Notification of Summary of Submissions

This report contains:

e The Summary of Decisions Requested in order of Submitter.

0 The order is by Last Name or Organisation, whichever is applicable.

e Tables containing the names and contact details of Submitters who
supported other specific Submitters, and sought the same decision
requested as those Submitters.

0 Submitters who lodged a submission solely in support of the Submission of the
Marine Farming Association.
0 Submitters who lodged a submission solely in support of the Submission of

Aquaculture New Zealand.

¢ A table containing the Submitters who supported other specific

Submitters, and sought the same decision requested as those Submitters.
0 Submitters who, within their personal submission, also supported the Submission of

another Submitter in the manner described above.



Summary of decisions requested - by surname/organisation

Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision

1303 A E Sadd Limited 1 Volume 4 Zoning Maps Zoning Map 84 Oppose

Decision

Requested | The decision we seek from Council is:
Remove W48 from the Proposed Marlborough Environment Plan as it has never been a significant wetland and is in fact a ‘'man made pond' built in the
1990's, by Mr Mahon for his birds and aviaries.
Alter the boundary outline of W47, so that the area parallel to Stream Wharf Road (and located on our four property boundaries) is excluded from W47. We
believe that this area has never been a significant wetland and is actually used as part of Council's drainage network for Grovetown.
We have no problem with wetlands and their benefit to the environment, but creating wetlands from a Council 'desktop activity', not supported by the
property owner or neighbours, is imposing unacceptable conditions and affecting what individuals can do on their own private properties. It is also trying to
rewrite the history of a specific area of land and its usage.

514 A J King Family Trust and S A King Family |1 Volume 1 1 Introduction Guiding principles Support in Part
Trust

Decision

Requested [Add a new Guiding Principle as follows -
" Economic development."
(Inferred)

514 A J King Family Trust and S A King Family |2 Volume 1 1 Introduction Guiding principles Support in Part
Trust

Decision

Requested |Add a new Guiding Principle as follows -
"Recognise that the Sounds has a diverse range of uses and associated relief"
(Inferred)

514 A J King Family Trust and S A King Family |3 Volume 1 4 Use of Natural and Physical Resources |4. Support in Part

Trust




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision

Decision

Requested |Add a new provision (Zype of provision not identified in Submission) as follows -
"Recognise the infrastructure used for commercial purposes at Elaine Bay, Oyster Bay and Okiwi Bay'".
(Inferred)

514 A J King Family Trust and S A King Family |4 Volume 1 4 Use of Natural and Physical Resources |4. Support in Part
Trust

Decision

Requested |Add a new provision (Zype of provision not identified in Submission) as follows -
"Recognise that the visual, ecological and physical qualities of the Sounds have been altered by social and cultural use."
(Inferred)

514 A J King Family Trust and S A King Family |5 Volume 1 4 Use of Natural and Physical Resources |4. Support in Part
Trust

Decision

Requested |Add a new provision (Zype of provision not identified in Submission) as follows -
"Recognise existing uses of natural and physical resources".
(Inferred)

514 A J King Family Trust and S A King Family |6 Volume 1 6 Natural Character 6. Support in Part
Trust

Decision

Requested |Revise methodologies and maps, recognise existing use of and appropriate ongoing use and development in areas of natural character. (Submitter did not
identify the specific provisions for which change is sought.)

514 A J King Family Trust and S A King Family |7 Volume 1 7 Landscape 7. Support in Part
Trust

Decision

Requested |Revise methodologies and maps, recognise existing use of and appropriate ongoing use and development in areas of natural landscape and features.
(Submitter did not identify the specific provisions for which change is sought.)

514 A J King Family Trust and S A King Family |8 Volume 1 7 Landscape 7. Support in Part
Trust




Sub No Submitter

Point Volume

Chapter

Provision

Decision

Requested |Revise the identification of the entirety of the Marlborough Sounds as an ONL and amend the maps accordingly.

514 A J King Family Trust and S A King Family |9 Volume 1 8 Indigenous Biodiversity 8. Support in Part
Trust

Decision

Requested |Adopt the cascading approach to manage effects on indigenous biodiversity as set out in the NZCPS and recognise existing use and appropriate ongoing use
and development in areas of indigenous biodiversity and associated relief.

514 A J King Family Trust and S A King Family |10 Volume 1 6 Natural Character 6. Support in Part
Trust

Decision

Requested |Recognise existing uses of the coastal marine area and do not seek that those change; and
Recognise that minor or transient effects do not need to be avoided; and
Recognise that avoidance can be achieved through restoration and enhancement, rather than simply preventing an application from occurring; and
Only require avoidance where practicable, rather than complete avoidance.
(Submitter did not identify the specific provisions for which change is sought.)

514 A J King Family Trust and S A King Family |11 Volume 1 7 Landscape 7. Support in Part
Trust

Decision

Requested |Recognise existing uses of the coastal marine area and do not seek that those change; and
Recognise that minor or transient effects do not need to be avoided; and
Recognise that avoidance can be achieved through restoration and enhancement, rather than simply preventing an application from occurring; and
Only require avoidance where practicable, rather than complete avoidance.
(Submitter did not identify the specific provisions for which change is sought.)

514 A J King Family Trust and S A King Family |12 Volume 1 8 Indigenous Biodiversity 8. Support in Part

Trust




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision
Decision
Requested |Recognise existing uses of the coastal marine area and do not seek that those change; and
Recognise that minor or transient effects do not need to be avoided; and
Recognise that avoidance can be achieved through restoration and enhancement, rather than simply preventing an application from occurring; and
Only require avoidance where practicable, rather than complete avoidance.
(Submitter did not identify the specific provisions for which change is sought.)
514 A J King Family Trust and S A King Family |13 Volume 4 Overlay Maps Coastal Natural Oppose
Trust Character 1
Decision
Requested |Review the Natural Character Overlay over marine farm 8204 on this Map and amend the schedules in Appendix 2 to acknowledge that marine farm 8204 is
not causing adverse effects on Natural Character.
514 A J King Family Trust and S A King Family |14 Volume 4 Overlay Maps Ecologically Oppose
Trust Significant Marine
Sites 8
Decision
Requested |Review the Ecologically Significant Marine Site Overlay over marine farm 8573 on this Map. (/nferred)
514 A J King Family Trust and S A King Family |15 Volume 4 Overlay Maps Coastal Natural Oppose
Trust Character 3
Decision
Requested |Review the Natural Character Overlay over marine farms 8573 and 8338 on this Map and amend the schedules in Appendix 2 to acknowledge that marine
farms 8573 and 8337 are not causing adverse effects on Natural Character.
514 A J King Family Trust and S A King Family |16 Volume 4 Overlay Maps Landscapes 5 Oppose
Trust
Decision
Requested |Review the Outstanding Natural Feature and Landscape Overlay over marine farm 8260 on this Map and amend the schedules in Appendix 1 to acknowledge
that marine farm 8260 is not causing adverse effects on the Outstanding Natural Feature and Landscape.




