 

Reject Issue 2.6 

 /       

S393/022  Blair  Roberts Rule R143: 
Temporary water 
permit transfers - 
controlled activity 

Amend Amend Rule R143 to be a permitted activity and not a 
controlled activity. 
 

Reject Issue 3.3 

 /       

S393/023  Blair  Roberts Rule R144: 
Transferring water 
permits - 
restricted 
discretionary 
activity 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S393/025  Blair  Roberts Method M18: 
Water use groups 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S393/026  Blair  Roberts Methods 19: 
Water 
management 

Amend Amend Method 19 (d) quantify costs and benefits of water 
races and explore alternatives. 
 

Reject Issue 5 

 /       

S393/028  Blair  Roberts Policy R.P3: 
Cumulative 
effects on river 
reaches of 
allocating water 

Support Insert after adverse effects: that are measured on aquatic... 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S393/029  Blair  Roberts 7 Ruamahanga 
Whaitua 

Oppose Do not include Figures 7.3-7.8 in the plan until categories have 
been verified. Change the allocation amounts in Tables 7.3-7.5 
to what is currently allocated or more if spare water has been 
identified. 

Reject Issue 2.2 
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 /       

S393/030  Blair  Roberts Schedule P: 
Classifying and 
managing 
groundwater and 
surface water 
connectivity 

Oppose Needs empirical calibration by GW. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S393/031  Blair  Roberts Schedule Q: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 
criteria 

Oppose Remove sentence "the model must reliably predict annual 
irrigation volume within an accuracy of 15%"Add after field 
validated model: for Wairarapa conditionsIn (a) add after 80%:  
where practicable 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S393/032  Blair  Roberts Schedule R: 
Guideline for 
stepdown 
allocations 

Amend Add after health needs of people: stock drinking water and 
rootstock protection. 
[Acknowledge Table R1 is interim; consult with water users on 
further changes] 
 

Accept in part Issue 3.1 

 /       

S393/033  Blair  Roberts Category A 
groundwater 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S393/077  Blair  Roberts 5.6.3 Transferring 
water permits 

Amend [Make transferring water a permitted activity] 
 

Reject Issue 3.3 

 /       

S393/078  Blair  Roberts Category B 
groundwater (not 
directly 
connected) 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S393/079  Blair  Roberts Category B 
groundwater 
(directly 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 

Reject Issue 2.2 
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recommendation 

Officer 
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connected)  
 /       

S393/080  Blair  Roberts Category C 
groundwater 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S394/001  Owen  Butcher Category A 
groundwater 

Amend Amend [definition of directly connected]: Ground water in the 
bore is at the same level as the water in the river and moves up 
and down with the level of the river. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S394/003  Owen  Butcher Unused water Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S394/006  Owen  Butcher Objective O52: 
Efficient allocation 

Amend Amend Objective O52 to read "the efficiency and allocation and 
use of water is improved and maximised  the amount is 
increased through time, including by means of..." 
Add (f) enabling storage within the bed of a river 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S394/009  Owen  Butcher Schedule P: 
Classifying and 
managing 
groundwater and 
surface water 
connectivity 

Amend [Amend Policy P107]: "(a) the groundwater connectivity 
described in Schedule P needs verifying and GW have a 
significant part to play in establishing the evidence"Insert (d) 
when Schedule P changes; "-ve effect on consent holders - 10 
year lead in time to reflect cost, +ve effect - the water 
availability should be released immediately." 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S394/010  Owen  Butcher Policy P107: The 
framework for 
taking and using 
water 

Amend [Amend]: "(a) the groundwater connectivity described in 
Schedule P needs verifying and GW have a significant part to 
play in establishing the evidence" 
Insert (d) when Schedule P changes; "-ve effect on consent 
holders - 10 year lead in time to reflect cost, +ve effect - the 
water availability should be released immediately." 
 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 
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 /       

S394/011  Owen  Butcher Policy P109: 
Lapse dates 
affecting water 
takes 

Support Support Policy P109. 
 

Accept Issue 3.4 

 /       

S394/012  Owen  Butcher Policy P111: 
Water takes at 
minimum flows 
and water levels 

Amend  Category A groundwater which shall be required to reduce 
take by 50% of the amount consented above minimum flows 
following a period of 10 days of continuous river levels at 
minimum flow. 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 /       

S394/014  Owen  Butcher Policy P115: 
Authorising takes 
below minimum 
flows and lake 
levels 

Amend Amend Policy P115 (d)  category A groundwater which shall be 
required to reduce take by 50% of the amount consented 
above minimum flows following a period of 10 days of 
continuous river levels at minimum flow. 
Delete (c)(i) 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 /       

S394/015  Owen  Butcher Policy P116: 
Reallocating 
water 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S394/016  Owen  Butcher Policy P117: 
Supplementary 
allocation 
amounts at flows 
above the median 
flow 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 2.5 

 /       

S394/017  Owen  Butcher Policy P118: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 

Amend Amend Policy P118 to read "while existing users replacing 
existing resource consents have a period of four years from the 
date of the plan being made operative  renewal of consen t to 
meet the criteria. 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S394/018  Owen  Butcher Policy P119: Support Retain. Accept Issue 3.2 
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Unused water  
 /       

S394/019  Owen  Butcher Policy P120: 
Taking water for 
storage 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 2.5 

 /       

S394/020  Owen  Butcher Policy P128: 
Transfer of 
resource consents 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S394/021  Owen  Butcher Rule R137: Farm 
dairy washdown 
and milk-cooling 
water - permitted 
activity 

Amend Amend Rule R137 clause (b) by deleting words after 
"property...". 
 

Reject Issue 2.6 

 /       

S394/022  Owen  Butcher Rule R143: 
Temporary water 
permit transfers - 
controlled activity 

Amend Amend Rule R143 to be a permitted activity and not a 
controlled activity. 
 

Reject Issue 3.3 

 /       

S394/023  Owen  Butcher Rule R144: 
Transferring water 
permits - 
restricted 
discretionary 
activity 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S394/025  Owen  Butcher Method M18: 
Water use groups 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S394/026  Owen  Butcher Methods 19: 
Water 
management 

Amend Amend Method 19 (d) quantify costs and benefits of water 
races and explore alternatives. 
 

Reject Issue 5 

 /       

S394/028  Owen  Butcher Policy R.P3: 
Cumulative 

Support Insert after adverse effects: that are measured on aquatic... 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 
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effects on river 
reaches of 
allocating water 

 /       

S394/029  Owen  Butcher 7 Ruamahanga 
Whaitua 

Oppose Do not include Figures 7.3-7.8 in the plan until categories have 
been verified. Change the allocation amounts in Tables 7.3-7.5 
to what is currently allocated or more if spare water has been 
identified. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S394/030  Owen  Butcher Schedule P: 
Classifying and 
managing 
groundwater and 
surface water 
connectivity 

Oppose Needs empirical calibration by GW. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S394/031  Owen  Butcher Schedule Q: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 
criteria 

Oppose Remove sentence "the model must reliably predict annual 
irrigation volume within an accuracy of 15%"Add after field 
validated model: for Wairarapa conditionsIn (a) add after 80%:  
where practicable 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S394/032  Owen  Butcher Schedule R: 
Guideline for 
stepdown 
allocations 

Amend Add after health needs of people: stock drinking water and 
rootstock protection. 
[Acknowledge Table R1 is interim; consult with water users on 
further changes] 
 

Accept in part Issue 3.1 

 /       

S394/033  Owen  Butcher Category A 
groundwater 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S394/077  Owen  Butcher 5.6.3 Transferring 
water permits 

Amend [Make transferring water a permitted activity] 
 

Reject Issue 3.3 

 /       
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S394/078  Owen  Butcher Category B 
groundwater (not 
directly 
connected) 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S394/079  Owen  Butcher Category B 
groundwater 
(directly 
connected) 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S394/080  Owen  Butcher Category C 
groundwater 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S395/001  Daniel  George Category A 
groundwater 

Amend Amend [definition of directly connected]: Ground water in the 
bore is at the same level as the water in the river and moves up 
and down with the level of the river. 
 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S395/003  Daniel  George Unused water Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S395/006  Daniel  George Objective O52: 
Efficient allocation 

Amend Amend Objective O52 to read "the efficiency and allocation and 
use of water is improved and maximised  the amount is 
increased through time, including by means of..." 
Add (f) enabling storage within the bed of a river 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S395/009  Daniel  George Schedule P: 
Classifying and 
managing 
groundwater and 
surface water 
connectivity 

Amend [Amend Policy P107]: "(a) the groundwater connectivity 
described in Schedule P needs verifying and GW have a 
significant part to play in establishing the evidence"Insert (d) 
when Schedule P changes; "-ve effect on consent holders - 10 
year lead in time to reflect cost, +ve effect - the water 
availability should be released immediately." 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 
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 /       

S395/010  Daniel  George Policy P107: The 
framework for 
taking and using 
water 

Amend [Amend]: "(a) the groundwater connectivity described in 
Schedule P needs verifying and GW have a significant part to 
play in establishing the evidence" 
Insert (d) when Schedule P changes; "-ve effect on consent 
holders - 10 year lead in time to reflect cost, +ve effect - the 
water availability should be released immediately." 
 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S395/011  Daniel  George Policy P109: 
Lapse dates 
affecting water 
takes 

Support Support Policy P109. 
 

Accept Issue 3.4 

 /       

S395/012  Daniel  George Policy P111: 
Water takes at 
minimum flows 
and water levels 

Amend  Category A groundwater which shall be required to reduce 
take by 50% of the amount consented above minimum flows 
following a period of 10 days of continuous river levels at 
minimum flow. 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 /       

S395/014  Daniel  George Policy P115: 
Authorising takes 
below minimum 
flows and lake 
levels 

Amend Amend Policy P115 (d)  category A groundwater which shall be 
required to reduce take by 50% of the amount consented 
above minimum flows following a period of 10 days of 
continuous river levels at minimum flow. 
Delete (c)(i) 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 /       

S395/015  Daniel  George Policy P116: 
Reallocating 
water 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S395/016  Daniel  George Policy P117: 
Supplementary 
allocation 
amounts at flows 
above the median 
flow 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 2.5 
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 /       

S395/017  Daniel  George Policy P118: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 

Amend Amend Policy P118 to read "while existing users replacing 
existing resource consents have a period of four years from the 
date of the plan being made operative  renewal of consen t to 
meet the criteria. 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S395/018  Daniel  George Policy P119: 
Unused water 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S395/019  Daniel  George Policy P120: 
Taking water for 
storage 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 2.5 

 /       

S395/020  Daniel  George Policy P128: 
Transfer of 
resource consents 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S395/021  Daniel  George Rule R137: Farm 
dairy washdown 
and milk-cooling 
water - permitted 
activity 

Amend Amend Rule R137 clause (b) by deleting words after 
"property...". 
 

Reject Issue 2.6 

 /       

S395/022  Daniel  George Rule R143: 
Temporary water 
permit transfers - 
controlled activity 

Amend Amend Rule R143 to be a permitted activity and not a 
controlled activity. 
 

Reject Issue 3.3 

 /       

S395/023  Daniel  George Rule R144: 
Transferring water 
permits - 
restricted 
discretionary 
activity 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S395/025  Daniel  George Method M18: Support Retain. Accept Issue 3.3 
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Water use groups  
 /       

S395/026  Daniel  George Methods 19: 
Water 
management 

Amend Amend Method 19 (d) quantify costs and benefits of water 
races and explore alternatives. 
 

Reject Issue 5 

 /       

S395/028  Daniel  George Policy R.P3: 
Cumulative 
effects on river 
reaches of 
allocating water 

Support Insert after adverse effects: that are measured on aquatic... 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S395/029  Daniel  George 7 Ruamahanga 
Whaitua 

Oppose Do not include Figures 7.3-7.8 in the plan until categories have 
been verified. Change the allocation amounts in Tables 7.3-7.5 
to what is currently allocated or more if spare water has been 
identified. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S395/030  Daniel  George Schedule P: 
Classifying and 
managing 
groundwater and 
surface water 
connectivity 

Oppose Needs empirical calibration by GW. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S395/031  Daniel  George Schedule Q: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 
criteria 

Oppose Remove sentence "the model must reliably predict annual 
irrigation volume within an accuracy of 15%"Add after field 
validated model: for Wairarapa conditionsIn (a) add after 80%:  
where practicable 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S395/032  Daniel  George Schedule R: 
Guideline for 
stepdown 
allocations 

Amend Add after health needs of people: stock drinking water and 
rootstock protection. 
[Acknowledge Table R1 is interim; consult with water users on 
further changes] 
 

Accept in part Issue 3.1 

 /       
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S395/033  Daniel  George Category A 
groundwater 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S395/077  Daniel  George 5.6.3 Transferring 
water permits 

Amend [Make transferring water a permitted activity] 
 

Reject Issue 3.3 

 /       

S395/078  Daniel  George Category B 
groundwater (not 
directly 
connected) 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S395/079  Daniel  George Category B 
groundwater 
(directly 
connected) 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S395/080  Daniel  George Category C 
groundwater 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S396/001  Bernie  George Category A 
groundwater 

Amend Amend [definition of directly connected]: Ground water in the 
bore is at the same level as the water in the river and moves up 
and down with the level of the river. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S396/003  Bernie  George Unused water Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S396/006  Bernie  George Objective O52: 
Efficient allocation 

Amend Amend Objective O52 to read "the efficiency and allocation and 
use of water is improved and maximised  the amount is 
increased through time, including by means of..." 
Add (f) enabling storage within the bed of a river 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       
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point 
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Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

S396/009  Bernie  George Schedule P: 
Classifying and 
managing 
groundwater and 
surface water 
connectivity 

Amend [Amend Policy P107]: "(a) the groundwater connectivity 
described in Schedule P needs verifying and GW have a 
significant part to play in establishing the evidence"Insert (d) 
when Schedule P changes; "-ve effect on consent holders - 10 
year lead in time to reflect cost, +ve effect - the water 
availability should be released immediately." 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S396/010  Bernie  George Policy P107: The 
framework for 
taking and using 
water 

Amend [Amend]: "(a) the groundwater connectivity described in 
Schedule P needs verifying and GW have a significant part to 
play in establishing the evidence" 
Insert (d) when Schedule P changes; "-ve effect on consent 
holders - 10 year lead in time to reflect cost, +ve effect - the 
water availability should be released immediately." 
 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S396/011  Bernie  George Policy P109: 
Lapse dates 
affecting water 
takes 

Support Support Policy P109. 
 

Accept Issue 3.4 

 /       

S396/012  Bernie  George Policy P111: 
Water takes at 
minimum flows 
and water levels 

Amend  Category A groundwater which shall be required to reduce 
take by 50% of the amount consented above minimum flows 
following a period of 10 days of continuous river levels at 
minimum flow. 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 /       

S396/014  Bernie  George Policy P115: 
Authorising takes 
below minimum 
flows and lake 
levels 

Amend Amend Policy P115 (d)  category A groundwater which shall be 
required to reduce take by 50% of the amount consented 
above minimum flows following a period of 10 days of 
continuous river levels at minimum flow. 
Delete (c)(i) 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 /       

S396/015  Bernie  George Policy P116: 
Reallocating 
water 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 
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recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

 /       

S396/016  Bernie  George Policy P117: 
Supplementary 
allocation 
amounts at flows 
above the median 
flow 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 2.5 

 /       

S396/017  Bernie  George Policy P118: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 

Amend Amend Policy P118 to read "while existing users replacing 
existing resource consents have a period of four years from the 
date of the plan being made operative  renewal of consen t to 
meet the criteria. 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S396/018  Bernie  George Policy P119: 
Unused water 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S396/019  Bernie  George Policy P120: 
Taking water for 
storage 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 2.5 

 /       

S396/020  Bernie  George Policy P128: 
Transfer of 
resource consents 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S396/021  Bernie  George Rule R137: Farm 
dairy washdown 
and milk-cooling 
water - permitted 
activity 

Amend Amend Rule R137 clause (b) by deleting words after 
"property...". 
 

Reject Issue 2.6 

 /       

S396/022  Bernie  George Rule R143: 
Temporary water 
permit transfers - 
controlled activity 

Amend Amend Rule R143 to be a permitted activity and not a 
controlled activity. 
 

Reject Issue 3.3 

 /       

S396/023  Bernie  George Rule R144: Support Retain. Accept Issue 3.3 
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point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 
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recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

Transferring water 
permits - 
restricted 
discretionary 
activity 

 

 /       

S396/025  Bernie  George Method M18: 
Water use groups 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S396/026  Bernie  George Methods 19: 
Water 
management 

Amend Amend Method 19 (d) quantify costs and benefits of water 
races and explore alternatives. 
 

Reject Issue 5 

 /       

S396/028  Bernie  George Policy R.P3: 
Cumulative 
effects on river 
reaches of 
allocating water 

Support Insert after adverse effects: that are measured on aquatic... 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S396/029  Bernie  George 7 Ruamahanga 
Whaitua 

Oppose Do not include Figures 7.3-7.8 in the plan until categories have 
been verified. Change the allocation amounts in Tables 7.3-7.5 
to what is currently allocated or more if spare water has been 
identified. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S396/030  Bernie  George Schedule P: 
Classifying and 
managing 
groundwater and 
surface water 
connectivity 

Oppose Needs empirical calibration by GW. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S396/031  Bernie  George Schedule Q: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 
criteria 

Oppose Remove sentence "the model must reliably predict annual 
irrigation volume within an accuracy of 15%"Add after field 
validated model: for Wairarapa conditionsIn (a) add after 80%:  
where practicable 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 
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point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
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 /       

S396/032  Bernie  George Schedule R: 
Guideline for 
stepdown 
allocations 

Amend Add after health needs of people: stock drinking water and 
rootstock protection. 
[Acknowledge Table R1 is interim; consult with water users on 
further changes] 
 

Accept in part Issue 3.1 

 /       

S396/033  Bernie  George Category A 
groundwater 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S396/077  Bernie  George 5.6.3 Transferring 
water permits 

Amend [Make transferring water a permitted activity] 
 

Reject Issue 3.3 

 /       

S396/078  Bernie  George Category B 
groundwater (not 
directly 
connected) 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S396/079  Bernie  George Category B 
groundwater 
(directly 
connected) 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S396/080  Bernie  George Category C 
groundwater 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S398/014  Atiawa ki Whakarongotai Objective O52: 
Efficient allocation 

Not stated The objective should ensure that water use is necessary. 
Numerical measures should be included to quantify what is 
meant by "efficiency" of allocation. 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S399/001  Sandy  Bidwell Category A 
groundwater 

Amend Amend [definition of directly connected]: Ground water in the 
bore is at the same level as the water in the river and moves up 

Reject Issue 2.2 
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point 

Submitter Provision Support 
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Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

and down with the level of the river. 
 