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision
514 A J King Family Trust and S A King Family |17 Volume 4 Overlay Maps Coastal Natural Oppose
Trust Character 4
Decision
Requested |Review the Natural Character Overlay over marine farm 8260 on this Map and amend the schedules in Appendix 2 to acknowledge that marine farm 8260 is
not causing adverse effects on Natural Character.
514 A J King Family Trust and S A King Family |18 Volume 4 Overlay Maps Ecologically Oppose
Trust Significant Marine
Sites 9
Decision
Requested |Review the Ecologically Significant Marine Site Overlay over marine farm 8544 on this Map. (/nferred)
514 A J King Family Trust and S A King Family |19 Volume 4 Overlay Maps Landscapes 4 Oppose
Trust
Decision
Requested |Review the Outstanding Natural Feature and Landscape Overlay over marine farm 8544 on this Map and amend the schedules in Appendix 1 to acknowledge
that marine farm 8544 is not causing adverse effects on the Outstanding Natural Feature and Landscape.
514 A J King Family Trust and S A King Family |20 Volume 4 Overlay Maps Ecologically Oppose
Trust Significant Marine
Sites 18
Decision
Requested |Review the Ecologically Significant Marine Mammal Overlay over marine farm 8043 on this Map. (/nferred)
514 A J King Family Trust and S A King Family |21 Volume 4 Overlay Maps Coastal Natural Oppose
Trust Character 2
Decision
Requested |Review the Natural Character Overlay over marine farm 8130 on this Map and amend the schedules in Appendix 2 to acknowledge that marine farm 8130 is

not causing adverse effects on Natural Character.




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision

514 A J King Family Trust and S A King Family |22 Volume 4 Overlay Maps Ecologically Oppose

Trust Significant Marine
Sites 4

Decision

Requested |Review the Ecologically Significant Marine Site Overlay over marine farm 8188 on this Map. (/nferreqd)

514 A J King Family Trust and S A King Family |23 Volume 1 15 Resource Quality (Water, Air, Soil) 15. Support in Part
Trust

Decision

Requested |Avoid sewage and effluent discharges where they can contaminate coastal waters and particularly marine farms.
(Submitter did not identify the specific provisions for which change is sought.)

514 A J King Family Trust and S A King Family |24 Volume 1 15 Resource Quality (Water, Air, Soil) 15. Support in Part
Trust

Decision

Requested |Create a marine farm protection overlay within 1000m of the boundary of any marine farm.
(Submitter did not identify the specific provisions for which change is sought.)

514 A J King Family Trust and S A King Family |25 Volume 2 25 Definitions 25. Support in Part
Trust

Decision

Requested |Add a definition for " Natural Character' and " Outstanding Features and Landscape'.

514 A J King Family Trust and S A King Family |26 Volume 1 5 Allocation of Public Resources 5.M.10 Support in Part
Trust

Decision

Requested |Retain Method of Implementation as it pertains to coastal occupation charges. (/nferred)

514 A J King Family Trust and S A King Family |27 Volume 1 6 Natural Character Policy 6.2.5 Support
Trust

Decision

Requested |Retain Policy. (/nferreqd)

514 A J King Family Trust and S A King Family |28 Volume 1 6 Natural Character Policy 6.2.3 Support
Trust




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision
Decision
Requested |Retain Policy. (/nferreqd)
457 Accolade Wines New Zealand Limited |1 |VOIume 1 |4 Use of Natural and Physical Resources |Objective 4.1 |Support
Decision
Requested |Retain provision. (inferred)
457 Accolade Wines New Zealand Limited |2 |VOIume 1 |4 Use of Natural and Physical Resources |POIicy 41.1 |Support
Decision
Requested |Retain provision. (inferred)
457 Accolade Wines New Zealand Limited |3 |VOIume 1 |4 Use of Natural and Physical Resources |POIicy 4.1.2 |Support
Decision
Requested |Retain provision. (inferred)
457 Accolade Wines New Zealand Limited |4 |VOIume 2 |5 Urban Residential 1 and 2 Zone |5.2.4. |Support
Decision
Requested Retain provision. (inferred)
457 Accolade Wines New Zealand Limited |5 |VOIume 1 |5 Allocation of Public Resources |POIicy 5.2.6 |Support
Decision
Requested |Retain provision. (inferred)
457 Accolade Wines New Zealand Limited |6 |VOIume 1 |5 Allocation of Public Resources |Objective 5.3 |Support
Decision
Requested |Retain provision. (inferred)
457 Accolade Wines New Zealand Limited |7 |VOIume 1 |5 Allocation of Public Resources |Po|icy 5.3.5 |Supp0rt
Decision
Requested |Retain provision. (inferred)
457 Accolade Wines New Zealand Limited |8 |VOIume 1 |5 Allocation of Public Resources |Po|icy 5.3.6 |Support
Decision
Requested |Retain provision. (inferred)
457 Accolade Wines New Zealand Limited |9 |VOIume 1 |5 Allocation of Public Resources |Po|icy 5.3.7 |Supp0rt
Decision

Requested

Retain provision. (inferred)




457 Accolade Wines New Zealand Limited 10 Volume 1 5 Allocation of Public Resources Policy 5.3.8 Support
Decision

Requested |Retain provision. (inferred)

457 Accolade Wines New Zealand Limited |11 |Vo|ume 1 |5 Allocation of Public Resources |Po|icy 5.3.9 |Support
Decision

Requested |Retain provision. (inferred)

457 Accolade Wines New Zealand Limited |12 |VOIume 1 |5 Allocation of Public Resources |Po|icy 5.3.10 |Support
Decision

Requested |Retain provision. (inferred)

457 Accolade Wines New Zealand Limited |13 |Vo|ume 1 |5 Allocation of Public Resources |Policy 5.3.12 |Support
Decision

Requested |Retain provision. (inferred)

457 Accolade Wines New Zealand Limited |14 |VOIume 1 |5 Allocation of Public Resources |Po|icy 5.3.14 |Support
Decision

Requested |Retain provision. (inferred)

457 Accolade Wines New Zealand Limited |15 |Vo|ume 1 |5 Allocation of Public Resources |Policy 5.3.15 |Support
Decision

Requested |Retain provision. (inferred)

457 Accolade Wines New Zealand Limited |16 |VOIume 1 |5 Allocation of Public Resources |Po|icy 5.3.16 |Support
Decision

Requested |Retain provision. (inferred)

457 Accolade Wines New Zealand Limited |17 |Vo|ume 1 |5 Allocation of Public Resources |Objective 5.4 |Support
Decision

Requested |Retain provision. (inferred)

457 Accolade Wines New Zealand Limited |18 |VOIume 2 |5 Urban Residential 1 and 2 Zone |5.4.3. |Support
Decision

Requested

Retain provision. (inferred)