 /       

S399/003  Sandy  Bidwell Unused water Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S399/006  Sandy  Bidwell Objective O52: 
Efficient allocation 

Amend Amend Objective O52 to read "the efficiency and allocation and 
use of water is improved and maximised  the amount is 
increased through time, including by means of..." 
Add (f) enabling storage within the bed of a river 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S399/009  Sandy  Bidwell Schedule P: 
Classifying and 
managing 
groundwater and 
surface water 
connectivity 

Amend [Amend Policy P107]: "(a) the groundwater connectivity 
described in Schedule P needs verifying and GW have a 
significant part to play in establishing the evidence"Insert (d) 
when Schedule P changes; "-ve effect on consent holders - 10 
year lead in time to reflect cost, +ve effect - the water 
availability should be released immediately." 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S399/010  Sandy  Bidwell Policy P107: The 
framework for 
taking and using 
water 

Amend [Amend]: "(a) the groundwater connectivity described in 
Schedule P needs verifying and GW have a significant part to 
play in establishing the evidence" 
Insert (d) when Schedule P changes; "-ve effect on consent 
holders - 10 year lead in time to reflect cost, +ve effect - the 
water availability should be released immediately." 
 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S399/011  Sandy  Bidwell Policy P109: 
Lapse dates 
affecting water 
takes 

Support Support Policy P109. 
 

Accept Issue 3.4 

 /       

S399/012  Sandy  Bidwell Policy P111: 
Water takes at 
minimum flows 
and water levels 

Amend  Category A groundwater which shall be required to reduce 
take by 50% of the amount consented above minimum flows 
following a period of 10 days of continuous river levels at 
minimum flow. 

Reject Issue 2.3 
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Officer 
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 /       

S399/014  Sandy  Bidwell Policy P115: 
Authorising takes 
below minimum 
flows and lake 
levels 

Amend Amend Policy P115 (d)  category A groundwater which shall be 
required to reduce take by 50% of the amount consented 
above minimum flows following a period of 10 days of 
continuous river levels at minimum flow. 
Delete (c)(i) 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 /       

S399/015  Sandy  Bidwell Policy P116: 
Reallocating 
water 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S399/016  Sandy  Bidwell Policy P117: 
Supplementary 
allocation 
amounts at flows 
above the median 
flow 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 2.5 

 /       

S399/017  Sandy  Bidwell Policy P118: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 

Amend Amend Policy P118 to read "while existing users replacing 
existing resource consents have a period of four years from the 
date of the plan being made operative  renewal of consen t to 
meet the criteria. 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S399/018  Sandy  Bidwell Policy P119: 
Unused water 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S399/019  Sandy  Bidwell Policy P120: 
Taking water for 
storage 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 2.5 

 /       

S399/020  Sandy  Bidwell Policy P128: 
Transfer of 
resource consents 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       
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Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
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Officer 
comment 

S399/021  Sandy  Bidwell Rule R137: Farm 
dairy washdown 
and milk-cooling 
water - permitted 
activity 

Amend Amend Rule R137 clause (b) by deleting words after 
"property...". 
 

Reject Issue 2.6 

 /       

S399/022  Sandy  Bidwell Rule R143: 
Temporary water 
permit transfers - 
controlled activity 

Amend Amend Rule R143 to be a permitted activity and not a 
controlled activity. 
 

Reject Issue 3.3 

 /       

S399/023  Sandy  Bidwell Rule R144: 
Transferring water 
permits - 
restricted 
discretionary 
activity 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S399/025  Sandy  Bidwell Method M18: 
Water use groups 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S399/026  Sandy  Bidwell Methods 19: 
Water 
management 

Amend Amend Method 19 (d) quantify costs and benefits of water 
races and explore alternatives. 
 

Reject Issue 5 

 /       

S399/028  Sandy  Bidwell Policy R.P3: 
Cumulative 
effects on river 
reaches of 
allocating water 

Support Insert after adverse effects: that are measured on aquatic... 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S399/029  Sandy  Bidwell 7 Ruamahanga 
Whaitua 

Oppose Do not include Figures 7.3-7.8 in the plan until categories have 
been verified. Change the allocation amounts in Tables 7.3-7.5 
to what is currently allocated or more if spare water has been 
identified. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       
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Officer 
comment 

S399/030  Sandy  Bidwell Schedule P: 
Classifying and 
managing 
groundwater and 
surface water 
connectivity 

Oppose Needs empirical calibration by GW. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S399/031  Sandy  Bidwell Schedule Q: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 
criteria 

Oppose Remove sentence "the model must reliably predict annual 
irrigation volume within an accuracy of 15%"Add after field 
validated model: for Wairarapa conditionsIn (a) add after 80%:  
where practicable 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S399/032  Sandy  Bidwell Schedule R: 
Guideline for 
stepdown 
allocations 

Amend Add after health needs of people: stock drinking water and 
rootstock protection. 
[Acknowledge Table R1 is interim; consult with water users on 
further changes] 
 

Accept in part Issue 3.1 

 /       

S399/033  Sandy  Bidwell Category A 
groundwater 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S399/077  Sandy  Bidwell 5.6.3 Transferring 
water permits 

Amend [Make transferring water a permitted activity] 
 

Reject Issue 3.3 

 /       

S399/078  Sandy  Bidwell Category B 
groundwater (not 
directly 
connected) 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S399/079  Sandy  Bidwell Category B 
groundwater 
(directly 
connected) 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       



 

Recommended decisions on submissions: Water Allocation Page 215 of 294 

Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
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Officer 
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S399/080  Sandy  Bidwell Category C 
groundwater 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S400/001  Mike  Moran Category A 
groundwater 

Amend Amend [definition of directly connected]: Ground water in the 
bore is at the same level as the water in the river and moves up 
and down with the level of the river. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S400/003  Mike  Moran Unused water Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S400/006  Mike  Moran Objective O52: 
Efficient allocation 

Amend Amend Objective O52 to read "the efficiency and allocation and 
use of water is improved and maximised  the amount is 
increased through time, including by means of..." 
Add (f) enabling storage within the bed of a river 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S400/009  Mike  Moran Schedule P: 
Classifying and 
managing 
groundwater and 
surface water 
connectivity 

Amend [Amend Policy P107]: "(a) the groundwater connectivity 
described in Schedule P needs verifying and GW have a 
significant part to play in establishing the evidence"Insert (d) 
when Schedule P changes; "-ve effect on consent holders - 10 
year lead in time to reflect cost, +ve effect - the water 
availability should be released immediately." 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S400/010  Mike  Moran Policy P107: The 
framework for 
taking and using 
water 

Amend [Amend]: "(a) the groundwater connectivity described in 
Schedule P needs verifying and GW have a significant part to 
play in establishing the evidence" 
Insert (d) when Schedule P changes; "-ve effect on consent 
holders - 10 year lead in time to reflect cost, +ve effect - the 
water availability should be released immediately." 
 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S400/011  Mike  Moran Policy P109: 
Lapse dates 

Support Support Policy P109. 
 

Accept Issue 3.4 
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Officer 
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affecting water 
takes 

 /       

S400/012  Mike  Moran Policy P111: 
Water takes at 
minimum flows 
and water levels 

Amend  Category A groundwater which shall be required to reduce 
take by 50% of the amount consented above minimum flows 
following a period of 10 days of continuous river levels at 
minimum flow. 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 /       

S400/014  Mike  Moran Policy P115: 
Authorising takes 
below minimum 
flows and lake 
levels 

Amend Amend Policy P115 (d)  category A groundwater which shall be 
required to reduce take by 50% of the amount consented 
above minimum flows following a period of 10 days of 
continuous river levels at minimum flow. 
Delete (c)(i) 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 /       

S400/015  Mike  Moran Policy P116: 
Reallocating 
water 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S400/016  Mike  Moran Policy P117: 
Supplementary 
allocation 
amounts at flows 
above the median 
flow 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 2.5 

 /       

S400/017  Mike  Moran Policy P118: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 

Amend Amend Policy P118 to read "while existing users replacing 
existing resource consents have a period of four years from the 
date of the plan being made operative  renewal of consen t to 
meet the criteria. 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S400/018  Mike  Moran Policy P119: 
Unused water 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S400/019  Mike  Moran Policy P120: Support Retain. Accept Issue 2.5 
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Taking water for 
storage 

 

 /       

S400/020  Mike  Moran Policy P128: 
Transfer of 
resource consents 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S400/021  Mike  Moran Rule R137: Farm 
dairy washdown 
and milk-cooling 
water - permitted 
activity 

Amend Amend Rule R137 clause (b) by deleting words after 
"property...". 
 

Reject Issue 2.6 

 /       

S400/022  Mike  Moran Rule R143: 
Temporary water 
permit transfers - 
controlled activity 

Amend Amend Rule R143 to be a permitted activity and not a 
controlled activity. 
 

Reject Issue 3.3 

 /       

S400/023  Mike  Moran Rule R144: 
Transferring water 
permits - 
restricted 
discretionary 
activity 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S400/025  Mike  Moran Method M18: 
Water use groups 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S400/026  Mike  Moran Methods 19: 
Water 
management 

Amend Amend Method 19 (d) quantify costs and benefits of water 
races and explore alternatives. 
 

Reject Issue 5 

 /       

S400/028  Mike  Moran Policy R.P3: 
Cumulative 
effects on river 
reaches of 
allocating water 

Support Insert after adverse effects: that are measured on aquatic... 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 
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 /       

S400/029  Mike  Moran 7 Ruamahanga 
Whaitua 

Oppose Do not include Figures 7.3-7.8 in the plan until categories have 
been verified. Change the allocation amounts in Tables 7.3-7.5 
to what is currently allocated or more if spare water has been 
identified. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S400/030  Mike  Moran Schedule P: 
Classifying and 
managing 
groundwater and 
surface water 
connectivity 

Oppose Needs empirical calibration by GW. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S400/031  Mike  Moran Schedule Q: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 
criteria 

Oppose Remove sentence "the model must reliably predict annual 
irrigation volume within an accuracy of 15%"Add after field 
validated model: for Wairarapa conditionsIn (a) add after 80%:  
where practicable 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S400/032  Mike  Moran Schedule R: 
Guideline for 
stepdown 
allocations 

Amend Add after health needs of people: stock drinking water and 
rootstock protection. 
[Acknowledge Table R1 is interim; consult with water users on 
further changes] 
 

Accept in part Issue 3.1 

 /       

S400/033  Mike  Moran Category A 
groundwater 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S400/077  Mike  Moran 5.6.3 Transferring 
water permits 

Amend [Make transferring water a permitted activity] 
 

Reject Issue 3.3 

 /       

S400/078  Mike  Moran Category B 
groundwater (not 
directly 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 

Reject Issue 2.2 
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connected)  
 /       

S400/079  Mike  Moran Category B 
groundwater 
(directly 
connected) 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S400/080  Mike  Moran Category C 
groundwater 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S407/001  Kurt  Simmonds Category A 
groundwater 

Amend Amend [definition of directly connected]: Ground water in the 
bore is at the same level as the water in the river and moves up 
and down with the level of the river. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S407/003  Kurt  Simmonds Unused water Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S407/006  Kurt  Simmonds Objective O52: 
Efficient allocation 

Amend Amend Objective O52 to read "the efficiency and allocation and 
use of water is improved and maximised  the amount is 
increased through time, including by means of..." 
Add (f) enabling storage within the bed of a river 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S407/009  Kurt  Simmonds Schedule P: 
Classifying and 
managing 
groundwater and 
surface water 
connectivity 

Amend [Amend Policy P107]: "(a) the groundwater connectivity 
described in Schedule P needs verifying and GW have a 
significant part to play in establishing the evidence"Insert (d) 
when Schedule P changes; "-ve effect on consent holders - 10 
year lead in time to reflect cost, +ve effect - the water 
availability should be released immediately." 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S407/010  Kurt  Simmonds Policy P107: The 
framework for 
taking and using 

Amend [Amend]: "(a) the groundwater connectivity described in 
Schedule P needs verifying and GW have a significant part to 
play in establishing the evidence" 

Reject Issue 2.2 
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water Insert (d) when Schedule P changes; "-ve effect on consent 
holders - 10 year lead in time to reflect cost, +ve effect - the 
water availability should be released immediately." 
 
 

 /       

S407/011  Kurt  Simmonds Policy P109: 
Lapse dates 
affecting water 
takes 

Support Support Policy P109. 
 

Accept Issue 3.4 

 /       

S407/012  Kurt  Simmonds Policy P111: 
Water takes at 
minimum flows 
and water levels 

Amend  Category A groundwater which shall be required to reduce 
take by 50% of the amount consented above minimum flows 
following a period of 10 days of continuous river levels at 
minimum flow. 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 /       

S407/014  Kurt  Simmonds Policy P115: 
Authorising takes 
below minimum 
flows and lake 
levels 

Amend Amend Policy P115 (d)  category A groundwater which shall be 
required to reduce take by 50% of the amount consented 
above minimum flows following a period of 10 days of 
continuous river levels at minimum flow. 
Delete (c)(i) 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 /       

S407/015  Kurt  Simmonds Policy P116: 
Reallocating 
water 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S407/016  Kurt  Simmonds Policy P117: 
Supplementary 
allocation 
amounts at flows 
above the median 
flow 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 2.5 

 /       

S407/017  Kurt  Simmonds Policy P118: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 

Amend Amend Policy P118 to read "while existing users replacing 
existing resource consents have a period of four years from the 
date of the plan being made operative  renewal of consen t to 

Reject Issue 3.2 
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Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

meet the criteria. 
 

 /       

S407/018  Kurt  Simmonds Policy P119: 
Unused water 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S407/019  Kurt  Simmonds Policy P120: 
Taking water for 
storage 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 2.5 

 /       

S407/020  Kurt  Simmonds Policy P128: 
Transfer of 
resource consents 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S407/021  Kurt  Simmonds Rule R137: Farm 
dairy washdown 
and milk-cooling 
water - permitted 
activity 

Amend Amend Rule R137 clause (b) by deleting words after 
"property...". 
 

Reject Issue 2.6 

 /       

S407/022  Kurt  Simmonds Rule R143: 
Temporary water 
permit transfers - 
controlled activity 

Amend Amend Rule R143 to be a permitted activity and not a 
controlled activity. 
 

Reject Issue 3.3 

 /       

S407/023  Kurt  Simmonds Rule R144: 
Transferring water 
permits - 
restricted 
discretionary 
activity 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S407/025  Kurt  Simmonds Method M18: 
Water use groups 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S407/026  Kurt  Simmonds Methods 19: 
Water 

Amend Amend Method 19 (d) quantify costs and benefits of water 
races and explore alternatives. 

Reject Issue 5 
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Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

management  
 /       

S407/028  Kurt  Simmonds Policy R.P3: 
Cumulative 
effects on river 
reaches of 
allocating water 

Support Insert after adverse effects: that are measured on aquatic... 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S407/029  Kurt  Simmonds 7 Ruamahanga 
Whaitua 

Oppose Do not include Figures 7.3-7.8 in the plan until categories have 
been verified. Change the allocation amounts in Tables 7.3-7.5 
to what is currently allocated or more if spare water has been 
identified. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S407/030  Kurt  Simmonds Schedule P: 
Classifying and 
managing 
groundwater and 
surface water 
connectivity 

Oppose Needs empirical calibration by GW. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S407/031  Kurt  Simmonds Schedule Q: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 
criteria 

Oppose Remove sentence "the model must reliably predict annual 
irrigation volume within an accuracy of 15%"Add after field 
validated model: for Wairarapa conditionsIn (a) add after 80%:  
where practicable 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S407/032  Kurt  Simmonds Schedule R: 
Guideline for 
stepdown 
allocations 

Amend Add after health needs of people: stock drinking water and 
rootstock protection. 
[Acknowledge Table R1 is interim; consult with water users on 
further changes] 
 

Accept in part Issue 3.1 

 /       

S407/033  Kurt  Simmonds Category A 
groundwater 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 
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Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

 /       

S407/035  Kurt  Simmonds 5.6.3 Transferring 
water permits 

Amend [Make transferring water a permitted activity] 
 

Reject Issue 3.3 

 /       

S407/036  Kurt  Simmonds Category B 
groundwater (not 
directly 
connected) 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S407/037  Kurt  Simmonds Category B 
groundwater 
(directly 
connected) 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S407/038  Kurt  Simmonds Category C 
groundwater 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S408/001  John  Petrie Category A 
groundwater 

Amend Amend [definition of directly connected]: Ground water in the 
bore is at the same level as the water in the river and moves up 
and down with the level of the river. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S408/003  John  Petrie Unused water Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S408/006  John  Petrie Objective O52: 
Efficient allocation 

Amend Amend Objective O52 to read "the efficiency and allocation and 
use of water is improved and maximised  the amount is 
increased through time, including by means of..." 
Add (f) enabling storage within the bed of a river 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S408/009  John  Petrie Schedule P: 
Classifying and 
managing 
groundwater and 

Amend [Amend Policy P107]: "(a) the groundwater connectivity 
described in Schedule P needs verifying and GW have a 
significant part to play in establishing the evidence"Insert (d) 
when Schedule P changes; "-ve effect on consent holders - 10 

Reject Issue 2.2 
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Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

surface water 
connectivity 

year lead in time to reflect cost, +ve effect - the water 
availability should be released immediately." 
 

 /       

S408/010  John  Petrie Policy P107: The 
framework for 
taking and using 
water 

Amend [Amend]: "(a) the groundwater connectivity described in 
Schedule P needs verifying and GW have a significant part to 
play in establishing the evidence" 
Insert (d) when Schedule P changes; "-ve effect on consent 
holders - 10 year lead in time to reflect cost, +ve effect - the 
water availability should be released immediately." 
 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S408/011  John  Petrie Policy P109: 
Lapse dates 
affecting water 
takes 

Support Support Policy P109. 
 

Accept Issue 3.4 

 /       

S408/012  John  Petrie Policy P111: 
Water takes at 
minimum flows 
and water levels 

Amend  Category A groundwater which shall be required to reduce 
take by 50% of the amount consented above minimum flows 
following a period of 10 days of continuous river levels at 
minimum flow. 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 /       

S408/014  John  Petrie Policy P115: 
Authorising takes 
below minimum 
flows and lake 
levels 

Amend Amend Policy P115 (d)  category A groundwater which shall be 
required to reduce take by 50% of the amount consented 
above minimum flows following a period of 10 days of 
continuous river levels at minimum flow. 
Delete (c)(i) 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 /       

S408/015  John  Petrie Policy P116: 
Reallocating 
water 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S408/016  John  Petrie Policy P117: 
Supplementary 
allocation 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 2.5 
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Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

amounts at flows 
above the median 
flow 

 /       

S408/017  John  Petrie Policy P118: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 

Amend Amend Policy P118 to read "while existing users replacing 
existing resource consents have a period of four years from the 
date of the plan being made operative  renewal of consen t to 
meet the criteria. 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S408/018  John  Petrie Policy P119: 
Unused water 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S408/019  John  Petrie Policy P120: 
Taking water for 
storage 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 2.5 

 /       

S408/020  John  Petrie Policy P128: 
Transfer of 
resource consents 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S408/021  John  Petrie Rule R137: Farm 
dairy washdown 
and milk-cooling 
water - permitted 
activity 

Amend Amend Rule R137 clause (b) by deleting words after 
"property...". 
 

Reject Issue 2.6 

 /       

S408/022  John  Petrie Rule R143: 
Temporary water 
permit transfers - 
controlled activity 

Amend Amend Rule R143 to be a permitted activity and not a 
controlled activity. 
 

Reject Issue 3.3 

 /       

S408/023  John  Petrie Rule R144: 
Transferring water 
permits - 
restricted 
discretionary 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 
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Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

activity 
 /       

S408/025  John  Petrie Method M18: 
Water use groups 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S408/026  John  Petrie Methods 19: 
Water 
management 

Amend Amend Method 19 (d) quantify costs and benefits of water 
races and explore alternatives. 
 

Reject Issue 5 

 /       

S408/028  John  Petrie Policy R.P3: 
Cumulative 
effects on river 
reaches of 
allocating water 

Support Insert after adverse effects: that are measured on aquatic... 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S408/029  John  Petrie 7 Ruamahanga 
Whaitua 

Oppose Do not include Figures 7.3-7.8 in the plan until categories have 
been verified. Change the allocation amounts in Tables 7.3-7.5 
to what is currently allocated or more if spare water has been 
identified. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S408/030  John  Petrie Schedule P: 
Classifying and 
managing 
groundwater and 
surface water 
connectivity 

Oppose Needs empirical calibration by GW. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S408/031  John  Petrie Schedule Q: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 
criteria 

Oppose Remove sentence "the model must reliably predict annual 
irrigation volume within an accuracy of 15%"Add after field 
validated model: for Wairarapa conditionsIn (a) add after 80%:  
where practicable 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S408/032  John  Petrie Schedule R: 
Guideline for 
stepdown 

Amend Add after health needs of people: stock drinking water and 
rootstock protection. 
[Acknowledge Table R1 is interim; consult with water users on 

Accept in part Issue 3.1 
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Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

allocations further changes] 
 

 /       

S408/033  John  Petrie Category A 
groundwater 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S408/035  John  Petrie 5.6.3 Transferring 
water permits 

Amend [Make transferring water a permitted activity] 
 

Reject Issue 3.3 

 /       

S408/036  John  Petrie Category B 
groundwater (not 
directly 
connected) 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S408/037  John  Petrie Category B 
groundwater 
(directly 
connected) 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S408/038  John  Petrie Category C 
groundwater 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S409/001  Peter  Vollebregt Category A 
groundwater 

Amend Amend [definition of directly connected]: Ground water in the 
bore is at the same level as the water in the river and moves up 
and down with the level of the river. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S409/003  Peter  Vollebregt Unused water Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S409/006  Peter  Vollebregt Objective O52: 
Efficient allocation 

Amend Amend Objective O52 to read "the efficiency and allocation and 
use of water is improved and maximised  the amount is 
increased through time, including by means of..." 

Reject Issue 3.2 
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Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

Add (f) enabling storage within the bed of a river 
 

 /       

S409/009  Peter  Vollebregt Schedule P: 
Classifying and 
managing 
groundwater and 
surface water 
connectivity 

Amend [Amend Policy P107]: "(a) the groundwater connectivity 
described in Schedule P needs verifying and GW have a 
significant part to play in establishing the evidence"Insert (d) 
when Schedule P changes; "-ve effect on consent holders - 10 
year lead in time to reflect cost, +ve effect - the water 
availability should be released immediately." 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S409/010  Peter  Vollebregt Policy P107: The 
framework for 
taking and using 
water 

Amend [Amend]: "(a) the groundwater connectivity described in 
Schedule P needs verifying and GW have a significant part to 
play in establishing the evidence" 
Insert (d) when Schedule P changes; "-ve effect on consent 
holders - 10 year lead in time to reflect cost, +ve effect - the 
water availability should be released immediately." 
 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S409/011  Peter  Vollebregt Policy P109: 
Lapse dates 
affecting water 
takes 

Support Support Policy P109. 
 

Accept Issue 3.4 

 /       

S409/012  Peter  Vollebregt Policy P111: 
Water takes at 
minimum flows 
and water levels 

Amend  Category A groundwater which shall be required to reduce 
take by 50% of the amount consented above minimum flows 
following a period of 10 days of continuous river levels at 
minimum flow. 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 /       

S409/014  Peter  Vollebregt Policy P115: 
Authorising takes 
below minimum 
flows and lake 
levels 

Amend Amend Policy P115 (d)  category A groundwater which shall be 
required to reduce take by 50% of the amount consented 
above minimum flows following a period of 10 days of 
continuous river levels at minimum flow. 
Delete (c)(i) 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 /       
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Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

S409/015  Peter  Vollebregt Policy P116: 
Reallocating 
water 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S409/016  Peter  Vollebregt Policy P117: 
Supplementary 
allocation 
amounts at flows 
above the median 
flow 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 2.5 

 /       

S409/017  Peter  Vollebregt Policy P118: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 

Amend Amend Policy P118 to read "while existing users replacing 
existing resource consents have a period of four years from the 
date of the plan being made operative  renewal of consen t to 
meet the criteria. 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S409/018  Peter  Vollebregt Policy P119: 
Unused water 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S409/019  Peter  Vollebregt Policy P120: 
Taking water for 
storage 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 2.5 

 /       

S409/020  Peter  Vollebregt Policy P128: 
Transfer of 
resource consents 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S409/021  Peter  Vollebregt Rule R137: Farm 
dairy washdown 
and milk-cooling 
water - permitted 
activity 

Amend Amend Rule R137 clause (b) by deleting words after 
"property...". 
 

Reject Issue 2.6 

 /       

S409/022  Peter  Vollebregt Rule R143: 
Temporary water 
permit transfers - 

Amend Amend Rule R143 to be a permitted activity and not a 
controlled activity. 
 

Reject Issue 3.3 
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Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

controlled activity 
 /       

S409/023  Peter  Vollebregt Rule R144: 
Transferring water 
permits - 
restricted 
discretionary 
activity 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S409/025  Peter  Vollebregt Method M18: 
Water use groups 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S409/026  Peter  Vollebregt Methods 19: 
Water 
management 

Amend Amend Method 19 (d) quantify costs and benefits of water 
races and explore alternatives. 
 

Reject Issue 5 

 /       

S409/028  Peter  Vollebregt Policy R.P3: 
Cumulative 
effects on river 
reaches of 
allocating water 

Support Insert after adverse effects: that are measured on aquatic... 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S409/029  Peter  Vollebregt 7 Ruamahanga 
Whaitua 

Oppose Do not include Figures 7.3-7.8 in the plan until categories have 
been verified. Change the allocation amounts in Tables 7.3-7.5 
to what is currently allocated or more if spare water has been 
identified. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S409/030  Peter  Vollebregt Schedule P: 
Classifying and 
managing 
groundwater and 
surface water 
connectivity 

Oppose Needs empirical calibration by GW. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S409/031  Peter  Vollebregt Schedule Q: 
Reasonable and 

Oppose Remove sentence "the model must reliably predict annual 
irrigation volume within an accuracy of 15%"Add after field 

Reject Issue 3.2 
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Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

efficient use 
criteria 

validated model: for Wairarapa conditionsIn (a) add after 80%:  
where practicable 
 

 /       

S409/032  Peter  Vollebregt Schedule R: 
Guideline for 
stepdown 
allocations 

Amend Add after health needs of people: stock drinking water and 
rootstock protection. 
[Acknowledge Table R1 is interim; consult with water users on 
further changes] 
 

Accept in part Issue 3.1 

 /       

S409/033  Peter  Vollebregt Category A 
groundwater 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S409/035  Peter  Vollebregt 5.6.3 Transferring 
water permits 

Amend [Make transferring water a permitted activity] 
 

Reject Issue 3.3 

 /       

S409/036  Peter  Vollebregt Category B 
groundwater (not 
directly 
connected) 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S409/037  Peter  Vollebregt Category B 
groundwater 
(directly 
connected) 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S409/038  Peter  Vollebregt Category C 
groundwater 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S410/001  Richard John and Carolyn Ann 
Stevenson 

Category A 
groundwater 

Amend Amend [definition of directly connected]: Ground water in the 
bore is at the same level as the water in the river and moves up 
and down with the level of the river. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 
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Further 
submission 
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Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

 /       

S410/003  Richard John and Carolyn Ann 
Stevenson 

Unused water Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S410/006  Richard John and Carolyn Ann 
Stevenson 

Objective O52: 
Efficient allocation 

Amend Amend Objective O52 to read "the efficiency and allocation and 
use of water is improved and maximised  the amount is 
increased through time, including by means of..." 
Add (f) enabling storage within the bed of a river 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S410/009  Richard John and Carolyn Ann 
Stevenson 

Schedule P: 
Classifying and 
managing 
groundwater and 
surface water 
connectivity 

Amend [Amend Policy P107]: "(a) the groundwater connectivity 
described in Schedule P needs verifying and GW have a 
significant part to play in establishing the evidence"Insert (d) 
when Schedule P changes; "-ve effect on consent holders - 10 
year lead in time to reflect cost, +ve effect - the water 
availability should be released immediately." 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S410/010  Richard John and Carolyn Ann 
Stevenson 

Policy P107: The 
framework for 
taking and using 
water 

Amend [Amend]: "(a) the groundwater connectivity described in 
Schedule P needs verifying and GW have a significant part to 
play in establishing the evidence" 
Insert (d) when Schedule P changes; "-ve effect on consent 
holders - 10 year lead in time to reflect cost, +ve effect - the 
water availability should be released immediately." 
 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S410/011  Richard John and Carolyn Ann 
Stevenson 

Policy P109: 
Lapse dates 
affecting water 
takes 

Support Support Policy P109. 
 

Accept Issue 3.4 

 /       

S410/012  Richard John and Carolyn Ann 
Stevenson 

Policy P111: 
Water takes at 
minimum flows 
and water levels 

Amend  Category A groundwater which shall be required to reduce 
take by 50% of the amount consented above minimum flows 
following a period of 10 days of continuous river levels at 
minimum flow. 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 /       
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Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

S410/014  Richard John and Carolyn Ann 
Stevenson 

Policy P115: 
Authorising takes 
below minimum 
flows and lake 
levels 

Amend Amend Policy P115 (d)  category A groundwater which shall be 
required to reduce take by 50% of the amount consented 
above minimum flows following a period of 10 days of 
continuous river levels at minimum flow. 
Delete (c)(i) 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 /       

S410/015  Richard John and Carolyn Ann 
Stevenson 

Policy P116: 
Reallocating 
water 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S410/016  Richard John and Carolyn Ann 
Stevenson 

Policy P117: 
Supplementary 
allocation 
amounts at flows 
above the median 
flow 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 2.5 

 /       

S410/017  Richard John and Carolyn Ann 
Stevenson 

Policy P118: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 

Amend Amend Policy P118 to read "while existing users replacing 
existing resource consents have a period of four years from the 
date of the plan being made operative  renewal of consen t to 
meet the criteria. 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S410/018  Richard John and Carolyn Ann 
Stevenson 

Policy P119: 
Unused water 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S410/019  Richard John and Carolyn Ann 
Stevenson 

Policy P120: 
Taking water for 
storage 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 2.5 

 /       

S410/020  Richard John and Carolyn Ann 
Stevenson 

Policy P128: 
Transfer of 
resource consents 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S410/021  Richard John and Carolyn Ann 
Stevenson 

Rule R137: Farm 
dairy washdown 

Amend Amend Rule R137 clause (b) by deleting words after 
"property...". 

Reject Issue 2.6 
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Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

and milk-cooling 
water - permitted 
activity 

 

 /       

S410/022  Richard John and Carolyn Ann 
Stevenson 

Rule R143: 
Temporary water 
permit transfers - 
controlled activity 

Amend Amend Rule R143 to be a permitted activity and not a 
controlled activity. 
 

Reject Issue 3.3 

 /       

S410/023  Richard John and Carolyn Ann 
Stevenson 

Rule R144: 
Transferring water 
permits - 
restricted 
discretionary 
activity 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S410/025  Richard John and Carolyn Ann 
Stevenson 

Method M18: 
Water use groups 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S410/026  Richard John and Carolyn Ann 
Stevenson 

Methods 19: 
Water 
management 

Amend Amend Method 19 (d) quantify costs and benefits of water 
races and explore alternatives. 
 

Reject Issue 5 

 /       

S410/028  Richard John and Carolyn Ann 
Stevenson 

Policy R.P3: 
Cumulative 
effects on river 
reaches of 
allocating water 

Support Insert after adverse effects: that are measured on aquatic... 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S410/029  Richard John and Carolyn Ann 
Stevenson 

7 Ruamahanga 
Whaitua 

Oppose Do not include Figures 7.3-7.8 in the plan until categories have 
been verified. Change the allocation amounts in Tables 7.3-7.5 
to what is currently allocated or more if spare water has been 
identified. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S410/030  Richard John and Carolyn Ann 
Stevenson 

Schedule P: 
Classifying and 

Oppose Needs empirical calibration by GW. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 
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Officer 
comment 

managing 
groundwater and 
surface water 
connectivity 

 /       

S410/031  Richard John and Carolyn Ann 
Stevenson 

Schedule Q: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 
criteria 

Oppose Remove sentence "the model must reliably predict annual 
irrigation volume within an accuracy of 15%"Add after field 
validated model: for Wairarapa conditionsIn (a) add after 80%:  
where practicable 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S410/032  Richard John and Carolyn Ann 
Stevenson 

Schedule R: 
Guideline for 
stepdown 
allocations 

Amend Add after health needs of people: stock drinking water and 
rootstock protection. 
[Acknowledge Table R1 is interim; consult with water users on 
further changes] 
 

Accept in part Issue 3.1 

 /       

S410/033  Richard John and Carolyn Ann 
Stevenson 

Category A 
groundwater 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S410/035  Richard John and Carolyn Ann 
Stevenson 

5.6.3 Transferring 
water permits 

Amend [Make transferring water a permitted activity] 
 

Reject Issue 3.3 

 /       

S410/036  Richard John and Carolyn Ann 
Stevenson 

Category B 
groundwater (not 
directly 
connected) 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S410/037  Richard John and Carolyn Ann 
Stevenson 

Category B 
groundwater 
(directly 
connected) 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S410/038  Richard John and Carolyn Ann 
Stevenson 

Category C 
groundwater 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 

Reject Issue 2.2 
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Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
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an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

 /       

S411/001  Andrew Douglas Harvey Category A 
groundwater 

Amend Amend [definition of directly connected]: Ground water in the 
bore is at the same level as the water in the river and moves up 
and down with the level of the river. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S411/003  Andrew Douglas Harvey Unused water Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S411/006  Andrew Douglas Harvey Objective O52: 
Efficient allocation 

Amend Amend Objective O52 to read "the efficiency and allocation and 
use of water is improved and maximised  the amount is 
increased through time, including by means of..." 
Add (f) enabling storage within the bed of a river 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S411/009  Andrew Douglas Harvey Schedule P: 
Classifying and 
managing 
groundwater and 
surface water 
connectivity 

Amend [Amend Policy P107]: "(a) the groundwater connectivity 
described in Schedule P needs verifying and GW have a 
significant part to play in establishing the evidence"Insert (d) 
when Schedule P changes; "-ve effect on consent holders - 10 
year lead in time to reflect cost, +ve effect - the water 
availability should be released immediately." 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S411/010  Andrew Douglas Harvey Policy P107: The 
framework for 
taking and using 
water 

Amend [Amend]: "(a) the groundwater connectivity described in 
Schedule P needs verifying and GW have a significant part to 
play in establishing the evidence" 
Insert (d) when Schedule P changes; "-ve effect on consent 
holders - 10 year lead in time to reflect cost, +ve effect - the 
water availability should be released immediately." 
 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S411/011  Andrew Douglas Harvey Policy P109: 
Lapse dates 
affecting water 
takes 

Support Support Policy P109. 
 

Accept Issue 3.4 
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Officer 
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 /       

S411/012  Andrew Douglas Harvey Policy P111: 
Water takes at 
minimum flows 
and water levels 

Amend  Category A groundwater which shall be required to reduce 
take by 50% of the amount consented above minimum flows 
following a period of 10 days of continuous river levels at 
minimum flow. 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 /       

S411/014  Andrew Douglas Harvey Policy P115: 
Authorising takes 
below minimum 
flows and lake 
levels 

Amend Amend Policy P115 (d)  category A groundwater which shall be 
required to reduce take by 50% of the amount consented 
above minimum flows following a period of 10 days of 
continuous river levels at minimum flow. 
Delete (c)(i) 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 /       

S411/015  Andrew Douglas Harvey Policy P116: 
Reallocating 
water 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S411/016  Andrew Douglas Harvey Policy P117: 
Supplementary 
allocation 
amounts at flows 
above the median 
flow 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 2.5 

 /       

S411/017  Andrew Douglas Harvey Policy P118: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 

Amend Amend Policy P118 to read "while existing users replacing 
existing resource consents have a period of four years from the 
date of the plan being made operative  renewal of consen t to 
meet the criteria. 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S411/018  Andrew Douglas Harvey Policy P119: 
Unused water 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S411/019  Andrew Douglas Harvey Policy P120: 
Taking water for 
storage 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 2.5 
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 /       

S411/020  Andrew Douglas Harvey Policy P128: 
Transfer of 
resource consents 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S411/021  Andrew Douglas Harvey Rule R137: Farm 
dairy washdown 
and milk-cooling 
water - permitted 
activity 

Amend Amend Rule R137 clause (b) by deleting words after 
"property...". 
 

Reject Issue 2.6 

 /       

S411/022  Andrew Douglas Harvey Rule R143: 
Temporary water 
permit transfers - 
controlled activity 

Amend Amend Rule R143 to be a permitted activity and not a 
controlled activity. 
 

Reject Issue 3.3 

 /       

S411/023  Andrew Douglas Harvey Rule R144: 
Transferring water 
permits - 
restricted 
discretionary 
activity 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S411/025  Andrew Douglas Harvey Method M18: 
Water use groups 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S411/026  Andrew Douglas Harvey Methods 19: 
Water 
management 

Amend Amend Method 19 (d) quantify costs and benefits of water 
races and explore alternatives. 
 

Reject Issue 5 

 /       

S411/028  Andrew Douglas Harvey Policy R.P3: 
Cumulative 
effects on river 
reaches of 
allocating water 

Support Insert after adverse effects: that are measured on aquatic... 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S411/029  Andrew Douglas Harvey 7 Ruamahanga Oppose Do not include Figures 7.3-7.8 in the plan until categories have Reject Issue 2.2 
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Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 
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Officer 
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Whaitua been verified. Change the allocation amounts in Tables 7.3-7.5 
to what is currently allocated or more if spare water has been 
identified. 
 