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision

457 Accolade Wines New Zealand Limited 19 Volume 1 5 Allocation of Public Resources Policy 5.4.4 Support

Decision

Requested |Retain provision. (inferred)

457 Accolade Wines New Zealand Limited |20 |VOIume 1 |5 Allocation of Public Resources |Po|icy 5.4.5 |Support

Decision

Requested |Retain provision. (inferred)

457 Accolade Wines New Zealand Limited |21 |VOIume 1 |5 Allocation of Public Resources |Po|icy 5.4.6 |Support

Decision

Requested |Retain provision. (inferred)

457 Accolade Wines New Zealand Limited |22 |Vo|ume 1 |5 Allocation of Public Resources |Objective 5.7 |Support

Decision

Requested |Retain provision. (inferred)

457 Accolade Wines New Zealand Limited |23 |VOIume 1 |5 Allocation of Public Resources |Po|icy 5.7.2 |Support in Part

Decision

Requested | That Policy 5.7.2 be amended as follows to reflect the submission that reasonable demand relates to irrigation water only.
Policy 5.7.2 To allocate irrigation water on the basis of reasonable demand given the intended use.
That an additional policy be added providing direction for decision makers when assessing applications for resource consent to abstract and use water for
non-irrigation purposes as follows:
Policy 5.7.X To recognise that land users require water for uses other than irrigation purposes and applications for allocations of water for such uses shall be
assessed on a case by case basis.

457 Accolade Wines New Zealand Limited |24 |VOIume 1 5 Allocation of Public Resources Policy 5.7.3 Support in Part

Decision

Requested | That policy 5.7.3 be re-worded as follows to provide for an enabling policy:
Where based on property specific information, an applicant can demonstrate that an allocation of water in excess of the reasonable demand calculation is
required, then that allocation may be granted subject to water availability. Under such circumstances the property specific information will take precedence
over the reasonable use calculation.

457 Accolade Wines New Zealand Limited |25 |VOIume 1 5 Allocation of Public Resources Objective 5.8 Support

Decision

Requested |Retain provision. (inferred)




Sub No Submitter

Point Volume Provision

Chapter

457 Accolade Wines New Zealand Limited 26 Volume 1 5 Allocation of Public Resources Policy 5.8.1 Support

Decision

Requested |Retain provision. (inferred)

457 Accolade Wines New Zealand Limited |27 |VOIume 1 |5 Allocation of Public Resources |Po|icy 5.8.2 |Support

Decision

Requested |Retain provision. (inferred)

457 Accolade Wines New Zealand Limited |28 |VOIume 1 |5 Allocation of Public Resources |Po|icy 5.8.3 |Support in Part

Decision

Requested | That policy 5.8.3 be amended as follows:
In addition to the storage of water as per Policy 5.8.2, Class A and B water may also be stored to provide water users with greater flexibility to manage
water use on-site, provided that the rate of take does not exceed the authorised maximum daily rate of take for irrigation purposes.
That the last explanatory paragraph be deleted and replaced in entirety with following:
The policy provides the consent holder with flexibility to decide how water will be used on any given day. However, the policy limits the rate of take of Class
A and B water for storage to the authorised maximum daily rate of take for irrigation purposes. The total volume of water that can be physically stored will
limit the number of consecutive gays that a consent holder will pump to storage along with the competing need to utilise the water allocation to provide
direct irrigation.

457 Accolade Wines New Zealand Limited |29 |VOIume 1 |5 Allocation of Public Resources |Issue 51 |Oppose

Decision

Requested |Delete provision in its entirety.

457 Accolade Wines New Zealand Limited |30 |VOIume 1 |5 Allocation of Public Resources |Policy 5.9.1 |Oppose

Decision

Requested |Delete provision in its entirety.

457 Accolade Wines New Zealand Limited |31 |VOIume 1 |5 Allocation of Public Resources |Po|icy 5.9.2 |Oppose

Decision

Requested |Delete provision in its entirety.

457 Accolade Wines New Zealand Limited |32 |VOIume 1 |5 Allocation of Public Resources |Policy 5.9.3 |Oppose

Decision

Requested

Delete provision in its entirety.




457 Accolade Wines New Zealand Limited 33 Volume 1 5 Allocation of Public Resources 5.M.3 Oppose
Decision
Requested |Delete method in its entirety.
457 Accolade Wines New Zealand Limited |34 |Vo|ume 1 |14 Use of the Rural Environment |Po|icy 14.1.1 |Support
Decision
Requested |Retain provision. (inferred)
457 Accolade Wines New Zealand Limited |35 |VOIume 1 |14 Use of the Rural Environment |Po|icy 14.1.7 |Support
Decision
Requested |Retain provision. (inferred)
457 Accolade Wines New Zealand Limited |36 |Vo|ume 1 |14 Use of the Rural Environment |Policy 14.1.10 |Support
Decision
Requested |Retain provision. (inferred)
457 Accolade Wines New Zealand Limited |37 |VOIume 1 |14 Use of the Rural Environment |Objective 14.2 |Support
Decision
Requested |Retain provision. (inferred)
457 Accolade Wines New Zealand Limited |38 |Vo|ume 1 |14 Use of the Rural Environment |Policy 14.2.1 |Support
Decision
Requested |Retain provision. (inferred)
457 Accolade Wines New Zealand Limited |39 |VOIume 1 |14 Use of the Rural Environment |Po|icy 14.2.2 |Support
Decision
Requested |Retain provision. (inferred)
457 Accolade Wines New Zealand Limited |40 |Vo|ume 1 |14 Use of the Rural Environment |Policy 14.2.3 |Support
Decision
Requested |Retain provision. (inferred)
457 Accolade Wines New Zealand Limited |41 |VOIume 1 |14 Use of the Rural Environment |Objective 14.3 |Support in Part
Decision
Requested |Redraft the objective to read:

Activities that are not related to primary production are only located within rural environments if they are appropriate for that environment.”
457 Accolade Wines New Zealand Limited |42 |VOIume 1 14 Use of the Rural Environment Policy 14.3.2 Support




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision
Decision
Requested |Retain, with an additional clause (e):
The extent to which the proposed activity is likely to have reverse sensitivity effects on primary production activities.
457 Accolade Wines New Zealand Limited |43 |Vo|ume 1 |14 Use of the Rural Environment |Policy 14.4.1 |Support
Decision
Requested |Retain provision. (inferred)
457 Accolade Wines New Zealand Limited |44 |VOIume 1 |14 Use of the Rural Environment |Objective 14.5 |Support in Part
Decision
Requested |Redraft the objective to read:
Residential activity takes place only within appropriate locations and limits within rural environments.
457 Accolade Wines New Zealand Limited |45 |VOIume 1 15 Resource Quality (Water, Air, Soil) |Po|icy 15.1.32 Support in Part
Decision
Requested | That Policy 15.1.32 be amended as follows:

Policy 15.1.32 — In considering any resource consent application for the disturbance of a river or lake bed, or the seabed, or land in close proximity to any
waterbodly, regard will be had to:

(@) whether the disturbance is likely to result in non-compliance with the clarity standards set for the waterbodly, after reasonable mixing,

(b) in the event of possible non-compliance with the clarity standards set for the waterboadly, after reasonable mixing:

(1)  the purpose for undertaking the disturbance and any positive effects accruing from the disturbance,

(if) __the economic consequences of not undertaking the disturbance;

(i)  the scale, duration and frequency of the disturbance,

(iv) _in the case of water supply intakes and associated structures in a river bed, the practical viability of alternative methods of abstracting water;

(v) the extent to which the bed disturbance is necessary and adverse water quality effects caused by the disturbance are mitigated_by way of site specific

management plans that set out how potential adverse effects from such activities are to be avoided, minimised or mitigated; and

(vi) for freshwater, the potential effects of increased turbidity on the values of the waterbody set out in Schedule 1 of Appendix 5 of the Marlborough
Environment Plan or on the natural character values of the coastal environment in relation to water quality as set out in Appendix 2 of the Marlborough
Environment Plan.

457 Accolade Wines New Zealand Limited |46 |VOIume 2 15 Marina Zone 15.3. Support in Part
Decision
Requested |Redraft the objective to read:

Where necessary. reduce the potential for nuisance and health effects from the discharge of contaminants into air.
457 Accolade Wines New Zealand Limited |47 |VOIume 1 15 Resource Quality (Water, Air, Soil) |Po|icy 15.3.4 Support in Part
Decision
Requested |Redraft the policy to reflect the following amendment:

Manage the use of agrichemicals to avoid spray drift as far as practicable.”




457 Accolade Wines New Zealand Limited 48 Volume 2 2 General Rules 2.1.1. Support
Decision

Requested |Retain provision. (inferred)

457 Accolade Wines New Zealand Limited |49 |VOIume 2 |2 General Rules |2.2.5. |Support
Decision

Requested |Retain provision. (inferred)

457 Accolade Wines New Zealand Limited |50 |VOIume 2 |2 General Rules |2.3.5. |Support
Decision

Requested |Retain provision. (inferred)

457 Accolade Wines New Zealand Limited |51 |Vo|ume 2 |2 General Rules |2.4.1. |Support
Decision

Requested |Retain provision. (inferred)

457 Accolade Wines New Zealand Limited |52 |VOIume 2 |2 General Rules |2.5.2. |Support
Decision

Requested |Retain provision. (inferred)

457 Accolade Wines New Zealand Limited |53 |Vo|ume 2 |3 Rural Environment Zone |3.1.1. |Support
Decision

Requested |Retain provision. (inferred)

457 Accolade Wines New Zealand Limited |54 |VOIume 2 |3 Rural Environment Zone |3.1.5. |Support
Decision

Requested |Retain provision. (inferred)

457 Accolade Wines New Zealand Limited |55 |Vo|ume 2 |3 Rural Environment Zone |3.1.7. |Support
Decision

Requested |Retain provision. (inferred)

457 Accolade Wines New Zealand Limited |56 |VOIume 2 |3 Rural Environment Zone |3.1.13. |Support
Decision

Requested

Retain provision. (inferred)




457 Accolade Wines New Zealand Limited 57 Volume 2 3 Rural Environment Zone 3.1.14. Support
Decision

Requested |Retain provision. (inferred)

457 Accolade Wines New Zealand Limited |58 |Vo|ume 2 |3 Rural Environment Zone |3.1.17. |Support
Decision

Requested |Retain provision. (inferred)

457 Accolade Wines New Zealand Limited |59 |VOIume 2 |3 Rural Environment Zone |3.1.22. |Support
Decision

Requested |Retain provision. (inferred)

457 Accolade Wines New Zealand Limited |60 |Vo|ume 2 |3 Rural Environment Zone |3.1.23. |Support
Decision

Requested |Retain provision. (inferred)

457 Accolade Wines New Zealand Limited |61 |VOIume 2 |3 Rural Environment Zone |3.1.25. |Support
Decision

Requested |Retain provision. (inferred)

457 Accolade Wines New Zealand Limited |62 |Vo|ume 2 |3 Rural Environment Zone |3.1.26. |Support in Part
Decision

Requested | That the definition of Agricultural Waste be amended as follows:

Agricultural waste means the waste from the customary and generally accepted activities, practices, and procedures that farmers-producers adopt, use, or
engage in during the production and preparation for market of poultry, livestock, and associated farm products; and in the production, and harvesting and
processing of agricultural crops that include agronomic, horticultural, viticultural, silvicultural and aquaculture activities.

457 Accolade Wines New Zealand Limited |63 |VOIume 2 |3 Rural Environment Zone |3.1.33. |Support
Decision

Requested |Retain provision. (inferred)

457 Accolade Wines New Zealand Limited |64 |Vo|ume 2 |3 Rural Environment Zone |3.1.34. |Support
Decision

Requested |Retain provision. (inferred)

457 Accolade Wines New Zealand Limited |65 |VOIume 2 |3 Rural Environment Zone |3.1.39. |Support
Decision

Requested

Retain provision. (inferred)




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision

457 Accolade Wines New Zealand Limited 66 Volume 2 3 Rural Environment Zone 3.4.1. Support

Decision

Requested |Retain provision. (inferred)

457 Accolade Wines New Zealand Limited |67 |VOIume 2 |3 Rural Environment Zone |3.4.2. |Oppose

Decision

Requested | That the rule be deleted, or alternately amend so that vineyards, wineries and associated retail are clearly excluded.

457 Accolade Wines New Zealand Limited |68 |VOIume 2 |3 Rural Environment Zone |3.6.2. |Support

Decision

Requested |Retain provision. (inferred)

457 Accolade Wines New Zealand Limited 69 Volume 3 Appendix 6 Environmental Flows and Support
Levels

Decision

Requested |Retain appendix 6. (inferred)

457 Accolade Wines New Zealand Limited |70 |Vo|ume 1 5 Allocation of Public Resources Objective 5.9 Oppose

Decision

Requested | That Issue 51, Objective 5.9, Policies 5.9.1, 5.9.2 and 5.9.3 along with Method of Implementation 5.M.3 be deleted in entirety.

457 Accolade Wines New Zealand Limited |71 |Vo|ume 1 5 Allocation of Public Resources Objective 5.8 Support in Part

Decision

Requested |Accolade submit the following policy be inserted as Policy 5.8.4 with a subsequent amendment to the numbering of the following existing policies.

Policy 5.8.4 Aquifer water may be abstracted to storage to provide water users with greater flexibility to manage water use on-site and to ensure that in
the event of aquifer minimum levels being reached an alternate supply of water may be available.

The MEP makes reference to Soil Sensitive Areas in a number of locations. Accolade appreciate the difference in soils and soils types and the differing nature
of those soils with respect to discharges, disturbance and productivity however the scale of the current mapping is extensive.