 /       

S411/030  Andrew Douglas Harvey Schedule P: 
Classifying and 
managing 
groundwater and 
surface water 
connectivity 

Oppose Needs empirical calibration by GW. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S411/031  Andrew Douglas Harvey Schedule Q: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 
criteria 

Oppose Remove sentence "the model must reliably predict annual 
irrigation volume within an accuracy of 15%"Add after field 
validated model: for Wairarapa conditionsIn (a) add after 80%:  
where practicable 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S411/032  Andrew Douglas Harvey Schedule R: 
Guideline for 
stepdown 
allocations 

Amend Add after health needs of people: stock drinking water and 
rootstock protection. 
[Acknowledge Table R1 is interim; consult with water users on 
further changes] 
 

Accept in part Issue 3.1 

 /       

S411/033  Andrew Douglas Harvey Category A 
groundwater 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S411/035  Andrew Douglas Harvey 5.6.3 Transferring 
water permits 

Amend [Make transferring water a permitted activity] 
 

Reject Issue 3.3 

 /       

S411/036  Andrew Douglas Harvey Category B 
groundwater (not 
directly 
connected) 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       
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Oppose 
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recommendation 

Officer 
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S411/037  Andrew Douglas Harvey Category B 
groundwater 
(directly 
connected) 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S411/038  Andrew Douglas Harvey Category C 
groundwater 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S412/001  Shane Matthew Gray Category A 
groundwater 

Amend Amend [definition of directly connected]: Ground water in the 
bore is at the same level as the water in the river and moves up 
and down with the level of the river. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S412/003  Shane Matthew Gray Unused water Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S412/006  Shane Matthew Gray Objective O52: 
Efficient allocation 

Amend Amend Objective O52 to read "the efficiency and allocation and 
use of water is improved and maximised  the amount is 
increased through time, including by means of..." 
Add (f) enabling storage within the bed of a river 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S412/009  Shane Matthew Gray Schedule P: 
Classifying and 
managing 
groundwater and 
surface water 
connectivity 

Amend [Amend Policy P107]: "(a) the groundwater connectivity 
described in Schedule P needs verifying and GW have a 
significant part to play in establishing the evidence"Insert (d) 
when Schedule P changes; "-ve effect on consent holders - 10 
year lead in time to reflect cost, +ve effect - the water 
availability should be released immediately." 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S412/010  Shane Matthew Gray Policy P107: The 
framework for 
taking and using 
water 

Amend [Amend]: "(a) the groundwater connectivity described in 
Schedule P needs verifying and GW have a significant part to 
play in establishing the evidence" 
Insert (d) when Schedule P changes; "-ve effect on consent 
holders - 10 year lead in time to reflect cost, +ve effect - the 
water availability should be released immediately." 

Reject Issue 2.2 
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 /       

S412/011  Shane Matthew Gray Policy P109: 
Lapse dates 
affecting water 
takes 

Support Support Policy P109. 
 

Accept Issue 3.4 

 /       

S412/012  Shane Matthew Gray Policy P111: 
Water takes at 
minimum flows 
and water levels 

Amend  Category A groundwater which shall be required to reduce 
take by 50% of the amount consented above minimum flows 
following a period of 10 days of continuous river levels at 
minimum flow. 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 /       

S412/014  Shane Matthew Gray Policy P115: 
Authorising takes 
below minimum 
flows and lake 
levels 

Amend Amend Policy P115 (d)  category A groundwater which shall be 
required to reduce take by 50% of the amount consented 
above minimum flows following a period of 10 days of 
continuous river levels at minimum flow. 
Delete (c)(i) 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 /       

S412/015  Shane Matthew Gray Policy P116: 
Reallocating 
water 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S412/016  Shane Matthew Gray Policy P117: 
Supplementary 
allocation 
amounts at flows 
above the median 
flow 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 2.5 

 /       

S412/017  Shane Matthew Gray Policy P118: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 

Amend Amend Policy P118 to read "while existing users replacing 
existing resource consents have a period of four years from the 
date of the plan being made operative  renewal of consen t to 
meet the criteria. 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 
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 /       

S412/018  Shane Matthew Gray Policy P119: 
Unused water 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S412/019  Shane Matthew Gray Policy P120: 
Taking water for 
storage 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 2.5 

 /       

S412/020  Shane Matthew Gray Policy P128: 
Transfer of 
resource consents 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S412/021  Shane Matthew Gray Rule R137: Farm 
dairy washdown 
and milk-cooling 
water - permitted 
activity 

Amend Amend Rule R137 clause (b) by deleting words after 
"property...". 
 

Reject Issue 2.6 

 /       

S412/022  Shane Matthew Gray Rule R143: 
Temporary water 
permit transfers - 
controlled activity 

Amend Amend Rule R143 to be a permitted activity and not a 
controlled activity. 
 

Reject Issue 3.3 

 /       

S412/023  Shane Matthew Gray Rule R144: 
Transferring water 
permits - 
restricted 
discretionary 
activity 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S412/025  Shane Matthew Gray Method M18: 
Water use groups 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S412/026  Shane Matthew Gray Methods 19: 
Water 
management 

Amend Amend Method 19 (d) quantify costs and benefits of water 
races and explore alternatives. 
 

Reject Issue 5 

 /       
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S412/028  Shane Matthew Gray Policy R.P3: 
Cumulative 
effects on river 
reaches of 
allocating water 

Support Insert after adverse effects: that are measured on aquatic... 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S412/029  Shane Matthew Gray 7 Ruamahanga 
Whaitua 

Oppose Do not include Figures 7.3-7.8 in the plan until categories have 
been verified. Change the allocation amounts in Tables 7.3-7.5 
to what is currently allocated or more if spare water has been 
identified. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S412/030  Shane Matthew Gray Schedule P: 
Classifying and 
managing 
groundwater and 
surface water 
connectivity 

Oppose Needs empirical calibration by GW. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S412/031  Shane Matthew Gray Schedule Q: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 
criteria 

Oppose Remove sentence "the model must reliably predict annual 
irrigation volume within an accuracy of 15%"Add after field 
validated model: for Wairarapa conditionsIn (a) add after 80%:  
where practicable 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S412/032  Shane Matthew Gray Schedule R: 
Guideline for 
stepdown 
allocations 

Amend Add after health needs of people: stock drinking water and 
rootstock protection. 
[Acknowledge Table R1 is interim; consult with water users on 
further changes] 
 

Accept in part Issue 3.1 

 /       

S412/033  Shane Matthew Gray Category A 
groundwater 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S412/035  Shane Matthew Gray 5.6.3 Transferring 
water permits 

Amend [Make transferring water a permitted activity] 
 

Reject Issue 3.3 
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 /       

S412/036  Shane Matthew Gray Category B 
groundwater (not 
directly 
connected) 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S412/037  Shane Matthew Gray Category B 
groundwater 
(directly 
connected) 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S412/038  Shane Matthew Gray Category C 
groundwater 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S413/001  Mike  Warren Category A 
groundwater 

Amend Amend [definition of directly connected]: Ground water in the 
bore is at the same level as the water in the river and moves up 
and down with the level of the river. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S413/003  Mike  Warren Unused water Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S413/006  Mike  Warren Objective O52: 
Efficient allocation 

Amend Amend Objective O52 to read "the efficiency and allocation and 
use of water is improved and maximised  the amount is 
increased through time, including by means of..." 
Add (f) enabling storage within the bed of a river 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S413/009  Mike  Warren Schedule P: 
Classifying and 
managing 
groundwater and 
surface water 
connectivity 

Amend [Amend Policy P107]: "(a) the groundwater connectivity 
described in Schedule P needs verifying and GW have a 
significant part to play in establishing the evidence"Insert (d) 
when Schedule P changes; "-ve effect on consent holders - 10 
year lead in time to reflect cost, +ve effect - the water 
availability should be released immediately." 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 
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 /       

S413/010  Mike  Warren Policy P107: The 
framework for 
taking and using 
water 

Amend [Amend]: "(a) the groundwater connectivity described in 
Schedule P needs verifying and GW have a significant part to 
play in establishing the evidence" 
Insert (d) when Schedule P changes; "-ve effect on consent 
holders - 10 year lead in time to reflect cost, +ve effect - the 
water availability should be released immediately." 
 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S413/011  Mike  Warren Policy P109: 
Lapse dates 
affecting water 
takes 

Support Support Policy P109. 
 

Accept Issue 3.4 

 /       

S413/012  Mike  Warren Policy P111: 
Water takes at 
minimum flows 
and water levels 

Amend  Category A groundwater which shall be required to reduce 
take by 50% of the amount consented above minimum flows 
following a period of 10 days of continuous river levels at 
minimum flow. 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 /       

S413/014  Mike  Warren Policy P115: 
Authorising takes 
below minimum 
flows and lake 
levels 

Amend Amend Policy P115 (d)  category A groundwater which shall be 
required to reduce take by 50% of the amount consented 
above minimum flows following a period of 10 days of 
continuous river levels at minimum flow. 
Delete (c)(i) 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 /       

S413/015  Mike  Warren Policy P116: 
Reallocating 
water 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S413/016  Mike  Warren Policy P117: 
Supplementary 
allocation 
amounts at flows 
above the median 
flow 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 2.5 
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 /       

S413/017  Mike  Warren Policy P118: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 

Amend Amend Policy P118 to read "while existing users replacing 
existing resource consents have a period of four years from the 
date of the plan being made operative  renewal of consen t to 
meet the criteria. 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S413/018  Mike  Warren Policy P119: 
Unused water 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S413/019  Mike  Warren Policy P120: 
Taking water for 
storage 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 2.5 

 /       

S413/020  Mike  Warren Policy P128: 
Transfer of 
resource consents 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S413/021  Mike  Warren Rule R137: Farm 
dairy washdown 
and milk-cooling 
water - permitted 
activity 

Amend Amend Rule R137 clause (b) by deleting words after 
"property...". 
 

Reject Issue 2.6 

 /       

S413/022  Mike  Warren Rule R143: 
Temporary water 
permit transfers - 
controlled activity 

Amend Amend Rule R143 to be a permitted activity and not a 
controlled activity. 
 

Reject Issue 3.3 

 /       

S413/023  Mike  Warren Rule R144: 
Transferring water 
permits - 
restricted 
discretionary 
activity 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S413/025  Mike  Warren Method M18: Support Retain. Accept Issue 3.3 
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Water use groups  
 /       

S413/026  Mike  Warren Methods 19: 
Water 
management 

Amend Amend Method 19 (d) quantify costs and benefits of water 
races and explore alternatives. 
 

Reject Issue 5 

 /       

S413/028  Mike  Warren Policy R.P3: 
Cumulative 
effects on river 
reaches of 
allocating water 

Support Insert after adverse effects: that are measured on aquatic... 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S413/029  Mike  Warren 7 Ruamahanga 
Whaitua 

Oppose Do not include Figures 7.3-7.8 in the plan until categories have 
been verified. Change the allocation amounts in Tables 7.3-7.5 
to what is currently allocated or more if spare water has been 
identified. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S413/030  Mike  Warren Schedule P: 
Classifying and 
managing 
groundwater and 
surface water 
connectivity 

Oppose Needs empirical calibration by GW. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S413/031  Mike  Warren Schedule Q: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 
criteria 

Oppose Remove sentence "the model must reliably predict annual 
irrigation volume within an accuracy of 15%"Add after field 
validated model: for Wairarapa conditionsIn (a) add after 80%:  
where practicable 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S413/032  Mike  Warren Schedule R: 
Guideline for 
stepdown 
allocations 

Amend Add after health needs of people: stock drinking water and 
rootstock protection. 
[Acknowledge Table R1 is interim; consult with water users on 
further changes] 
 

Accept in part Issue 3.1 

 /       
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S413/033  Mike  Warren Category A 
groundwater 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S413/035  Mike  Warren 5.6.3 Transferring 
water permits 

Amend [Make transferring water a permitted activity] 
 

Reject Issue 3.3 

 /       

S413/036  Mike  Warren Category B 
groundwater (not 
directly 
connected) 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S413/037  Mike  Warren Category B 
groundwater 
(directly 
connected) 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S413/038  Mike  Warren Category C 
groundwater 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S414/001  Stephen  Hammond Category A 
groundwater 

Amend Amend [definition of directly connected]: Ground water in the 
bore is at the same level as the water in the river and moves up 
and down with the level of the river. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S414/003  Stephen  Hammond Unused water Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S414/006  Stephen  Hammond Objective O52: 
Efficient allocation 

Amend Amend Objective O52 to read "the efficiency and allocation and 
use of water is improved and maximised  the amount is 
increased through time, including by means of..." 
Add (f) enabling storage within the bed of a river 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       
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Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

S414/009  Stephen  Hammond Schedule P: 
Classifying and 
managing 
groundwater and 
surface water 
connectivity 

Amend [Amend Policy P107]: "(a) the groundwater connectivity 
described in Schedule P needs verifying and GW have a 
significant part to play in establishing the evidence"Insert (d) 
when Schedule P changes; "-ve effect on consent holders - 10 
year lead in time to reflect cost, +ve effect - the water 
availability should be released immediately." 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S414/010  Stephen  Hammond Policy P107: The 
framework for 
taking and using 
water 

Amend [Amend]: "(a) the groundwater connectivity described in 
Schedule P needs verifying and GW have a significant part to 
play in establishing the evidence" 
Insert (d) when Schedule P changes; "-ve effect on consent 
holders - 10 year lead in time to reflect cost, +ve effect - the 
water availability should be released immediately." 
 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S414/011  Stephen  Hammond Policy P109: 
Lapse dates 
affecting water 
takes 

Support Support Policy P109. 
 

Accept Issue 3.4 

 /       

S414/012  Stephen  Hammond Policy P111: 
Water takes at 
minimum flows 
and water levels 

Amend  Category A groundwater which shall be required to reduce 
take by 50% of the amount consented above minimum flows 
following a period of 10 days of continuous river levels at 
minimum flow. 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 /       

S414/014  Stephen  Hammond Policy P115: 
Authorising takes 
below minimum 
flows and lake 
levels 

Amend Amend Policy P115 (d)  category A groundwater which shall be 
required to reduce take by 50% of the amount consented 
above minimum flows following a period of 10 days of 
continuous river levels at minimum flow. 
Delete (c)(i) 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 /       

S414/015  Stephen  Hammond Policy P116: 
Reallocating 
water 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 
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Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

 /       

S414/016  Stephen  Hammond Policy P117: 
Supplementary 
allocation 
amounts at flows 
above the median 
flow 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 2.5 

 /       

S414/017  Stephen  Hammond Policy P118: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 

Amend Amend Policy P118 to read "while existing users replacing 
existing resource consents have a period of four years from the 
date of the plan being made operative  renewal of consen t to 
meet the criteria. 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S414/018  Stephen  Hammond Policy P119: 
Unused water 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S414/019  Stephen  Hammond Policy P120: 
Taking water for 
storage 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 2.5 

 /       

S414/020  Stephen  Hammond Policy P128: 
Transfer of 
resource consents 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S414/021  Stephen  Hammond Rule R137: Farm 
dairy washdown 
and milk-cooling 
water - permitted 
activity 

Amend Amend Rule R137 clause (b) by deleting words after 
"property...". 
 

Reject Issue 2.6 

 /       

S414/022  Stephen  Hammond Rule R143: 
Temporary water 
permit transfers - 
controlled activity 

Amend Amend Rule R143 to be a permitted activity and not a 
controlled activity. 
 

Reject Issue 3.3 

 /       

S414/023  Stephen  Hammond Rule R144: Support Retain. Accept Issue 3.3 
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Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

Transferring water 
permits - 
restricted 
discretionary 
activity 

 

 /       

S414/025  Stephen  Hammond Method M18: 
Water use groups 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S414/026  Stephen  Hammond Methods 19: 
Water 
management 

Amend Amend Method 19 (d) quantify costs and benefits of water 
races and explore alternatives. 
 

Reject Issue 5 

 /       

S414/028  Stephen  Hammond Policy R.P3: 
Cumulative 
effects on river 
reaches of 
allocating water 

Support Insert after adverse effects: that are measured on aquatic... 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S414/029  Stephen  Hammond 7 Ruamahanga 
Whaitua 

Oppose Do not include Figures 7.3-7.8 in the plan until categories have 
been verified. Change the allocation amounts in Tables 7.3-7.5 
to what is currently allocated or more if spare water has been 
identified. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S414/030  Stephen  Hammond Schedule P: 
Classifying and 
managing 
groundwater and 
surface water 
connectivity 

Oppose Needs empirical calibration by GW. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S414/031  Stephen  Hammond Schedule Q: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 
criteria 

Oppose Remove sentence "the model must reliably predict annual 
irrigation volume within an accuracy of 15%"Add after field 
validated model: for Wairarapa conditionsIn (a) add after 80%:  
where practicable 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 
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Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

 /       

S414/032  Stephen  Hammond Schedule R: 
Guideline for 
stepdown 
allocations 

Amend Add after health needs of people: stock drinking water and 
rootstock protection. 
[Acknowledge Table R1 is interim; consult with water users on 
further changes] 
 

Accept in part Issue 3.1 

 /       

S414/033  Stephen  Hammond Category A 
groundwater 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S414/035  Stephen  Hammond 5.6.3 Transferring 
water permits 

Amend [Make transferring water a permitted activity] 
 

Reject Issue 3.3 

 /       

S414/036  Stephen  Hammond Category B 
groundwater (not 
directly 
connected) 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S414/037  Stephen  Hammond Category B 
groundwater 
(directly 
connected) 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S414/038  Stephen  Hammond Category C 
groundwater 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S415/001  Simon Vaughan Campbell Category A 
groundwater 

Amend Amend [definition of directly connected]: Ground water in the 
bore is at the same level as the water in the river and moves up 
and down with the level of the river. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S415/003  Simon Vaughan Campbell Unused water Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 
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Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

 /       

S415/006  Simon Vaughan Campbell Objective O52: 
Efficient allocation 

Amend Amend Objective O52 to read "the efficiency and allocation and 
use of water is improved and maximised  the amount is 
increased through time, including by means of..." 
Add (f) enabling storage within the bed of a river 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S415/009  Simon Vaughan Campbell Schedule P: 
Classifying and 
managing 
groundwater and 
surface water 
connectivity 

Amend [Amend Policy P107]: "(a) the groundwater connectivity 
described in Schedule P needs verifying and GW have a 
significant part to play in establishing the evidence"Insert (d) 
when Schedule P changes; "-ve effect on consent holders - 10 
year lead in time to reflect cost, +ve effect - the water 
availability should be released immediately." 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S415/010  Simon Vaughan Campbell Policy P107: The 
framework for 
taking and using 
water 

Amend [Amend]: "(a) the groundwater connectivity described in 
Schedule P needs verifying and GW have a significant part to 
play in establishing the evidence" 
Insert (d) when Schedule P changes; "-ve effect on consent 
holders - 10 year lead in time to reflect cost, +ve effect - the 
water availability should be released immediately." 
 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S415/011  Simon Vaughan Campbell Policy P109: 
Lapse dates 
affecting water 
takes 

Support Support Policy P109. 
 

Accept Issue 3.4 

 /       

S415/012  Simon Vaughan Campbell Policy P111: 
Water takes at 
minimum flows 
and water levels 

Amend  Category A groundwater which shall be required to reduce 
take by 50% of the amount consented above minimum flows 
following a period of 10 days of continuous river levels at 
minimum flow. 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 /       

S415/014  Simon Vaughan Campbell Policy P115: 
Authorising takes 
below minimum 

Amend Amend Policy P115 (d)  category A groundwater which shall be 
required to reduce take by 50% of the amount consented 
above minimum flows following a period of 10 days of 

Reject Issue 2.3 
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Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

flows and lake 
levels 

continuous river levels at minimum flow. 
Delete (c)(i) 
 

 /       

S415/015  Simon Vaughan Campbell Policy P116: 
Reallocating 
water 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S415/016  Simon Vaughan Campbell Policy P117: 
Supplementary 
allocation 
amounts at flows 
above the median 
flow 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 2.5 

 /       

S415/017  Simon Vaughan Campbell Policy P118: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 

Amend Amend Policy P118 to read "while existing users replacing 
existing resource consents have a period of four years from the 
date of the plan being made operative  renewal of consen t to 
meet the criteria. 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S415/018  Simon Vaughan Campbell Policy P119: 
Unused water 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S415/019  Simon Vaughan Campbell Policy P120: 
Taking water for 
storage 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 2.5 

 /       

S415/020  Simon Vaughan Campbell Policy P128: 
Transfer of 
resource consents 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S415/021  Simon Vaughan Campbell Rule R137: Farm 
dairy washdown 
and milk-cooling 
water - permitted 
activity 

Amend Amend Rule R137 clause (b) by deleting words after 
"property...". 
 

Reject Issue 2.6 
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Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

 /       

S415/022  Simon Vaughan Campbell Rule R143: 
Temporary water 
permit transfers - 
controlled activity 

Amend Amend Rule R143 to be a permitted activity and not a 
controlled activity. 
 

Reject Issue 3.3 

 /       

S415/023  Simon Vaughan Campbell Rule R144: 
Transferring water 
permits - 
restricted 
discretionary 
activity 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S415/025  Simon Vaughan Campbell Method M18: 
Water use groups 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S415/026  Simon Vaughan Campbell Methods 19: 
Water 
management 

Amend Amend Method 19 (d) quantify costs and benefits of water 
races and explore alternatives. 
 

Reject Issue 5 

 /       

S415/028  Simon Vaughan Campbell Policy R.P3: 
Cumulative 
effects on river 
reaches of 
allocating water 

Support Insert after adverse effects: that are measured on aquatic... 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S415/029  Simon Vaughan Campbell 7 Ruamahanga 
Whaitua 

Oppose Do not include Figures 7.3-7.8 in the plan until categories have 
been verified. Change the allocation amounts in Tables 7.3-7.5 
to what is currently allocated or more if spare water has been 
identified. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S415/030  Simon Vaughan Campbell Schedule P: 
Classifying and 
managing 
groundwater and 
surface water 

Oppose Needs empirical calibration by GW. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 
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Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

connectivity 
 /       

S415/031  Simon Vaughan Campbell Schedule Q: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 
criteria 

Oppose Remove sentence "the model must reliably predict annual 
irrigation volume within an accuracy of 15%"Add after field 
validated model: for Wairarapa conditionsIn (a) add after 80%:  
where practicable 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S415/032  Simon Vaughan Campbell Schedule R: 
Guideline for 
stepdown 
allocations 

Amend Add after health needs of people: stock drinking water and 
rootstock protection. 
[Acknowledge Table R1 is interim; consult with water users on 
further changes] 
 

Accept in part Issue 3.1 

 /       

S415/033  Simon Vaughan Campbell Category A 
groundwater 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S415/035  Simon Vaughan Campbell 5.6.3 Transferring 
water permits 

Amend [Make transferring water a permitted activity] 
 

Reject Issue 3.3 

 /       

S415/036  Simon Vaughan Campbell Category B 
groundwater (not 
directly 
connected) 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S415/037  Simon Vaughan Campbell Category B 
groundwater 
(directly 
connected) 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S415/038  Simon Vaughan Campbell Category C 
groundwater 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       
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Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

S416/001  Bryan Thompson Tucker Category A 
groundwater 

Amend Amend [definition of directly connected]: Ground water in the 
bore is at the same level as the water in the river and moves up 
and down with the level of the river. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S416/003  Bryan Thompson Tucker Unused water Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S416/006  Bryan Thompson Tucker Objective O52: 
Efficient allocation 

Amend Amend Objective O52 to read "the efficiency and allocation and 
use of water is improved and maximised  the amount is 
increased through time, including by means of..." 
Add (f) enabling storage within the bed of a river 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S416/009  Bryan Thompson Tucker Schedule P: 
Classifying and 
managing 
groundwater and 
surface water 
connectivity 

Amend [Amend Policy P107]: "(a) the groundwater connectivity 
described in Schedule P needs verifying and GW have a 
significant part to play in establishing the evidence"Insert (d) 
when Schedule P changes; "-ve effect on consent holders - 10 
year lead in time to reflect cost, +ve effect - the water 
availability should be released immediately." 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S416/010  Bryan Thompson Tucker Policy P107: The 
framework for 
taking and using 
water 

Amend [Amend]: "(a) the groundwater connectivity described in 
Schedule P needs verifying and GW have a significant part to 
play in establishing the evidence" 
Insert (d) when Schedule P changes; "-ve effect on consent 
holders - 10 year lead in time to reflect cost, +ve effect - the 
water availability should be released immediately." 
 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S416/011  Bryan Thompson Tucker Policy P109: 
Lapse dates 
affecting water 
takes 

Support Support Policy P109. 
 

Accept Issue 3.4 

 /       

S416/012  Bryan Thompson Tucker Policy P111: 
Water takes at 

Amend  Category A groundwater which shall be required to reduce 
take by 50% of the amount consented above minimum flows 

Reject Issue 2.3 
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Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

minimum flows 
and water levels 

following a period of 10 days of continuous river levels at 
minimum flow. 
 

 /       

S416/014  Bryan Thompson Tucker Policy P115: 
Authorising takes 
below minimum 
flows and lake 
levels 

Amend Amend Policy P115 (d)  category A groundwater which shall be 
required to reduce take by 50% of the amount consented 
above minimum flows following a period of 10 days of 
continuous river levels at minimum flow. 
Delete (c)(i) 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 /       

S416/015  Bryan Thompson Tucker Policy P116: 
Reallocating 
water 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S416/016  Bryan Thompson Tucker Policy P117: 
Supplementary 
allocation 
amounts at flows 
above the median 
flow 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 2.5 

 /       

S416/017  Bryan Thompson Tucker Policy P118: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 

Amend Amend Policy P118 to read "while existing users replacing 
existing resource consents have a period of four years from the 
date of the plan being made operative  renewal of consen t to 
meet the criteria. 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S416/018  Bryan Thompson Tucker Policy P119: 
Unused water 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S416/019  Bryan Thompson Tucker Policy P120: 
Taking water for 
storage 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 2.5 

 /       

S416/020  Bryan Thompson Tucker Policy P128: 
Transfer of 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 
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point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

resource consents 
 /       

S416/021  Bryan Thompson Tucker Rule R137: Farm 
dairy washdown 
and milk-cooling 
water - permitted 
activity 

Amend Amend Rule R137 clause (b) by deleting words after 
"property...". 
 

Reject Issue 2.6 

 /       

S416/022  Bryan Thompson Tucker Rule R143: 
Temporary water 
permit transfers - 
controlled activity 

Amend Amend Rule R143 to be a permitted activity and not a 
controlled activity. 
 

Reject Issue 3.3 

 /       

S416/023  Bryan Thompson Tucker Rule R144: 
Transferring water 
permits - 
restricted 
discretionary 
activity 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S416/025  Bryan Thompson Tucker Method M18: 
Water use groups 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S416/026  Bryan Thompson Tucker Methods 19: 
Water 
management 

Amend Amend Method 19 (d) quantify costs and benefits of water 
races and explore alternatives. 
 

Reject Issue 5 

 /       

S416/028  Bryan Thompson Tucker Policy R.P3: 
Cumulative 
effects on river 
reaches of 
allocating water 

Support Insert after adverse effects: that are measured on aquatic... 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S416/029  Bryan Thompson Tucker 7 Ruamahanga 
Whaitua 

Oppose Do not include Figures 7.3-7.8 in the plan until categories have 
been verified. Change the allocation amounts in Tables 7.3-7.5 
to what is currently allocated or more if spare water has been 
identified. 

Reject Issue 2.2 



 

Recommended decisions on submissions: Water Allocation Page 260 of 294 

Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
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Decision requested Officer 
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Officer 
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 /       

S416/030  Bryan Thompson Tucker Schedule P: 
Classifying and 
managing 
groundwater and 
surface water 
connectivity 

Oppose Needs empirical calibration by GW. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S416/031  Bryan Thompson Tucker Schedule Q: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 
criteria 

Oppose Remove sentence "the model must reliably predict annual 
irrigation volume within an accuracy of 15%"Add after field 
validated model: for Wairarapa conditionsIn (a) add after 80%:  
where practicable 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S416/032  Bryan Thompson Tucker Schedule R: 
Guideline for 
stepdown 
allocations 

Amend Add after health needs of people: stock drinking water and 
rootstock protection. 
[Acknowledge Table R1 is interim; consult with water users on 
further changes] 
 

Accept in part Issue 3.1 

 /       

S416/033  Bryan Thompson Tucker Category A 
groundwater 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S416/035  Bryan Thompson Tucker 5.6.3 Transferring 
water permits 

Amend [Make transferring water a permitted activity] 
 

Reject Issue 3.3 

 /       

S416/036  Bryan Thompson Tucker Category B 
groundwater (not 
directly 
connected) 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S416/037  Bryan Thompson Tucker Category B 
groundwater 
(directly 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 

Reject Issue 2.2 
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point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

connected)  
 /       

S416/038  Bryan Thompson Tucker Category C 
groundwater 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S417/001  Matthew  Honeysett Category A 
groundwater 

Amend Amend [definition of directly connected]: Ground water in the 
bore is at the same level as the water in the river and moves up 
and down with the level of the river. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S417/003  Matthew  Honeysett Unused water Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S417/006  Matthew  Honeysett Objective O52: 
Efficient allocation 

Amend Amend Objective O52 to read "the efficiency and allocation and 
use of water is improved and maximised  the amount is 
increased through time, including by means of..." 
Add (f) enabling storage within the bed of a river 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S417/009  Matthew  Honeysett Schedule P: 
Classifying and 
managing 
groundwater and 
surface water 
connectivity 

Amend [Amend Policy P107]: "(a) the groundwater connectivity 
described in Schedule P needs verifying and GW have a 
significant part to play in establishing the evidence"Insert (d) 
when Schedule P changes; "-ve effect on consent holders - 10 
year lead in time to reflect cost, +ve effect - the water 
availability should be released immediately." 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S417/010  Matthew  Honeysett Policy P107: The 
framework for 
taking and using 
water 

Amend [Amend]: "(a) the groundwater connectivity described in 
Schedule P needs verifying and GW have a significant part to 
play in establishing the evidence" 
Insert (d) when Schedule P changes; "-ve effect on consent 
holders - 10 year lead in time to reflect cost, +ve effect - the 
water availability should be released immediately." 
 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 
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Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

 /       

S417/011  Matthew  Honeysett Policy P109: 
Lapse dates 
affecting water 
takes 

Support Support Policy P109. 
 

Accept Issue 3.4 

 /       

S417/012  Matthew  Honeysett Policy P111: 
Water takes at 
minimum flows 
and water levels 

Amend  Category A groundwater which shall be required to reduce 
take by 50% of the amount consented above minimum flows 
following a period of 10 days of continuous river levels at 
minimum flow. 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 /       

S417/014  Matthew  Honeysett Policy P115: 
Authorising takes 
below minimum 
flows and lake 
levels 

Amend Amend Policy P115 (d)  category A groundwater which shall be 
required to reduce take by 50% of the amount consented 
above minimum flows following a period of 10 days of 
continuous river levels at minimum flow. 
Delete (c)(i) 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 /       

S417/015  Matthew  Honeysett Policy P116: 
Reallocating 
water 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S417/016  Matthew  Honeysett Policy P117: 
Supplementary 
allocation 
amounts at flows 
above the median 
flow 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 2.5 

 /       

S417/017  Matthew  Honeysett Policy P118: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 

Amend Amend Policy P118 to read "while existing users replacing 
existing resource consents have a period of four years from the 
date of the plan being made operative  renewal of consen t to 
meet the criteria. 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S417/018  Matthew  Honeysett Policy P119: Support Retain. Accept Issue 3.2 
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Oppose 
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recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

Unused water  
 /       

S417/019  Matthew  Honeysett Policy P120: 
Taking water for 
storage 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 2.5 

 /       

S417/020  Matthew  Honeysett Policy P128: 
Transfer of 
resource consents 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S417/021  Matthew  Honeysett Rule R137: Farm 
dairy washdown 
and milk-cooling 
water - permitted 
activity 

Amend Amend Rule R137 clause (b) by deleting words after 
"property...". 
 

Reject Issue 2.6 

 /       

S417/022  Matthew  Honeysett Rule R143: 
Temporary water 
permit transfers - 
controlled activity 

Amend Amend Rule R143 to be a permitted activity and not a 
controlled activity. 
 

Reject Issue 3.3 

 /       

S417/023  Matthew  Honeysett Rule R144: 
Transferring water 
permits - 
restricted 
discretionary 
activity 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S417/025  Matthew  Honeysett Method M18: 
Water use groups 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S417/026  Matthew  Honeysett Methods 19: 
Water 
management 

Amend Amend Method 19 (d) quantify costs and benefits of water 
races and explore alternatives. 
 

Reject Issue 5 

 /       

S417/028  Matthew  Honeysett Policy R.P3: 
Cumulative 

Support Insert after adverse effects: that are measured on aquatic... 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 
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Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

effects on river 
reaches of 
allocating water 

 /       

S417/029  Matthew  Honeysett 7 Ruamahanga 
Whaitua 

Oppose Do not include Figures 7.3-7.8 in the plan until categories have 
been verified. Change the allocation amounts in Tables 7.3-7.5 
to what is currently allocated or more if spare water has been 
identified. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S417/030  Matthew  Honeysett Schedule P: 
Classifying and 
managing 
groundwater and 
surface water 
connectivity 

Oppose Needs empirical calibration by GW. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S417/031  Matthew  Honeysett Schedule Q: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 
criteria 

Oppose Remove sentence "the model must reliably predict annual 
irrigation volume within an accuracy of 15%"Add after field 
validated model: for Wairarapa conditionsIn (a) add after 80%:  
where practicable 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S417/032  Matthew  Honeysett Schedule R: 
Guideline for 
stepdown 
allocations 

Amend Add after health needs of people: stock drinking water and 
rootstock protection. 
[Acknowledge Table R1 is interim; consult with water users on 
further changes] 
 

Accept in part Issue 3.1 

 /       

S417/033  Matthew  Honeysett Category A 
groundwater 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S417/035  Matthew  Honeysett 5.6.3 Transferring 
water permits 

Amend [Make transferring water a permitted activity] 
 

Reject Issue 3.3 

 /       



 

Recommended decisions on submissions: Water Allocation Page 265 of 294 

Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

S417/036  Matthew  Honeysett Category B 
groundwater (not 
directly 
connected) 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S417/037  Matthew  Honeysett Category B 
groundwater 
(directly 
connected) 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S417/038  Matthew  Honeysett Category C 
groundwater 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S418/001  Rod  Sutherland Category A 
groundwater 

Amend Amend [definition of directly connected]: Ground water in the 
bore is at the same level as the water in the river and moves up 
and down with the level of the river. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S418/003  Rod  Sutherland Unused water Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S418/006  Rod  Sutherland Objective O52: 
Efficient allocation 

Amend Amend Objective O52 to read "the efficiency and allocation and 
use of water is improved and maximised  the amount is 
increased through time, including by means of..." 
Add (f) enabling storage within the bed of a river 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S418/009  Rod  Sutherland Schedule P: 
Classifying and 
managing 
groundwater and 
surface water 
connectivity 

Amend [Amend Policy P107]: "(a) the groundwater connectivity 
described in Schedule P needs verifying and GW have a 
significant part to play in establishing the evidence"Insert (d) 
when Schedule P changes; "-ve effect on consent holders - 10 
year lead in time to reflect cost, +ve effect - the water 
availability should be released immediately." 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       
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Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

S418/010  Rod  Sutherland Policy P107: The 
framework for 
taking and using 
water 

Amend [Amend]: "(a) the groundwater connectivity described in 
Schedule P needs verifying and GW have a significant part to 
play in establishing the evidence" 
Insert (d) when Schedule P changes; "-ve effect on consent 
holders - 10 year lead in time to reflect cost, +ve effect - the 
water availability should be released immediately." 
 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S418/011  Rod  Sutherland Policy P109: 
Lapse dates 
affecting water 
takes 

Support Support Policy P109. 
 

Accept Issue 3.4 

 /       

S418/012  Rod  Sutherland Policy P111: 
Water takes at 
minimum flows 
and water levels 

Amend  Category A groundwater which shall be required to reduce 
take by 50% of the amount consented above minimum flows 
following a period of 10 days of continuous river levels at 
minimum flow. 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 /       

S418/014  Rod  Sutherland Policy P115: 
Authorising takes 
below minimum 
flows and lake 
levels 

Amend Amend Policy P115 (d)  category A groundwater which shall be 
required to reduce take by 50% of the amount consented 
above minimum flows following a period of 10 days of 
continuous river levels at minimum flow. 
Delete (c)(i) 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 /       

S418/015  Rod  Sutherland Policy P116: 
Reallocating 
water 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S418/016  Rod  Sutherland Policy P117: 
Supplementary 
allocation 
amounts at flows 
above the median 
flow 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 2.5 

 /       
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Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

S418/017  Rod  Sutherland Policy P118: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 

Amend Amend Policy P118 to read "while existing users replacing 
existing resource consents have a period of four years from the 
date of the plan being made operative  renewal of consen t to 
meet the criteria. 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S418/018  Rod  Sutherland Policy P119: 
Unused water 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S418/019  Rod  Sutherland Policy P120: 
Taking water for 
storage 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 2.5 

 /       

S418/020  Rod  Sutherland Policy P128: 
Transfer of 
resource consents 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S418/021  Rod  Sutherland Rule R137: Farm 
dairy washdown 
and milk-cooling 
water - permitted 
activity 

Amend Amend Rule R137 clause (b) by deleting words after 
"property...". 
 

Reject Issue 2.6 

 /       

S418/022  Rod  Sutherland Rule R143: 
Temporary water 
permit transfers - 
controlled activity 

Amend Amend Rule R143 to be a permitted activity and not a 
controlled activity. 
 

Reject Issue 3.3 

 /       

S418/023  Rod  Sutherland Rule R144: 
Transferring water 
permits - 
restricted 
discretionary 
activity 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S418/025  Rod  Sutherland Method M18: 
Water use groups 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 
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Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

 /       

S418/026  Rod  Sutherland Methods 19: 
Water 
management 

Amend Amend Method 19 (d) quantify costs and benefits of water 
races and explore alternatives. 
 