Accolade submit that the MEP should include as a method the ongoing commitment of Council toward the further refining of the Soils Sensitive Areas and
boundaries.




Sub No Submitter

Point Volume Provision

Chapter

457 Accolade Wines New Zealand Limited 72 Volume 3 Appendix 6 Environmental Flows and Schedule 1 Support
Levels
Decision
Requested | 7hat the minimum levels for aquifers be independently reviewed to demonstrate the appropriateness of such levels as they have the potential to serfously
impact upon aquifer based viticulture.
457 Accolade Wines New Zealand Limited 73 Volume 3 Appendix 6 Environmental Flows and Schedule 2 Support
Levels
Decision
Requested | 7hat the minimum levels for aquifers be independently reviewed to demonstrate the appropriateness of such levels as they have the potential to seriously
impact upon aquifer based viticulture.
457 Accolade Wines New Zealand Limited 74 Volume 3 Appendix 6 Environmental Flows and Schedule 3 Support in Part
Levels
Decision
Requested | 7hat the minimum levels for aquifers be independently reviewed to demonstrate the appropriateness of such levels as they have the potential to serfously
impact upon aquifer based viticulture.
457 Accolade Wines New Zealand Limited |75 |VOIume 2 25 Definitions 25. Oppose
Decision
Requested | That the definition of Agricultural Waste be amended as follows:
Agricultural waste means the waste from the customary and generally accepted activities, practices, and procedures that farmers producers adopt, use,
or engage in during the production and preparation for market of poultry, livestock, and associated farm products, and in the production, and harvesting and
processing of agricultural crops that include agronomic, horticultural, viticultural, silvicultural and aquaculture activities.
457 Accolade Wines New Zealand Limited |76 |Vo|ume 2 3 Rural Environment Zone 3.3.26. Support in Part
Decision
Requested | That the definition of Agricultural Waste be amended as follows:
Agricultural waste means the waste from the customary and generally accepted activities, practices, and procedures that farmers-producers adopt, use, or
engage in during the production and preparation for market of poultry, livestock, and associated farm products; and in the production, and harvesting and
processing of agricultural crops that include agronomic, horticultural, viticultural, silvicultural and aquaculture activities.
457 Accolade Wines New Zealand Limited |77 |VOIume 1 15 Resource Quality (Water, Air, Soil) |15.M.18 Support in Part
Decision
Requested | That the Method of Implementation 15.M.18 be amended to add the following bullet point
Work with water user groups and other agencies to develop riverbed activity guidelines.
457 Accolade Wines New Zealand Limited |78 |Vo|ume 1 15 Resource Quality (Water, Air, Soil) |15.M.24 Support in Part




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision

Decision

Requested | That the Method of Implementation 15.M.24 be amended to add the following bullet point:
Work with water user groups and other agencies to develop riverbed activity guidelines to prevent or minimise the adverse effects of activities in, on, under
or over river beds; to assist in the preparation of site specific management plans and for the processing of resource consent applications.

457 Accolade Wines New Zealand Limited |79 |Vo|ume 2 3 Rural Environment Zone 3.3.13.1. Oppose

Decision

Requested | That a new standard 3.3.13.1 be inserted as follows with existing standards re-numbered accordingly.
3.3.13.1 On land which slopes away from a river (except an ephemeral river, or intermittently flowing river when not flowing), lake or coastal marine area
cultivation must not be within 1 metres of the waterbody.

457 Accolade Wines New Zealand Limited |80 |Vo|ume 2 3 Rural Environment Zone 3.3.13.4. Oppose

Decision

Requested | That the standard 3.3.13.4 be amended to read:
3.3.13.4 Cultivation must not be in, or within 8m of, a Significant Wetland, except where the wetland is fenced in accordance with the wetland boundaries
mapped in the Plan, in which case cultivation may occur up to the fenced boundary or where the land slopes away from Significant Wetland in which case
cultivation must not be within 1m of the significant wetland.

457 Accolade Wines New Zealand Limited |81 |Vo|ume 2 3 Rural Environment Zone 3.3.5.3. Support in Part

Decision

Requested | That standard 3.3.5.3 be amended to read:
A Category B device must not be operated for any continuous period exceeding two seconds, or at a frequency greater than 10 times in any hour_for each
5ha block that the device is being operated over.”

457 Accolade Wines New Zealand Limited |82 |VOIume 2 3 Rural Environment Zone 3.3.13.2. Oppose

Decision

Requested | That the standard 3.3.13.2, be amended to read:
3.3.13.2 On any slope ascending above a river (except an ephemeral river, or intermittently flowing river when not flowing), lake or coastal marine area
where the slope is greater than 10° cultivation must not be within 8m of the river, lake or coastal marine area.

457 Accolade Wines New Zealand Limited 183 |Volume 2 3 Rural Environment Zone 3.3.13.3. Oppose




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision
Decision
Requested | That the standard 3.3.13.3 be amended to read:
3.3.13.3 On any slope ascending above a river (except an ephemeral river, or intermittently flowing river when not flowing), lake or coastal marine area
where the slope is less than or equal to 10° cultivation must not be within 3m of the river, lake or coastal marine area.
980 Nigel Edward Ackroyd |1 |Vo|ume 2 16 Coastal Marine Zone 16.7.2. Oppose
Decision
Requested Review the Plan.
Consultation with boat owners and all affected parties.
Proof of necessity of this plan change.
980 Nigel Edward Ackroyd |2 |VOIume 2 16 Coastal Marine Zone 16.7.3. Oppose
Decision
Requested Review the Plan.
Consultation with boat owners and all affected parties.
Proof of necessity of this plan change.
781 Johann Adam 1 Volume 1 2 Background Identifying regionally |Oppose
significant issues
Decision
Requested [Add a new issue to Volume 1 to recognise that aquaculture, farming, forestry and vineyards are regionally significant sectors in Marlborough'’s economy that
sustains our communities.
781 Johann Adam |2 |VOIume 1 4 Use of Natural and Physical Resources |Issue 4B Oppose
Decision
Requested |[Amend issue 4B to recognise that regionally significant sectors are at risk if unable to operate efficiently and effectively.
781 Johann Adam |3 |Vo|ume 1 4 Use of Natural and Physical Resources |Objective 4.2 Oppose
Decision
Requested [Amend Objective 4.2 to recognise that regionally significant sectors are at risk if unable to operate efficiently and effectively.
781 Johann Adam |4 |Vo|ume 1 4 Use of Natural and Physical Resources |Policy 4.2.1 Oppose




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision

Decision

Requested |Add to Policy 4.2.1 a list of areas of significant aquaculture and wine development.

781 Johann Adam |5 |VOIume 2 All Oppose

Decision

Requested [Add a new rule to Volume 2 to ensure that developments like marine farms, once consented, are allowed to stay as long as their owner does a good job and
obeys the rules.

781 Johann Adam |6 |VOIume 1 All Oppose

Decision

Requested |Add a wider range of non-regulatory methods to the Plan aimed at building awareness.