Reject Issue 5 

 /       

S418/028  Rod  Sutherland Policy R.P3: 
Cumulative 
effects on river 
reaches of 
allocating water 

Support Insert after adverse effects: that are measured on aquatic... 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S418/029  Rod  Sutherland 7 Ruamahanga 
Whaitua 

Oppose Do not include Figures 7.3-7.8 in the plan until categories have 
been verified. Change the allocation amounts in Tables 7.3-7.5 
to what is currently allocated or more if spare water has been 
identified. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S418/030  Rod  Sutherland Schedule P: 
Classifying and 
managing 
groundwater and 
surface water 
connectivity 

Oppose Needs empirical calibration by GW. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S418/031  Rod  Sutherland Schedule Q: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 
criteria 

Oppose Remove sentence "the model must reliably predict annual 
irrigation volume within an accuracy of 15%"Add after field 
validated model: for Wairarapa conditionsIn (a) add after 80%:  
where practicable 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S418/032  Rod  Sutherland Schedule R: 
Guideline for 
stepdown 
allocations 

Amend Add after health needs of people: stock drinking water and 
rootstock protection. 
[Acknowledge Table R1 is interim; consult with water users on 
further changes] 
 

Accept in part Issue 3.1 

 /       

S418/033  Rod  Sutherland Category A Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has Reject Issue 2.2 
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Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

groundwater field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

 /       

S418/035  Rod  Sutherland 5.6.3 Transferring 
water permits 

Amend [Make transferring water a permitted activity] 
 

Reject Issue 3.3 

 /       

S418/036  Rod  Sutherland Category B 
groundwater (not 
directly 
connected) 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S418/037  Rod  Sutherland Category B 
groundwater 
(directly 
connected) 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S418/038  Rod  Sutherland Category C 
groundwater 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S419/001  David G Holmes Category A 
groundwater 

Amend Amend [definition of directly connected]: Ground water in the 
bore is at the same level as the water in the river and moves up 
and down with the level of the river. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S419/003  David G Holmes Unused water Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S419/006  David G Holmes Objective O52: 
Efficient allocation 

Amend Amend Objective O52 to read "the efficiency and allocation and 
use of water is improved and maximised  the amount is 
increased through time, including by means of..." 
Add (f) enabling storage within the bed of a river 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S419/009  David G Holmes Schedule P: Amend [Amend Policy P107]: "(a) the groundwater connectivity Reject Issue 2.2 
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Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

Classifying and 
managing 
groundwater and 
surface water 
connectivity 

described in Schedule P needs verifying and GW have a 
significant part to play in establishing the evidence"Insert (d) 
when Schedule P changes; "-ve effect on consent holders - 10 
year lead in time to reflect cost, +ve effect - the water 
availability should be released immediately." 
 

 /       

S419/010  David G Holmes Policy P107: The 
framework for 
taking and using 
water 

Amend [Amend]: "(a) the groundwater connectivity described in 
Schedule P needs verifying and GW have a significant part to 
play in establishing the evidence" 
Insert (d) when Schedule P changes; "-ve effect on consent 
holders - 10 year lead in time to reflect cost, +ve effect - the 
water availability should be released immediately." 
 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S419/011  David G Holmes Policy P109: 
Lapse dates 
affecting water 
takes 

Support Support Policy P109. 
 

Accept Issue 3.4 

 /       

S419/012  David G Holmes Policy P111: 
Water takes at 
minimum flows 
and water levels 

Amend  Category A groundwater which shall be required to reduce 
take by 50% of the amount consented above minimum flows 
following a period of 10 days of continuous river levels at 
minimum flow. 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 /       

S419/014  David G Holmes Policy P115: 
Authorising takes 
below minimum 
flows and lake 
levels 

Amend Amend Policy P115 (d)  category A groundwater which shall be 
required to reduce take by 50% of the amount consented 
above minimum flows following a period of 10 days of 
continuous river levels at minimum flow. 
Delete (c)(i) 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 /       

S419/015  David G Holmes Policy P116: 
Reallocating 
water 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       



 

Recommended decisions on submissions: Water Allocation Page 271 of 294 

Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

S419/016  David G Holmes Policy P117: 
Supplementary 
allocation 
amounts at flows 
above the median 
flow 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 2.5 

 /       

S419/017  David G Holmes Policy P118: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 

Amend Amend Policy P118 to read "while existing users replacing 
existing resource consents have a period of four years from the 
date of the plan being made operative  renewal of consen t to 
meet the criteria. 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S419/018  David G Holmes Policy P119: 
Unused water 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S419/019  David G Holmes Policy P120: 
Taking water for 
storage 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 2.5 

 /       

S419/020  David G Holmes Policy P128: 
Transfer of 
resource consents 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S419/021  David G Holmes Rule R137: Farm 
dairy washdown 
and milk-cooling 
water - permitted 
activity 

Amend Amend Rule R137 clause (b) by deleting words after 
"property...". 
 

Reject Issue 2.6 

 /       

S419/022  David G Holmes Rule R143: 
Temporary water 
permit transfers - 
controlled activity 

Amend Amend Rule R143 to be a permitted activity and not a 
controlled activity. 
 

Reject Issue 3.3 

 /       

S419/023  David G Holmes Rule R144: 
Transferring water 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 
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Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

permits - 
restricted 
discretionary 
activity 

 /       

S419/025  David G Holmes Method M18: 
Water use groups 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S419/026  David G Holmes Methods 19: 
Water 
management 

Amend Amend Method 19 (d) quantify costs and benefits of water 
races and explore alternatives. 
 

Reject Issue 5 

 /       

S419/028  David G Holmes Policy R.P3: 
Cumulative 
effects on river 
reaches of 
allocating water 

Support Insert after adverse effects: that are measured on aquatic... 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S419/029  David G Holmes 7 Ruamahanga 
Whaitua 

Oppose Do not include Figures 7.3-7.8 in the plan until categories have 
been verified. Change the allocation amounts in Tables 7.3-7.5 
to what is currently allocated or more if spare water has been 
identified. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S419/030  David G Holmes Schedule P: 
Classifying and 
managing 
groundwater and 
surface water 
connectivity 

Oppose Needs empirical calibration by GW. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S419/031  David G Holmes Schedule Q: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 
criteria 

Oppose Remove sentence "the model must reliably predict annual 
irrigation volume within an accuracy of 15%"Add after field 
validated model: for Wairarapa conditionsIn (a) add after 80%:  
where practicable 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       
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point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

S419/032  David G Holmes Schedule R: 
Guideline for 
stepdown 
allocations 

Amend Add after health needs of people: stock drinking water and 
rootstock protection. 
[Acknowledge Table R1 is interim; consult with water users on 
further changes] 
 

Accept in part Issue 3.1 

 /       

S419/033  David G Holmes Category A 
groundwater 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S419/035  David G Holmes 5.6.3 Transferring 
water permits 

Amend [Make transferring water a permitted activity] 
 

Reject Issue 3.3 

 /       

S419/036  David G Holmes Category B 
groundwater (not 
directly 
connected) 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S419/037  David G Holmes Category B 
groundwater 
(directly 
connected) 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S419/038  David G Holmes Category C 
groundwater 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S420/001  Richard  Kershaw Category A 
groundwater 

Amend Amend [definition of directly connected]: Ground water in the 
bore is at the same level as the water in the river and moves up 
and down with the level of the river. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S420/003  Richard  Kershaw Unused water Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       
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Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

S420/006  Richard  Kershaw Objective O52: 
Efficient allocation 

Amend Amend Objective O52 to read "the efficiency and allocation and 
use of water is improved and maximised  the amount is 
increased through time, including by means of..." 
Add (f) enabling storage within the bed of a river 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S420/009  Richard  Kershaw Schedule P: 
Classifying and 
managing 
groundwater and 
surface water 
connectivity 

Amend [Amend Policy P107]: "(a) the groundwater connectivity 
described in Schedule P needs verifying and GW have a 
significant part to play in establishing the evidence"Insert (d) 
when Schedule P changes; "-ve effect on consent holders - 10 
year lead in time to reflect cost, +ve effect - the water 
availability should be released immediately." 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S420/010  Richard  Kershaw Policy P107: The 
framework for 
taking and using 
water 

Amend [Amend]: "(a) the groundwater connectivity described in 
Schedule P needs verifying and GW have a significant part to 
play in establishing the evidence" 
Insert (d) when Schedule P changes; "-ve effect on consent 
holders - 10 year lead in time to reflect cost, +ve effect - the 
water availability should be released immediately." 
 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S420/011  Richard  Kershaw Policy P109: 
Lapse dates 
affecting water 
takes 

Support Support Policy P109. 
 

Accept Issue 3.4 

 /       

S420/012  Richard  Kershaw Policy P111: 
Water takes at 
minimum flows 
and water levels 

Amend  Category A groundwater which shall be required to reduce 
take by 50% of the amount consented above minimum flows 
following a period of 10 days of continuous river levels at 
minimum flow. 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 /       

S420/014  Richard  Kershaw Policy P115: 
Authorising takes 
below minimum 
flows and lake 

Amend Amend Policy P115 (d)  category A groundwater which shall be 
required to reduce take by 50% of the amount consented 
above minimum flows following a period of 10 days of 
continuous river levels at minimum flow. 

Reject Issue 2.3 
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Oppose 
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recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

levels Delete (c)(i) 
 

 /       

S420/015  Richard  Kershaw Policy P116: 
Reallocating 
water 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S420/016  Richard  Kershaw Policy P117: 
Supplementary 
allocation 
amounts at flows 
above the median 
flow 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 2.5 

 /       

S420/017  Richard  Kershaw Policy P118: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 

Amend Amend Policy P118 to read "while existing users replacing 
existing resource consents have a period of four years from the 
date of the plan being made operative  renewal of consen t to 
meet the criteria. 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S420/018  Richard  Kershaw Policy P119: 
Unused water 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S420/019  Richard  Kershaw Policy P120: 
Taking water for 
storage 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 2.5 

 /       

S420/020  Richard  Kershaw Policy P128: 
Transfer of 
resource consents 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S420/021  Richard  Kershaw Rule R137: Farm 
dairy washdown 
and milk-cooling 
water - permitted 
activity 

Amend Amend Rule R137 clause (b) by deleting words after 
"property...". 
 

Reject Issue 2.6 

 /       
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Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

S420/022  Richard  Kershaw Rule R143: 
Temporary water 
permit transfers - 
controlled activity 

Amend Amend Rule R143 to be a permitted activity and not a 
controlled activity. 
 

Reject Issue 3.3 

 /       

S420/023  Richard  Kershaw Rule R144: 
Transferring water 
permits - 
restricted 
discretionary 
activity 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S420/025  Richard  Kershaw Method M18: 
Water use groups 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S420/026  Richard  Kershaw Methods 19: 
Water 
management 

Amend Amend Method 19 (d) quantify costs and benefits of water 
races and explore alternatives. 
 

Reject Issue 5 

 /       

S420/028  Richard  Kershaw Policy R.P3: 
Cumulative 
effects on river 
reaches of 
allocating water 

Support Insert after adverse effects: that are measured on aquatic... 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S420/029  Richard  Kershaw 7 Ruamahanga 
Whaitua 

Oppose Do not include Figures 7.3-7.8 in the plan until categories have 
been verified. Change the allocation amounts in Tables 7.3-7.5 
to what is currently allocated or more if spare water has been 
identified. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S420/030  Richard  Kershaw Schedule P: 
Classifying and 
managing 
groundwater and 
surface water 
connectivity 

Oppose Needs empirical calibration by GW. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 
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Officer 
comment 

 /       

S420/031  Richard  Kershaw Schedule Q: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 
criteria 

Oppose Remove sentence "the model must reliably predict annual 
irrigation volume within an accuracy of 15%"Add after field 
validated model: for Wairarapa conditionsIn (a) add after 80%:  
where practicable 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S420/032  Richard  Kershaw Schedule R: 
Guideline for 
stepdown 
allocations 

Amend Add after health needs of people: stock drinking water and 
rootstock protection. 
[Acknowledge Table R1 is interim; consult with water users on 
further changes] 
 

Accept in part Issue 3.1 

 /       

S420/033  Richard  Kershaw Category A 
groundwater 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S420/035  Richard  Kershaw 5.6.3 Transferring 
water permits 

Amend [Make transferring water a permitted activity] 
 

Reject Issue 3.3 

 /       

S420/036  Richard  Kershaw Category B 
groundwater (not 
directly 
connected) 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S420/037  Richard  Kershaw Category B 
groundwater 
(directly 
connected) 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S420/038  Richard  Kershaw Category C 
groundwater 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S421/001  Ray  Craig Category A Amend Amend [definition of directly connected]: Ground water in the Reject Issue 2.2 
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Officer 
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groundwater bore is at the same level as the water in the river and moves up 
and down with the level of the river. 
 

 /       

S421/003  Ray  Craig Unused water Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S421/006  Ray  Craig Objective O52: 
Efficient allocation 

Amend Amend Objective O52 to read "the efficiency and allocation and 
use of water is improved and maximised  the amount is 
increased through time, including by means of..." 
Add (f) enabling storage within the bed of a river 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S421/009  Ray  Craig Schedule P: 
Classifying and 
managing 
groundwater and 
surface water 
connectivity 

Amend [Amend Policy P107]: "(a) the groundwater connectivity 
described in Schedule P needs verifying and GW have a 
significant part to play in establishing the evidence"Insert (d) 
when Schedule P changes; "-ve effect on consent holders - 10 
year lead in time to reflect cost, +ve effect - the water 
availability should be released immediately." 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S421/010  Ray  Craig Policy P107: The 
framework for 
taking and using 
water 

Amend [Amend]: "(a) the groundwater connectivity described in 
Schedule P needs verifying and GW have a significant part to 
play in establishing the evidence" 
Insert (d) when Schedule P changes; "-ve effect on consent 
holders - 10 year lead in time to reflect cost, +ve effect - the 
water availability should be released immediately." 
 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S421/011  Ray  Craig Policy P109: 
Lapse dates 
affecting water 
takes 

Support Support Policy P109. 
 

Accept Issue 3.4 

 /       

S421/012  Ray  Craig Policy P111: 
Water takes at 
minimum flows 

Amend  Category A groundwater which shall be required to reduce 
take by 50% of the amount consented above minimum flows 
following a period of 10 days of continuous river levels at 

Reject Issue 2.3 



 

Recommended decisions on submissions: Water Allocation Page 279 of 294 

Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
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Officer 
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and water levels minimum flow. 
 

 /       

S421/014  Ray  Craig Policy P115: 
Authorising takes 
below minimum 
flows and lake 
levels 

Amend Amend Policy P115 (d)  category A groundwater which shall be 
required to reduce take by 50% of the amount consented 
above minimum flows following a period of 10 days of 
continuous river levels at minimum flow. 
Delete (c)(i) 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 /       

S421/015  Ray  Craig Policy P116: 
Reallocating 
water 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S421/016  Ray  Craig Policy P117: 
Supplementary 
allocation 
amounts at flows 
above the median 
flow 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 2.5 

 /       

S421/017  Ray  Craig Policy P118: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 

Amend Amend Policy P118 to read "while existing users replacing 
existing resource consents have a period of four years from the 
date of the plan being made operative  renewal of consen t to 
meet the criteria. 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S421/018  Ray  Craig Policy P119: 
Unused water 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S421/019  Ray  Craig Policy P120: 
Taking water for 
storage 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 2.5 

 /       

S421/020  Ray  Craig Policy P128: 
Transfer of 
resource consents 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 
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 /       

S421/021  Ray  Craig Rule R137: Farm 
dairy washdown 
and milk-cooling 
water - permitted 
activity 

Amend Amend Rule R137 clause (b) by deleting words after 
"property...". 
 

Reject Issue 2.6 

 /       

S421/022  Ray  Craig Rule R143: 
Temporary water 
permit transfers - 
controlled activity 

Amend Amend Rule R143 to be a permitted activity and not a 
controlled activity. 
 

Reject Issue 3.3 

 /       

S421/023  Ray  Craig Rule R144: 
Transferring water 
permits - 
restricted 
discretionary 
activity 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S421/025  Ray  Craig Method M18: 
Water use groups 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S421/026  Ray  Craig Methods 19: 
Water 
management 

Amend Amend Method 19 (d) quantify costs and benefits of water 
races and explore alternatives. 
 

Reject Issue 5 

 /       

S421/028  Ray  Craig Policy R.P3: 
Cumulative 
effects on river 
reaches of 
allocating water 

Support Insert after adverse effects: that are measured on aquatic... 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S421/029  Ray  Craig 7 Ruamahanga 
Whaitua 

Oppose Do not include Figures 7.3-7.8 in the plan until categories have 
been verified. Change the allocation amounts in Tables 7.3-7.5 
to what is currently allocated or more if spare water has been 
identified. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 
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 /       

S421/030  Ray  Craig Schedule P: 
Classifying and 
managing 
groundwater and 
surface water 
connectivity 

Oppose Needs empirical calibration by GW. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S421/031  Ray  Craig Schedule Q: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 
criteria 

Oppose Remove sentence "the model must reliably predict annual 
irrigation volume within an accuracy of 15%"Add after field 
validated model: for Wairarapa conditionsIn (a) add after 80%:  
where practicable 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S421/032  Ray  Craig Schedule R: 
Guideline for 
stepdown 
allocations 

Amend Add after health needs of people: stock drinking water and 
rootstock protection. 
[Acknowledge Table R1 is interim; consult with water users on 
further changes] 
 

Accept in part Issue 3.1 

 /       

S421/033  Ray  Craig Category A 
groundwater 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S421/035  Ray  Craig 5.6.3 Transferring 
water permits 

Amend [Make transferring water a permitted activity] 
 

Reject Issue 3.3 

 /       

S421/036  Ray  Craig Category B 
groundwater (not 
directly 
connected) 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S421/037  Ray  Craig Category B 
groundwater 
(directly 
connected) 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 
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 /       

S421/038  Ray  Craig Category C 
groundwater 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S422/001  Shaun  Rose Category A 
groundwater 

Amend Amend [definition of directly connected]: Ground water in the 
bore is at the same level as the water in the river and moves up 
and down with the level of the river. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S422/003  Shaun  Rose Unused water Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S422/006  Shaun  Rose Objective O52: 
Efficient allocation 

Amend Amend Objective O52 to read "the efficiency and allocation and 
use of water is improved and maximised  the amount is 
increased through time, including by means of..." 
Add (f) enabling storage within the bed of a river 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S422/009  Shaun  Rose Schedule P: 
Classifying and 
managing 
groundwater and 
surface water 
connectivity 

Amend [Amend Policy P107]: "(a) the groundwater connectivity 
described in Schedule P needs verifying and GW have a 
significant part to play in establishing the evidence"Insert (d) 
when Schedule P changes; "-ve effect on consent holders - 10 
year lead in time to reflect cost, +ve effect - the water 
availability should be released immediately." 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S422/010  Shaun  Rose Policy P107: The 
framework for 
taking and using 
water 

Amend [Amend]: "(a) the groundwater connectivity described in 
Schedule P needs verifying and GW have a significant part to 
play in establishing the evidence" 
Insert (d) when Schedule P changes; "-ve effect on consent 
holders - 10 year lead in time to reflect cost, +ve effect - the 
water availability should be released immediately." 
 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       
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S422/011  Shaun  Rose Policy P109: 
Lapse dates 
affecting water 
takes 

Support Support Policy P109. 
 