781 Johann Adam |7 |VOIume 1 4 Use of Natural and Physical Resources |Issue 4C Oppose

Decision

Requested |Amend Issue 4C and Objective 4.3 and flow on policies by recognising and providing for the existing and changing land and seascapes of use of aquaculture,
vineyards and pastoral farming.

781 Johann Adam |8 |VOIume 1 4 Use of Natural and Physical Resources |Objective 4.3 Oppose

Decision

Requested [Amend Issue 4C and Objective 4.3 and flow on policies by recognising and providing for the existing and changing land and seascapes of use of aquaculture,
vineyards and pastoral farming.

781 Johann Adam |9 |Vo|ume 1 6 Natural Character Issue 6A Oppose

Decision

Requested [Amend Issue 6A and Objective 6.1 and flow on policies by recognising and providing for the existing and changing land and seascapes of use of aquaculture,
vineyards and pastoral farming.

781 Johann Adam |10 |VOIume 1 6 Natural Character Objective 6.1 Oppose

Decision

Requested |Amend Issue 6A and Objective 6.1 and flow on policies by recognising and providing for the existing and changing land and seascapes of use of aquaculture,
vineyards and pastoral farming.

17 Keith M.J. Adams |1 |Vo|ume 1 5 Allocation of Public Resources Oppose




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision

Decision
Requested

I request that Council either re-write entire portions of the MEP, or add Amendments to Volumes 1, 2, and Section 32 to repair not only this mammoth
document, but our confidence in our District Council as well. While Council cannot undo much of the historical harm done, it can begin working with farmers
and vineyard owner who have a special connection to the land. Stop issuing water rights to areas that are unsustainable and require special transporting of
water to alter landscapes. Council should acknowledge Rapaura has preeminent rights to unrestricted water from the aquifer immediately beneath our land.
Regions using various Water Schemes to fleece water from the Wairau River and Aquifer should be made to fulfill their part of the original negotiations by
paying immediately for the dams and catchments promised. End land-grabs done with the sole intention of acquiring Water to transfer to other arid
grounds,circumventing the system for financial gain. Recognise the unique position farming families hold in the heritage of our district, that these are the
families that founded Marlborough. Return Water Allocations to their original descriptions that recognise “Prior Use” if that purpose is still practicable.
District Council will hold the big Corporate Industrial grape-producers responsible for actions and behaviors that risk our natural resources and demand
greater investment into the community from which they continue to harvest their profits. Lastly, | want my full water rights returned to the hereditary land
my family has farmed generation after generation.

21

Keith M J Adams |1 |Vo|ume 1 4 Use of Natural and Physical Resources Oppose

Decision
Requested

| therefore stand strongly against the current wording of Section 5, and the Council should amend the MEP Section 4(and related sections) to
recognise the necessity of a moratorium or the complete cessation of issuing new Water Resource Consents to areas not traditionally
water and unable to provide at least a reasonable portion of their own water supplies or are in the business of redeveloping land
otherwise unable to support Industrial Crop-Production if not naturally watered; and “Claw-back”should first be aimed at those
institutional properties. Prior Use (to include Natural Watering and Traditional Use) should be explicit in the wording, not just implied to
protect businesses and family farms. Lastly, are cognition that much of the responsibility regarding Water Resource fragility lays at the
feet of District Council (and their predecessors) for past interventions and more recent issuances of water rights to areas that should have
been zoned ineligible.

36

Keith M.J. Adams |1 |VOIume 1 4 Use of Natural and Physical Resources |4. Oppose




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision

Decision

Requested |! request that Council either re-write entire portions of the MEP, or add Amendments to Section 4. Council should acknowledge Rapaura has preeminent
rights to unrestricted water from the aquifer immediately beneath our land.
Recognise the unique position farming families hold in the heritage of our district, that these are the families that founded Marlborough. Return Water
Allocations to their original descriptions that recognise “Prior Use” if that purpose is still practicable.
The INCLUSION of text from MEP Chapter 32 - Policy 4.1.1 into the main body of Section 4 of Volume 1 (as there is no other similar acknowledgement
elsewhere)
Benefits: “The policy acknowledges private property rights and the inherent freedom that comes with this. Recongnition of these private property rights
was identified during consultation through the reviews process as being of considerable importance for those involved in primary production activities on
land. There is a benefit for land owners/users in having this expressly recognised through policy.”
Change the autocrat liberating phrase “wider public interest’ to a more constrictive “greater public good’ (in Policy4.1.1), as it should compel a
greater contemplation on the displacement of rights and freedoms of individuals.
Lastly, I want my full water rights returned to the hereditary land my family has farmed generation after generation.

293 Keith M J Adams |1 |VOIume 1 5 Allocation of Public Resources Support in Part




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision

Decision
Requested Relief SOUght:
My intent with this Submission is to enter into the record a historic reference to the effects of damming and draining and the resulting water issues we now
face in the district.
It is imperative to know how we got to this place, if we are to successfully improve our situation.
I request that an amendment to the MEP be inserted to explore alternatives to slashing existing Water User permits, and feasibility studies to recharge the
aquifers at risk while maintaining responsible use of our water-resources. There are alternatives to Draconian Water Resource cuts, but without District
Council leadership they will never see the light of day.
310 Keith M.J. Adams |1 |VOIume 1 14 Use of the Rural Environment 14. Support in Part
Decision
Requested Relief SOUght:
My intent with this Submission is to enter into the record a historic reference to the collateral damage inflicted by well intention, but short-sighted
government regulations.
It is imperative to know how we got to this place, if we are to successfully improve our situation.
| request that greater appreciation for the family owned farms and vineyards be expressed through the MEP, and that they are given a margin of preferential
deliberation when District Council is making decisions and policies that would impact those family farmers and family vineyard owners.
321 Simon and Richard Adams |1 |Vo|ume 1 5 Allocation of Public Resources Policy 5.7.2 Support in Part
Decision ) . T
Requested | That Policy 5. 7.2 be amended as follows to reflect the submission that reasonable demand relates to irrigation water only.
Policy 5. 7.2 To allocate irrigation water on the basis of reasonable demand given the intended use.
That an additional policy be added providing direction for decision makers when assessing applications for resource consent to abstract and use water for non-irrigation
purposes as follows:
Policy 5. 7.X To recognise that land users require water for uses other than irrigation pur poses and applications for allocations of water for such uses shall
be assessed on a case by case basis.
321 Simon and Richard Adams |2 |VOIume 2 3 Rural Environment Zone 3.3.12. Support in Part




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision

Decision
Requested

Amend the following standards accordingly

Standard 3.3.12.6 No tree or log must be dragged through the bed of ariver (except an ephemeral river or intermittently flowing river, when not flowing), lake
or Significant Wetland or through the coastal marine area except.