Accept Issue 3.4 

 /       

S422/012  Shaun  Rose Policy P111: 
Water takes at 
minimum flows 
and water levels 

Amend  Category A groundwater which shall be required to reduce 
take by 50% of the amount consented above minimum flows 
following a period of 10 days of continuous river levels at 
minimum flow. 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 /       

S422/014  Shaun  Rose Policy P115: 
Authorising takes 
below minimum 
flows and lake 
levels 

Amend Amend Policy P115 (d)  category A groundwater which shall be 
required to reduce take by 50% of the amount consented 
above minimum flows following a period of 10 days of 
continuous river levels at minimum flow. 
Delete (c)(i) 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 /       

S422/015  Shaun  Rose Policy P116: 
Reallocating 
water 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S422/016  Shaun  Rose Policy P117: 
Supplementary 
allocation 
amounts at flows 
above the median 
flow 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 2.5 

 /       

S422/017  Shaun  Rose Policy P118: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 

Amend Amend Policy P118 to read "while existing users replacing 
existing resource consents have a period of four years from the 
date of the plan being made operative  renewal of consen t to 
meet the criteria. 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S422/018  Shaun  Rose Policy P119: 
Unused water 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 
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 /       

S422/019  Shaun  Rose Policy P120: 
Taking water for 
storage 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 2.5 

 /       

S422/020  Shaun  Rose Policy P128: 
Transfer of 
resource consents 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S422/021  Shaun  Rose Rule R137: Farm 
dairy washdown 
and milk-cooling 
water - permitted 
activity 

Amend Amend Rule R137 clause (b) by deleting words after 
"property...". 
 

Reject Issue 2.6 

 /       

S422/022  Shaun  Rose Rule R143: 
Temporary water 
permit transfers - 
controlled activity 

Amend Amend Rule R143 to be a permitted activity and not a 
controlled activity. 
 

Reject Issue 3.3 

 /       

S422/023  Shaun  Rose Rule R144: 
Transferring water 
permits - 
restricted 
discretionary 
activity 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S422/025  Shaun  Rose Method M18: 
Water use groups 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S422/026  Shaun  Rose Methods 19: 
Water 
management 

Amend Amend Method 19 (d) quantify costs and benefits of water 
races and explore alternatives. 
 

Reject Issue 5 

 /       

S422/028  Shaun  Rose Policy R.P3: 
Cumulative 
effects on river 

Support Insert after adverse effects: that are measured on aquatic... 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 
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reaches of 
allocating water 

 /       

S422/029  Shaun  Rose 7 Ruamahanga 
Whaitua 

Oppose Do not include Figures 7.3-7.8 in the plan until categories have 
been verified. Change the allocation amounts in Tables 7.3-7.5 
to what is currently allocated or more if spare water has been 
identified. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S422/030  Shaun  Rose Schedule P: 
Classifying and 
managing 
groundwater and 
surface water 
connectivity 

Oppose Needs empirical calibration by GW. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S422/031  Shaun  Rose Schedule Q: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 
criteria 

Oppose Remove sentence "the model must reliably predict annual 
irrigation volume within an accuracy of 15%"Add after field 
validated model: for Wairarapa conditionsIn (a) add after 80%:  
where practicable 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S422/032  Shaun  Rose Schedule R: 
Guideline for 
stepdown 
allocations 

Amend Add after health needs of people: stock drinking water and 
rootstock protection. 
[Acknowledge Table R1 is interim; consult with water users on 
further changes] 
 

Accept in part Issue 3.1 

 /       

S422/033  Shaun  Rose Category A 
groundwater 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S422/035  Shaun  Rose 5.6.3 Transferring 
water permits 

Amend [Make transferring water a permitted activity] 
 

Reject Issue 3.3 

 /       

S422/036  Shaun  Rose Category B Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has Reject Issue 2.2 
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groundwater (not 
directly 
connected) 

field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

 /       

S422/037  Shaun  Rose Category B 
groundwater 
(directly 
connected) 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S422/038  Shaun  Rose Category C 
groundwater 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S423/001  Willem  Stolte Category A 
groundwater 

Amend Amend [definition of directly connected]: Ground water in the 
bore is at the same level as the water in the river and moves up 
and down with the level of the river. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S423/003  Willem  Stolte Unused water Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S423/006  Willem  Stolte Objective O52: 
Efficient allocation 

Amend Amend Objective O52 to read "the efficiency and allocation and 
use of water is improved and maximised  the amount is 
increased through time, including by means of..." 
Add (f) enabling storage within the bed of a river 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S423/009  Willem  Stolte Schedule P: 
Classifying and 
managing 
groundwater and 
surface water 
connectivity 

Amend [Amend Policy P107]: "(a) the groundwater connectivity 
described in Schedule P needs verifying and GW have a 
significant part to play in establishing the evidence"Insert (d) 
when Schedule P changes; "-ve effect on consent holders - 10 
year lead in time to reflect cost, +ve effect - the water 
availability should be released immediately." 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S423/010  Willem  Stolte Policy P107: The Amend [Amend]: "(a) the groundwater connectivity described in Reject Issue 2.2 
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framework for 
taking and using 
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Schedule P needs verifying and GW have a significant part to 
play in establishing the evidence" 
Insert (d) when Schedule P changes; "-ve effect on consent 
holders - 10 year lead in time to reflect cost, +ve effect - the 
water availability should be released immediately." 
 
 

 /       

S423/011  Willem  Stolte Policy P109: 
Lapse dates 
affecting water 
takes 

Support Support Policy P109. 
 

Accept Issue 3.4 

 /       

S423/012  Willem  Stolte Policy P111: 
Water takes at 
minimum flows 
and water levels 

Amend  Category A groundwater which shall be required to reduce 
take by 50% of the amount consented above minimum flows 
following a period of 10 days of continuous river levels at 
minimum flow. 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 /       

S423/014  Willem  Stolte Policy P115: 
Authorising takes 
below minimum 
flows and lake 
levels 

Amend Amend Policy P115 (d)  category A groundwater which shall be 
required to reduce take by 50% of the amount consented 
above minimum flows following a period of 10 days of 
continuous river levels at minimum flow. 
Delete (c)(i) 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 /       

S423/015  Willem  Stolte Policy P116: 
Reallocating 
water 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S423/016  Willem  Stolte Policy P117: 
Supplementary 
allocation 
amounts at flows 
above the median 
flow 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 2.5 

 /       

S423/017  Willem  Stolte Policy P118: Amend Amend Policy P118 to read "while existing users replacing Reject Issue 3.2 
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Reasonable and 
efficient use 

existing resource consents have a period of four years from the 
date of the plan being made operative  renewal of consen t to 
meet the criteria. 
 

 /       

S423/018  Willem  Stolte Policy P119: 
Unused water 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S423/019  Willem  Stolte Policy P120: 
Taking water for 
storage 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 2.5 

 /       

S423/020  Willem  Stolte Policy P128: 
Transfer of 
resource consents 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S423/021  Willem  Stolte Rule R137: Farm 
dairy washdown 
and milk-cooling 
water - permitted 
activity 

Amend Amend Rule R137 clause (b) by deleting words after 
"property...". 
 

Reject Issue 2.6 

 /       

S423/022  Willem  Stolte Rule R143: 
Temporary water 
permit transfers - 
controlled activity 

Amend Amend Rule R143 to be a permitted activity and not a 
controlled activity. 
 

Reject Issue 3.3 

 /       

S423/023  Willem  Stolte Rule R144: 
Transferring water 
permits - 
restricted 
discretionary 
activity 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S423/025  Willem  Stolte Method M18: 
Water use groups 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       
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S423/026  Willem  Stolte Methods 19: 
Water 
management 

Amend Amend Method 19 (d) quantify costs and benefits of water 
races and explore alternatives. 
 

Reject Issue 5 

 /       

S423/028  Willem  Stolte Policy R.P3: 
Cumulative 
effects on river 
reaches of 
allocating water 

Support Insert after adverse effects: that are measured on aquatic... 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S423/029  Willem  Stolte 7 Ruamahanga 
Whaitua 

Oppose Do not include Figures 7.3-7.8 in the plan until categories have 
been verified. Change the allocation amounts in Tables 7.3-7.5 
to what is currently allocated or more if spare water has been 
identified. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S423/030  Willem  Stolte Schedule P: 
Classifying and 
managing 
groundwater and 
surface water 
connectivity 

Oppose Needs empirical calibration by GW. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S423/031  Willem  Stolte Schedule Q: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 
criteria 

Oppose Remove sentence "the model must reliably predict annual 
irrigation volume within an accuracy of 15%"Add after field 
validated model: for Wairarapa conditionsIn (a) add after 80%:  
where practicable 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S423/032  Willem  Stolte Schedule R: 
Guideline for 
stepdown 
allocations 

Amend Add after health needs of people: stock drinking water and 
rootstock protection. 
[Acknowledge Table R1 is interim; consult with water users on 
further changes] 
 

Accept in part Issue 3.1 

 /       

S423/033  Willem  Stolte Category A 
groundwater 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 

Reject Issue 2.2 
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 /       

S423/035  Willem  Stolte 5.6.3 Transferring 
water permits 

Amend [Make transferring water a permitted activity] 
 

Reject Issue 3.3 

 /       

S423/036  Willem  Stolte Category B 
groundwater (not 
directly 
connected) 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S423/037  Willem  Stolte Category B 
groundwater 
(directly 
connected) 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S423/038  Willem  Stolte Category C 
groundwater 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S424/001  Gary  Svenson Category A 
groundwater 

Amend Amend [definition of directly connected]: Ground water in the 
bore is at the same level as the water in the river and moves up 
and down with the level of the river. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S424/003  Gary  Svenson Unused water Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S424/006  Gary  Svenson Objective O52: 
Efficient allocation 

Amend Amend Objective O52 to read "the efficiency and allocation and 
use of water is improved and maximised  the amount is 
increased through time, including by means of..." 
Add (f) enabling storage within the bed of a river 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S424/009  Gary  Svenson Schedule P: 
Classifying and 
managing 

Amend [Amend Policy P107]: "(a) the groundwater connectivity 
described in Schedule P needs verifying and GW have a 
significant part to play in establishing the evidence"Insert (d) 

Reject Issue 2.2 
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groundwater and 
surface water 
connectivity 

when Schedule P changes; "-ve effect on consent holders - 10 
year lead in time to reflect cost, +ve effect - the water 
availability should be released immediately." 
 

 /       

S424/010  Gary  Svenson Policy P107: The 
framework for 
taking and using 
water 

Amend [Amend]: "(a) the groundwater connectivity described in 
Schedule P needs verifying and GW have a significant part to 
play in establishing the evidence" 
Insert (d) when Schedule P changes; "-ve effect on consent 
holders - 10 year lead in time to reflect cost, +ve effect - the 
water availability should be released immediately." 
 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S424/011  Gary  Svenson Policy P109: 
Lapse dates 
affecting water 
takes 

Support Support Policy P109. 
 

Accept Issue 3.4 

 /       

S424/012  Gary  Svenson Policy P111: 
Water takes at 
minimum flows 
and water levels 

Amend  Category A groundwater which shall be required to reduce 
take by 50% of the amount consented above minimum flows 
following a period of 10 days of continuous river levels at 
minimum flow. 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 /       

S424/014  Gary  Svenson Policy P115: 
Authorising takes 
below minimum 
flows and lake 
levels 

Amend Amend Policy P115 (d)  category A groundwater which shall be 
required to reduce take by 50% of the amount consented 
above minimum flows following a period of 10 days of 
continuous river levels at minimum flow. 
Delete (c)(i) 
 

Reject Issue 2.3 

 /       

S424/015  Gary  Svenson Policy P116: 
Reallocating 
water 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S424/016  Gary  Svenson Policy P117: 
Supplementary 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 2.5 
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Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

allocation 
amounts at flows 
above the median 
flow 

 /       

S424/017  Gary  Svenson Policy P118: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 

Amend Amend Policy P118 to read "while existing users replacing 
existing resource consents have a period of four years from the 
date of the plan being made operative  renewal of consen t to 
meet the criteria. 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S424/018  Gary  Svenson Policy P119: 
Unused water 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.2 

 /       

S424/019  Gary  Svenson Policy P120: 
Taking water for 
storage 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 2.5 

 /       

S424/020  Gary  Svenson Policy P128: 
Transfer of 
resource consents 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S424/021  Gary  Svenson Rule R137: Farm 
dairy washdown 
and milk-cooling 
water - permitted 
activity 

Amend Amend Rule R137 clause (b) by deleting words after 
"property...". 
 

Reject Issue 2.6 

 /       

S424/022  Gary  Svenson Rule R143: 
Temporary water 
permit transfers - 
controlled activity 

Amend Amend Rule R143 to be a permitted activity and not a 
controlled activity. 
 

Reject Issue 3.3 

 /       

S424/023  Gary  Svenson Rule R144: 
Transferring water 
permits - 
restricted 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 
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Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

discretionary 
activity 

 /       

S424/025  Gary  Svenson Method M18: 
Water use groups 

Support Retain. 
 

Accept Issue 3.3 

 /       

S424/026  Gary  Svenson Methods 19: 
Water 
management 

Amend Amend Method 19 (d) quantify costs and benefits of water 
races and explore alternatives. 
 

Reject Issue 5 

 /       

S424/028  Gary  Svenson Policy R.P3: 
Cumulative 
effects on river 
reaches of 
allocating water 

Support Insert after adverse effects: that are measured on aquatic... 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S424/029  Gary  Svenson 7 Ruamahanga 
Whaitua 

Oppose Do not include Figures 7.3-7.8 in the plan until categories have 
been verified. Change the allocation amounts in Tables 7.3-7.5 
to what is currently allocated or more if spare water has been 
identified. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S424/030  Gary  Svenson Schedule P: 
Classifying and 
managing 
groundwater and 
surface water 
connectivity 

Oppose Needs empirical calibration by GW. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S424/031  Gary  Svenson Schedule Q: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 
criteria 

Oppose Remove sentence "the model must reliably predict annual 
irrigation volume within an accuracy of 15%"Add after field 
validated model: for Wairarapa conditionsIn (a) add after 80%:  
where practicable 
 

Reject Issue 3.2 

 /       

S424/032  Gary  Svenson Schedule R: 
Guideline for 

Amend Add after health needs of people: stock drinking water and 
rootstock protection. 

Accept in part Issue 3.1 
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Submission 
point 

Further 
submission 
point 

Submitter Provision Support 
Oppose 

Decision requested Officer 
recommendation 

Officer 
comment 

stepdown 
allocations 

[Acknowledge Table R1 is interim; consult with water users on 
further changes] 
 

 /       

S424/033  Gary  Svenson Category A 
groundwater 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S424/035  Gary  Svenson 5.6.3 Transferring 
water permits 

Amend [Make transferring water a permitted activity] 
 

Reject Issue 3.3 

 /       

S424/036  Gary  Svenson Category B 
groundwater (not 
directly 
connected) 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S424/037  Gary  Svenson Category B 
groundwater 
(directly 
connected) 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       

S424/038  Gary  Svenson Category C 
groundwater 

Amend  Groundwater will be categorised A or B or C once GW has 
field verified its connectivity with surface water and performed 
an empirical calibration of the model. 
 

Reject Issue 2.2 

 /       
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Appendix E: Common Template Submissions 
 

Table 5: List of Wairarapa Water Users Common Format submitters 

Submitter number Name 

S365 A J Barton 

S274 Alexander Haddon Webster 

S406 Alison Turner 

S411 Andrew Douglas Harvey 

S292 Andrew Patrick 

S396 Bernie George 

S393 Blair Roberts 

S337 Bob Tosswill 

S383 Brad Gooding 

S347 Brian Bosch 

S416 Bryan Thompson Tucker 

S170 Chris Engel 

S395 Daniel George 

S419 David G Holmes 

S377 Donald McCreary 

S321 Edward Handyside 

S342 Gary James and Anne Marie Daysh 

S424 Gary Svenson 

S371 George Ritchie 

S388 Gerard Vollebregt 

S375 Graeme Hugh Tulloch 

S390 Hayden Thurston 

S340 Jim Hedley 

S408 John Petrie 

S407 Kurt Simmonds 

S372 Leo Vollebregt 

S378 Lewis Herrick 

S417 Matthew Honeysett 

S113 Michael John Slater 

S400 Mike Moran 

S413 Mike Warren 
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S335 NDR and BA Davies 

S382 Noel and Ann Gray 

S394 Owen Butcher 

S409 Peter Vollebregt 

S421 Ray Craig 

S410 Richard John and Carolyn Ann Stevenson 

S420 Richard Kershaw 

S384 Richard Osborne 

S418 Rod Sutherland 

S361 Sandra Shivas 

S399 Sandy Bidwell 

S412 Shane Matthew Gray 

S422 Shaun Rose 

S414 Stephen Hammond 

S392 Stewart Weatherstone 

S317 Susannah and Mark Guscott 

S124 Wairarapa Water Users Society Incorporated 

S423 Willem Stolte 

S380 Willy and Sally Bosch 

 

Table 6: List of Land Matters Common Format submitters 

Submitter number Name 

S294 Bell Camp Trust 

S295 Carter Families 

S299 Julian and Ruth Blackett 

S297 Kennott Family Trust 

S285 Land Matters Limited 

S370 Mahaki Holdings Limited 

S348 Max Lutz 

S351 Tim Mansell and family 

S349 USNZ 

S346 Waikanae Christian Holiday Park (El Rancho) 



Section 42A Report Water allocation 

NATRP-1620937158-1285 PAGE 1 OF 10 
 

Appendix F: Pre hearing minutes 
16 December 2016,  9am to 1015 Held at GWRC offices, Shed 39 Fryatt Quay 

Proposed	fish	screen	condition	on	
Rule	R136,	Rule	R137	and	Rule	R141:	
Minutes	of	meeting	with	MoC	
representatives	
Attendees: Paula Hammond (GWRC), Chris Staite (DoC), Genevieve Rainey (DoC)  
Apologies: Liz McGruddy (Federated Farmers) 
Main issue for discussion 
Are there any other ways for achieving a maximum screen intake velocity other than specifying 
a rate or calculation?  

Discussion 

Paula explained  that  for  the permitted  rules with  the  fish  screen  condition  she wanted  the 
condition to be easily understood and complied with, while still achieving the requirements of 
preventing fish entrainment/entrapment. 

Chris  commented  that most  of  the  North  Island  councils  specify  the water  velocity  to  be 
achieved as a condition of the permitted activity. 

Chris also had a concern that Rule R137 did not specify a maximum abstraction rate like Rules 
R136 and R141. 

Actions for Paula 

 Talk to irrigation industry and see if there are standard screens available for smaller 
permitted takes and look at whether they comply with the mesh size and velocity  
requirements 

 Run some calculations for various abstraction rates (e.g. 0 ‐0.5L/s, 0.5‐ 1.5L/s, 1.5‐
2.5L/s) to determine screen area size  

 Analyse current consents for dairy shed wash down to determine rates of take and 
whether they are surface water or groundwater abstractions. 