Standard 3.3.12.7 Wheeled or tracked machinery must not be operated in or within 8m of ariver (except an ephemera/ river or intermittently flowing river, when not
flowing ), lake, Significant Wetland or the coastal marine area except for the removal of flood debris.

321 Simon and Richard Adams |3 |Vo|ume 2 3 Rural Environment Zone 3.3.13. Support in Part
Decision
Requested | That a new standard 3.3.13.1 be inserted as follows with existing standards re-numbered accordingly.
On land which slopes away from a river (except an ephemeral river, or intermittently flowing river when not flowing ), lake or coastal marine area
cultivation must not be within | m of the waterbody.
That the current standards 3.3.13.2, 3.3.13.3 and 3.3.13.4 be amended to read:
3.3.13.2 On any sope ascending above ariver (except an ephemeral river, or intermittently flowing river when not flowing ). lake or coastal marine areawhere the
slope is greater than 10° cultivation must not be within 8m of the river, lake or coastal marine area.
3.3.13.3_0n any slope ascending above a river (except an ephemera/river, or intermittently flowing river when not flowing), lake or coastal marine area
where the slope is less than or equal to 10° cultivation must not be within 3m of the river, lake or coastal marine area.
3.3.13.4 Cultivation must not be in, or within 8m of a Significant Wetland, except where the wetland is fenced in accordance with the wetland boundaries
mapped in the Plan, in which case cultivation may occur up to the fenced boundary or where the land slopes away from Significant Wetland in which case cultivation
must not be within | m of the Significant Wetland.
321 Simon and Richard Adams |4 |VOIume 2 25 Definitions 25. Support in Part




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision
Decision
Requested | That the definition of intensively farmed livestock be amended as follows:
Intensively farmed livestock means:
« (@) cattle or deer grazed on irrigated land or contained for breakfeeding of winter feed crops;
e (b) dairy cattle on properties with milking platforms;
* (c) farmed pigs.
For clarity intensively farmed livestock does not cover the grazing of dairy cattle on properties without milking platforms except if (a) above applies or livestock
entering or passing across a
river from an extensively grazed area to an intensive break-fed grazed area.
406 David Adams 1 Volume 3 Appendix 6 Environmental Flows and Schedule 3 Oppose
Levels
Decision
Requested |Delete the Minimum Flows and Levels for Water Takes applying to the Wairau Aquifer Central Springs Freshwater Management Unit, Wairau Aquifer Northern

Springs Freshwater Management Unit and the Wairau Aquifer Urban Springs Freshwater Management Unit. (/nferred)

1290 Ahuriri Forests Limited |1 |VOIume 2 7 Coastal Living Zone |7.2.1.5. Oppose
Decision
Requested | That Rule 7.2.1.5 is deleted (7nferred).
Council Must Request Permission from Riparian Landowners to Strip Their Existing Private Property Rights and Provide Compensation
Only a fraction of riparian landowners are currently aware of the proposal. If the proposal is not dropped immediately, then before going any further into the
assessment process, | would like to formally request from Council the following:
« That the Council contact all riparian land owners in Marlborough, who's land the proposal directly affects/devalues, and to engage in consultation and
to gather their submissions.
* Request riparian landowner consent for the stripping of their private land rights.
* Make available information relating to the quantity of riparian land sections in Marlborough and the valuation of each.
e Provide a report by independent professionals assessing and quantifying the loss in market value of all and each privately owned riparian section
should the proposal take effect.
»  Offer financial compensation at market rates.
266 Aitken Taylor Limited |1 |VOIume 1 |9 Public Access and Open Space |9. |Oppose
Decision
Requested | The specific decision requested with respect to chapter is not clear from the submission.
266 Aitken Taylor Limited |2 |VOIume 1 |9 Public Access and Open Space |Po|icy 9.1.9 |Oppose




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision

Decision

Requested |Prioritise cycling and walking in the design and implementation of development new public access (inferred).

266 Aitken Taylor Limited |3 |VOIume 1 |12 Urban Environments |POIicy 12.2.2 |Oppose
Decision

Requested |Introduce a requirement for minimum permeable ground cover for new development (inferred).

266 Aitken Taylor Limited |4 |Vo|ume 1 |12 Urban Environments |Po|icy 12.2.3 |Oppose
Decision

Requested |Remove "maintain™ from the policy (inferred).

266 Aitken Taylor Limited |5 |VOIume 1 |12 Urban Environments |POIicy 12.2.5 |Oppose
Decision

Requested |Remove "maintain™ from (b) of the policy (inferred).

266 Aitken Taylor Limited |6 |VOIume 1 12 Urban Environments Policy 12.3.3 Oppose
Decision

Requested |We believe the wording should read ‘add to/ or not detract from'.

266 Aitken Taylor Limited |7 |Vo|ume 1 |12 Urban Environments |Policy 12.4.4 |Support in Part
Decision

Requested |Retain the policy but also consider the provision of incentives to encourage development in Business 1 zone (inferred).

266 Aitken Taylor Limited |8 |VOIume 1 |12 Urban Environments |Po|icy 12.5.1 |Oppose
Decision

Requested |Include cycling and pedestrian access, visibility into businesses, streetscapes and people as characteristics in the policy (inferred).

266 Aitken Taylor Limited |9 |VOIume 1 |12 Urban Environments |POIicy 12.6.1 |Oppose
Decision

Requested | The word ‘maintain’ needs to be removed and include requirements for visual permeability of facades (inferred).

266 Aitken Taylor Limited |10 |Vo|ume 1 |17 Transportation |17. |Oppose
Decision

Requested |Include recognition of walking and cycling in the Introduction (inferred).

266 Aitken Taylor Limited |11 |Vo|ume 2 |9 Business 1 Zone |9.2.1. |Oppose




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision

Decision
Requested |Include requirements for visual permeability of facades and regulate the use of commercial buildings (inferred).

266 Aitken Taylor Limited |12 |VOIume 2 |9 Business 1 Zone |9.2.1.9. |Oppose

Decision
Requested |Introduce an additional control requiring that at least 70 percent of any glazed space must be visually permeable (inferred).

266 Aitken Taylor Limited |13 |VOIume 2 |9 Business 1 Zone |9.2. |Oppose

Decision

Requested |Introduce standards that prioritise pedestrians, incentivise residential development in the CBD, require verandahs and support an Urban Design Panel
(inferred).

549 Bryan Albrey 1 Volume 1 2 Background Identifying regionally |Oppose

significant issues

Decision
Requested |Add a new issue to Volume 1 to recognise that aquaculture, farming, forestry and vineyards are regionally significant sectors in Marlborough’s economy that

sustains our communities.

549 Bryan Albrey |2 |VOIume 1 4 Use of Natural and Physical Resources |Issue 4B Oppose

Decision
Requested |Amend issue 4B to recognise that regionally significant sectors are at risk if unable to operate efficiently and effectively.

549 Bryan Albrey |3 |VOIume 1 |4 Use of Natural and Physical Resources |Objective 4.2 |Oppose

Decision
Requested |Amend Objective 4.2 to recognise that regionally significant sectors are at risk if unable to operate efficiently and effectively.