Actions for Chris/ Genevieve 

 To check with experts to determine appropriate through screen velocity for Wellington 
Region (0.12m/s or 0.3m/s) 

 Consider topic areas where DoC could see benefit in having a pre hearing meeting 
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Pre‐hearing	meeting	held	on	bores	at	
GWRC	Wellington	Shed	39,	31	
January	2017,	9.30	–	11.10am	
 Attendees: 

 Paula Hammond, GWRC 

 Doug Mzila, GWRC 

 Paul Denton, GWRC 

 Lindsay Daysh, Incite Ltd (INT) working for Centreport Ltd/Centreport Properties Ltd 

 William Woods, Centreport Ltd/Centreport Properties Ltd (CP) 

 Geoff Williams, Wellington Water (WWL) 

 Keith Woolly, Wellington Water (WWL) 

 Stewart McKenzie, Wellington Water (WWL) 

 Richard Peterson, MWH working for Wellington Water (MWH) 

 Introduction 

 Round table of introductions ‐ All 

 Discuss purpose of the meeting – Paula Hammond 

 Discussion of Issues 

 GWRC outlined the proposed new rules from the memo previously circulated. The 

proposed rules are to address the following issues 

o Current Freshwater Plan has different definition of bore to proposed Plan – FWP 
broader definition than NRP 

o Current  Freshwater  Plan  requires  consent  for  any  bore,  or  hole  drilled  in  Hutt 
Aquifer – proposed Plan permits geotech bores everywhere within the region, and 
piling  and  foundation  work  is  not  covered  by  the  proposed  Plan  (where  it 
intercepts groundwater or has the potential to affect the Hutt Aquifer) 

o Proposed  Plan  indicates  bore  rules  apply  in  the  CMA,  however,  there may  be 
additional  effects of drilling  in  the CMA  that have  not been  addressed  in  these 
rules 

o Better  information  available on  the  extent of  the Hutt Aquifer  extending under 
Wellington Harbour and  the need  to protect  the Hutt Aquifer both on  land and 
within the CMA 

 MWH and WWL noted that the deep excavation, removal of piles, decommission, 

demolition should be managed in relation to the Hutt Aquifer and is an issue not currently 

addressed in the PNRP. 

 INT requested if there are any submissions from industry, and GWRC replied that the 

majority is on dewatering. 

 MWH noted a difference between Map 30 in the PNRP and the operative RCP Map 8, 

where the Hutt Estuary is not marked as part of the CMA in Map 30.  
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 There is general discussion over the proposed changes to Rule R146 and the 13m depth 

which applies on land but not the CMA. The coastal management general conditions have 

a different depth of 0.5m. There is general acceptance that 13m is a conservative figure 

and above the aquiclude for land based drilling. However WWL wish to review this figure 

further  

 There was discussion about the integrated nature of the PNRP and whether Rule R146 

should include land based and CMA drilling.  CP suggested that explicit cross referencing in 

the Coastal section would assist integration. 

 GWRC stated that in terms of a potential ‘low risk’ limit in the CMA, 6m below seabed is a 

figure based on bore logs and geology. WWL noted that seabed is probably not a good 

datum due to seabed movement and a common datum is preferred. GWRC further 

commented that when the water column is included (10m + 6m), the depth for the 

harbour is 16m, and 13m on land. However, a breach of the aquiclude in the CMA is more 

problematic than on land. 

 CP notes that current drilling (on landward side of Thorndon Container Wharf) down to 

20m does not meet any aquifer water and this depth poses no issues.  

 CP notes that the commercial port area (CPA) including the area identified as Lambton 

Harbour North (previously part of the CPA) is a distinct area that is different from the 

harbour as a whole. There is substantial information available on the geology within the 

CPA. 

 WWL noted the potential contamination from CCA treated piles. 

 GWRC summarized the discussion to this point, by saying that Rule R146 at 13m is OK, a 

common datum is preferred for the CMA, there are two depths possible for the CMA, one 

for whole of harbour, and another for the CPA. GWRC suggests that expert conference 

(using CPA data) could solve the depth differences. 

 GWRC moved the discussion to newly proposed pile and foundation rule. WWL noted that 

the definition for this work would need to be examined. 

 The intent of the new rule is to allow piling activity to occur on land without the need for a 

consent except where it may impact the Hutt Aquifer. The proposed rule would need to 

protect the aquifer and significant sites, as these occur in the CMA – if the rule where to 

cover the CMA. 

 CP noted an issue with the Kaiwharawhara estuary significant site status. 

 There was general discussion about what and how R146A would apply. The discussion 

ended with a consensus that R146A is more suitable for land based piles, and a new 

provision explored for the CMA. 

 WWL notes that in the CMA there are other consents to gain, therefore the need for a 

specific CMA may appear redundant. 

 GWRC entered discussion on Rule R147 – controlled activity.  

 WWL noted that double casing should be explicitly stated in the matters. 

 GWRC ended the meeting with a summary of the discussion.   

 Issues in Agreement 

 That Rule R146 is suitable for land and CMA based activities (with better cross 

referencing). The rule should include the CMA general conditions 5.7.2 (with an exception 

for (c) no disturbance greater than  0.5m depth) 

 R146A is land based only 

 R147 needs further work on the matters of control with regards to casing 
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 Issues remaining outstanding 

 GWRC to arrange an expert caucusing meeting to discuss depth for geotech bores in the 

CMA 

 WWL to provide a definition for piles and foundations 

 CP to provide expert names 

 GWRC to rework Rules R146 and R146A and circulate for comment. 

 Information for the plan hearing 

 See issues in agreement 
 
 
This report will be appended to the Officers 42A Report for Water Allocation 
 
Signed as a true and accurate record: 
 
Paula Hammond on behalf of GWRC 
 
 
 
 
Lindsay Daysh, Incite Ltd (INT) 
William Woods, Centreport Ltd/Centreport Properties Ltd (CP) 
 
 
 
 
 
Geoff Williams, Wellington Water (WWL) 
Keith Woolly, Wellington Water (WWL) 
Stewart McKenzie, Wellington Water (WWL) 
Richard Peterson, MWH 
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Proposed	Natural	Resources	Regional	
Plan:	Second	Pre‐hearing	meeting	‐
Geotechnical	bores	
1 June 2017 

Room 17, Shed 39, GWRC 

Attendees: 

Paula Hammond – GW 
Doug Mzila – GW 
Richard Petersen – WWL (MWH) 
Stewart McKenzie – WWL 
Lindsay Daysh – CPL (Incite Ltd) 
William Woods ‐ CPL 

 

Meeting minutes of previous meeting (31 January 2017) were confirmed. 

Points agreed: 

The Commercial Port Area shown on Map 32 can be excluded from Rule 146 as there is enough 

evidence to show the Hutt Aquifer is not in this area. 

Points for further work: 

Look at the definition of geotechnical bore and bore.  Consider that geotechnical bore could 

also include investigating groundwater.  Paula to look at other council’s definition of bore. 

Stewart to confirm WWL is happy with 5m below seabed level and 5m in the Hutt Valley 

William to investigate if there is information about Lambton Harbour Area (Northern Zone) on 

Map 32 that would support excluding it from Rule 146. 
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Proposed	Natural	Resources	Regional	
Plan:	Pre‐hearing	meeting	Water	
Allocation	
Masterton, 11 April 2017 
Attendees: 
Vern Brasell ‐ WWU 
Neville Fisher – WWU 
John Barton ‐ farmer 
Leo Vollebregt – WWU 
Lindsay Daysh ‐ WWU 
E McGruddy ‐ Federated Farmers 
Alex Webster – Federated Farmers 
Bob Tosswill ‐ WRIT 
Edda Valbus – WWU (Consultant) 
John Williamson ‐ Consultant 
Jim Hedley ‐ Farmer 
Steve Gravatt – Taratahi 
Andrew Patrick – Farmer 
Graeme Tulloch ‐  WRIT 
Stephen Hammond – Hammond Ltd 
Bob Francis – Water Wairarapa 
Genevieve Rainey – Minister of Conservation  
Natasha Petrovic  – Minister of Conservation  
Chris Staite, – Minister of Conservation  
May Craig ‐ Craig Dairy Farm Ltd 
Peter Wilson ‐ Fish & Game 
Andrew Curtis – Irrigation NZ Inc 
Michelle Rush ‐ Facilitator 
Paula Hammond ‐ GW 
Mike Thompson  ‐ GW 
Brydon Hughes ‐ Liquid Earth Ltd (Consultant for GW) 
Mark Gyopari – Earth in Mind Ltd (Consultant for GW) 
Stephen Thawley ‐ GW 
Doug Mzila ‐ GW 
Pam Guest ‐ GW 

 
Introduction and welcome – Michelle Rush 
Check that all substantive issues are on the table for discussion.  Additional substantive issues 
raised by the group 

‐ Two category ‘B’s 

‐ Cost benefit analysis of proposals 

‐ Is there a provision for taking water from a storage lake  (Should be provided in the 

Plan) 

‐ Is there a provision to take water released into a river from a storage facility  
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‐ Relevant PNRP objectives and the way the hearings are structured (need to be 

considered in an integrated manner) and efficiency of the hearing process. 

‐ Management of multiple takes by one user from the same waterway 

‐ Schedule Q (efficiency) 

Policy Presentation: Water Allocation Provisions of the PNRP ‐ Paula Hammond 
 Overview  of  PNRP  provisions,  comparison  with  FWP  provisions,  and  matters  of 
clarification responding to issues raised in submissions 
‐ Questions raised over the lack of provisions to address over‐allocation within the 

catchment and the risk that this introduces  

‐ Question about evidence required to prove connectivity between a surface and 

groundwater 

‐ Question about need for evidence that shows that the flows of the Ruamahunga River 

are getting lower (refers to quote taken from the whaitua)  

Technical Presentation ‐ Mike Thompson/Brydon Hughes/Mark Gyopari 
Explanation of the two‐phase modelling undertaken in the Ruamahunga Catchment 
Explanation of groundwater/surface water connectivity in the Wairarapa Valley 
‐ Schedule P – discuss costs/benefits of developing provisions to enable reclassification 

(in terms of the assigned Category) (caucusing opportunity). Regional scale mapping – 

what process could be used to provide for local variation?  

‐ Need for clear definitions for each of the different categories – i.e. what comprises a 

direct connection. 

Explanation of minimum flows (these have been carried over from the FWP) 
‐ Questions about how minimum flows were set, levels of protection for in‐stream 

values, evidence required, and a note that new methodologies are now available 

‐ Concerns raised over potential changes in minimum flows introduced by the whaitua 

and implications for current users 

‐ Questions about when restrictions should be imposed ‐ the desire for a 10 day delay 

for groundwater users and need to provide for practical considerations (such as 

halfway through a paddock).  

Agreement to explore a PNRP amendment: Manage restrictions using (sub)catchment‐
groups such as a group of irrigators. 
 

Explanation of naturalising  low  flows and how  they are used  to  identify a  surface water 
allocation envelope 
‐ Agreement to carry out technical caucusing regarding the assumptions underpinning 

the use of naturalised low flows 

 
 
 

Explanation of allocation limits 
‐ New zones and new limits (compared to the FWP) are based on new understanding of 

how the surface/ground water systems interact.  

‐ Concern around the implications of new limits on users ‐  need for an economic impact 

assessment (this is a role of the whaitua process) 
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‐ Need for caucusing regarding what happens at minimum flows, how to manage 

reliability of supply 

 
Suite  of  PNRP  objectives  and  policies  –  concern  that  evaluation  of  these  is  spread  across 
different hearings. Structure of hearings  splits up discussion. Raise with Council potential  to 
rethink this (F&G, Feds,  
If looking at new ways of Schedule P – consider the different approaches from other regional 
councils. Bring a ‘strawman’ to discuss. 
 
Next meeting: Sometime between now and mid May 
Points to discuss at next meeting 

 Regional Scale mapping and local variation – how the plan allows for local variation 

 Definitions of Categories in Schedule P 

 Naturalising Low flows 

 Irrigation reliability – what happens at minimum flows 

 
Decisions reached Nil 
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Proposed	Natural	Resources	Regional	
Plan:	Second	Pre‐hearing	meeting	
Water	Allocation	
Masterton, 18 May 2017 

Attendees: 

Vern Brasell ‐ WWU 
Neville Fisher – WWU 
John Barton ‐ farmer 
Leo Vollebregt – WWU 
Lindsay Daysh – WWU (Consultant) 
E McGruddy ‐ Federated Farmers 
Bob Tosswill ‐ WRIT 
Edda Valbus – WWU (Consultant) 
Jim Hedley ‐ Farmer 
Andrew Curtis – Irrigation NZ Inc. 
Lucy Cooper – Minister of Conservation (Consultant) 
Michelle Rush ‐ Facilitator 
Paula Hammond – GW (Meeting Chairperson) 
Mike Thompson ‐ GW 
Brydon Hughes ‐ Liquid Earth Ltd (Consultant for GW) 
Mark Gyopari – Earth in Mind Ltd (Consultant for GW) 
Stephen Thawley ‐ GW 
Doug Mzila ‐ GW 

 

Introduction and welcome – Michelle Rush 

Established that the purpose of the meeting was to see if any agreement could be reached on 

the material presented today. Minutes of the meeting would be attached to the section 42A 

report. Any agreements reached would form the basis of recommendations in the section 42A 

report. 

Regional Scale mapping – how the plan allows for local variation 

GWRC had pre circulated documents for this topic.  

Concerns were reiterated that the model on which the groundwater Categories and maps are 

based on uses limited data and information and has many assumptions.  GWRC expressed 

confidence in the model, maps and categories at a catchment and sub catchment level.  

There was general support for including a list of hydrogeological information that GWRC would 

require for assessing the reclassification of a groundwater take category. 

Suggestions were made to: 
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 Include wording in the initial paragraph “depending on local circumstances may 

include all or some of the below” 

 Include “reclassification” in the title of the document 

 Edda Valbus (Consultant for WWU) and Mark Gyopari (Consultant for GWRC) to 

discuss technical wording of points a)‐ j) 

Discussions were had with regard to where the list of required hydrogeological information 

would sit e.g. should it be a schedule in the Plan, or technical document for consenting. The 

general feeling was that they should be part of the plan, as this provided surety to a consent 

applicant. 

Definitions of Categories in Schedule P  

A revised Schedule P had been pre circulated to the group.  The main differences (from 

Schedule P as notified in the proposed Plan) were pointed out. 

There was general agreement that the proposed changes were an improvement on the original 

schedule, in particular clarifying Category B takes. 

Concern expressed that the pumping duration parameter in Moderate connection (Category B) 

groundwater may not be representative of the ‘typical’ of the Wairarapa irrigation season. 

Irrigation reliability – options for what happens at minimum flows 

The options in the pre circulated paper were discussed. There was agreement to strengthen 

the partnership approach in the wording of Method 18 – Water User Groups. 

Naturalisation of low flows 

GWRC’s method for calculating naturalised low flows (pre circulated paper) was explained and 

how this is the basis for determining allocations.  

Concerns were expressed that allocation limits in the proposed Plan had changed from the 

Freshwater Plan (unlike minimum flows which remain the same). 

 

Decisions reached  

 GWRC to propose revised wording for “Information required to assess groundwater 

take category” and circulate to meeting attendees for comment 

 GWRC to consider if 90 day continuous pumping duration for Schedule P is appropriate 

and report back to meeting attendees.  

 GWRC to strengthen the partnership approach within the wording of Method 18 and 

circulate to meeting attendees for comment 
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Appendix G: Water shortage directions 

 
 
 

 

 DECLARATION OF A WATER SHORTAGE 
DIRECTION 

 
WAIKANAE RIVER 

 
 
Pursuant to section 329 of the Resource Management Act 1991, Wellington Regional 
Council declares a Water Shortage Direction requiring the following restrictions in 
the use of water taken from the Waikanae River and its tributaries.  These 
restrictions shall apply from 5.00 p.m. Friday 21 March 2003 until 5.00 p.m. Friday 4 
April 2003 or until rain raises the flow in the Waikanae River to above 750 litres per 
second. 
 
Water taken from the Waikanae River and its tributaries may only be used for essential 
uses and supplying drinking water for animals and livestock.  This includes water supplied 
by the Kapiti Coast District Council reticulated water supply system to the general area of 
Waikanae, Paraparaumu and Raumati. 
 
Essential uses are considered to be: 
 
 Drinking 
 Cooking 
 Food preparation 
 Bathing/showering 
 Cleaning for hygiene and health reasons only 
 Toilet flushing 
 Clothes washing 
 Fire-fighting 
 
Irrigation of land (including the use of sprinklers, irrigation systems, hand held hoses) and 
washing of cars, houses and boats, is prohibited. 
 
Failure to comply with these restrictions is an offence under section 338(1)(d) of the 
Resource Management Act 1991 and can lead to an infringement fee of $500 for each 
incident of non-compliance. 
 
Signed 
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Cr Ian Buchanan 
Chairman Environment Committee 
 
Date: 21/03/03 

 

 

Water Crisis Continues… 
 

Water from the Waikanae River and its tributaries may only be 
used for ESSENTIAL uses 

 

Essential uses are considered to be: 

 Drinking (including drinking water for animals and livestock) 
 Cooking 
 Food preparation 
 Bathing/showering 
 Cleaning for hygiene and health reasons only 
 Toilet flushing 
 Clothes washing 
 Fire fighting 
 
Irrigation of land (including the use of sprinklers, irrigation systems, hand held 
hoses) and washing of cars, houses and boats, is PROHIBITED. 
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These restrictions apply from 5.00pm Wednesday 16th April until 5.00pm 
Wednesday 30th April, or until rain raises the flow in the Waikanae River to 
above 750L per second. 

 

Pursuant to section 329 of the Resource Management Act 1991, Wellington 
Regional Council declares a Water Shortage Direction requiring the above 
restrictions in the use of water taken from the Waikanae River and its 
tributaries. 

 

Failure to comply with these restrictions is an offence under 
section 338 (1)(d) of the Resource Management Action 1991 
and can lead to an infringement fee of $500.00 for each incident 
of non-compliance. 
 
Signed 

 

 

 

Cr Ian Buchanan 
Chairman Environment Committee 
Date:  16/04/2003 
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Appendix H: Higher order planning instruments and linkages between Objectives and other 
plan provisions (Objectives as amended in s 42A report) 
 
RMA NPS-FM  

Objectives 
NPS-FM Policies RPS Objectives RPS Policies Proposed Plan 

Objectives 
Proposed Plan 
Policies 

Methods Schedules 

s5(2)(a) 
s7(b) 
s14 
s 30 

Objective B3: To 
improve and 
maximise the 
efficient allocation 
and efficient use 
of water. 

Policy B2: By 
every regional 
council making or 
changing regional 
plans to the extent 
needed to provide 
for the efficient 
allocation of fresh 
water to activities, 
within the limits set 
to give effect to 
Policy B1. 
Policy B4: By 
every regional 
council identifying 
methods in 
regional plans to 
encourage the 
efficient use of 
water  

Objective 14: 
Freshwater 
available for use 
and development is 
allocated and used 
efficiently 
 

Policy 20: using 
water efficiently 
Policy 44: 
Managing water 
takes to ensure 
efficient use 
Policy 45: Using 
water efficiently 
Policy 65: 
Promoting 
efficient use and 
conservation of 
resources 
Method 11 
Method 36 
Method 47 
Method 48 
Method 56 

Objective O52: The 
efficiency of 
allocation and use of 
water is improved 
and maximised 
through time. 

Policy P116: 
Reallocating water 
Policy P118: 
Reasonable and 
efficient use 
Policy P117: 
Supplementary 
allocation amounts 
at flows above the 
median flow 
Policy P119: 
Unused water 
Policy P120: 
Taking water for 
storage 
Policy p128: 
Transfer of 
resource consent 
 

Method 17: 
Waste reduction 
and efficient use 
of water and 
energy 
Method 19: 
Water 
management 

Schedule 
Q:Reasonable 
and efficient use 
criteria 

 