549 Bryan Albrey |4 |Vo|ume 1 |4 Use of Natural and Physical Resources |Po|icy 42.1 |Oppose

Decision
Requested |Add to Policy 4.2.1 a list of areas of significant aquaculture and wine development.

549 Bryan Albrey |5 |VOIume 2 All Oppose

Decision
Requested |[Add a new rule to Volume 2 to ensure that developments like marine farms, once consented, are allowed to stay as long as their owner does a good job and

obeys the rules.




549 Bryan Albrey 6 Volume 1 All Oppose

Decision

Requested |Add a wider range of non-regulatory methods to the Plan aimed at building awareness.

549 Bryan Albrey |7 |VOIume 1 4 Use of Natural and Physical Resources |Issue 4C Oppose

Decision

Requested [Amend Issue 4C and Objective 4.3 and flow on policies by recognising and providing for the existing and changing land and seascapes of use of aquaculture,
vineyards and pastoral farming.

549 Bryan Albrey |8 |VOIume 1 4 Use of Natural and Physical Resources |Objective 4.3 Oppose

Decision

Requested |Amend Issue 4C and Objective 4.3 and flow on policies by recognising and providing for the existing and changing land and seascapes of use of aquaculture,
vineyards and pastoral farming.

549 Bryan Albrey |9 |Vo|ume 1 6 Natural Character Issue 6A Oppose

Decision

Requested |Amend Issue 6A and Objective 6.1 and flow on policies by recognising and providing for the existing and changing land and seascapes of use of aquaculture,
vineyards and pastoral farming.

549 Bryan Albrey |10 |VOIume 1 6 Natural Character Objective 6.1 Oppose

Decision

Requested [Amend Issue 6A and Objective 6.1 and flow on policies by recognising and providing for the existing and changing land and seascapes of use of aquaculture,
vineyards and pastoral farming.

813 John Leon Aldridge |1 |VOIume 2 16 Coastal Marine Zone 16.7.2. Oppose

Decision

Requested |Amend the Rule as follows (strike through and bold) -
"“From-9-June-2022—the The discharge of human sewage, except Grade A or B treated sewerage, from a ship within 666m 500m of MHWS."

813 John Leon Aldridge |2 |VOIume 2 16 Coastal Marine Zone 16.7.3. Oppose

Decision

Requested |Amend the Rule as follows (strike through and bold) -

"From-9-dune2022-the The discharge of human sewage, except Grade A or B treated sewerage, from a ship within 1666m 500m of a marine farm."




639 David Marshall Allan 1 Volume 1 14 Use of the Rural Environment Policy 14.4.12 Support
Decision

Requested |Implement the new policy to protect the special Omaka Valley.

639 David Marshall Allan |2 |VOIume 1 14 Use of the Rural Environment Policy 14.4.13 Support
Decision

Requested |Implement the new policy to protect the special Omaka Valley.

639 David Marshall Allan |3 |Vo|ume 1 7 Landscape Policy 7.2.2 Support
Decision

Requested |Implement the new policy to protect the special Omaka Valley.

639 David Marshall Allan |4 |VOIume 1 7 Landscape Policy 7.2.7 Support
Decision

Requested |Implement the new policy to protect the special Omaka Valley.

334 David Allen |1 |VOIume 4 |Zoning Maps |Zoning Map 158 Oppose
Decision

Requested

The owner intends to establish service industries within the site (infer - 121 Mabers Road, Lot 1 DP 8727), which will service the rural industry sector. To
avoid the necessity to apply for resource consents every time an activity is undertaken on the site, the Industrial 1 zoning is requested.

550 Belinda Allen 1A Al | Oppose
Decision
Requested | This information is included to complete the submission database only.
As set out in MFA and AQNZ submission.
510 Anne Allison 1 Volume 1 2 Background Identifying regionally |Oppose
significant issues
Decision
Requested |Add a new issue to Volume 1 to recognise that aquaculture, farming, forestry and vineyards are regionally significant sectors in Marlborough’s economy that
sustains our communities.
510 Anne Allison |2 |Vo|ume 1 4 Use of Natural and Physical Resources |Issue 4B Oppose




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision

Decision

Requested [Amend issue 4B to recognise that regionally significant sectors are at risk if unable to operate efficiently and effectively.

510 Anne Allison |3 |VOIume 1 4 Use of Natural and Physical Resources |Objective 4.2 Oppose

Decision

Requested [Amend Objective 4.2 to recognise that regionally significant sectors are at risk if unable to operate efficiently and effectively.

510 Anne Allison |4 |Vo|ume 1 4 Use of Natural and Physical Resources |Policy 4.2.1 Oppose

Decision

Requested |Add to Policy 4.2.1 a list of areas of significant aquaculture and wine development.

510 Anne Allison 5 Volume 2 Al Oppose

Decision

Requested [Add a new rule to Volume 2 to ensure that developments like marine farms, once consented, are allowed to stay as long as their owner does a good job and
obeys the rules.

510 Anne Allison |6 |VOIume 1 All Oppose

Decision

Requested |Add a wider range of non-regulatory methods to the Plan aimed at building awareness.

510 Anne Allison |7 |Vo|ume 1 4 Use of Natural and Physical Resources |Issue 4C Oppose

Decision

Requested |Amend Issue 4C and Objective 4.3 and flow on policies by recognising and providing for the existing and changing land and seascapes of use of aquaculture,
vineyards and pastoral farming.

510 Anne Allison |8 |VOIume 1 4 Use of Natural and Physical Resources |Objective 4.3 Oppose

Decision

Requested |Amend Issue 4C and Objective 4.3 and flow on policies by recognising and providing for the existing and changing land and seascapes of use of aquaculture,
vineyards and pastoral farming.

510 Anne Allison |9 |VOIume 1 6 Natural Character Issue 6A Oppose




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision

Decision

Requested [Amend Issue 6A and Objective 6.1 and flow on policies by recognising and providing for the existing and changing land and seascapes of use of aquaculture,
vineyards and pastoral farming.

510 Anne Allison |10 |VOIume 1 6 Natural Character Objective 6.1 Oppose

Decision

Requested |Amend Issue 6A and Objective 6.1 and flow on policies by recognising and providing for the existing and changing land and seascapes of use of aquaculture,
vineyards and pastoral farming.

127 Mark Altoft |1 |Vo|ume 2 16 Coastal Marine Zone 16.7.2. Oppose

Decision

Requested |1. That the distance from MHWS and from marine farms in clauses 16.7.2 and 16.7.3 remains at 500m.
2. That if the distance changes to 1000m, that an extra sentence be included in each of 16.7.2 and 16.7.3 stating "This provision only applies to vessels over
50 tonnes. Vessel under this weight must discharge no closer than 500m"

127 Mark Altoft |2 |VOIume 2 16 Coastal Marine Zone 16.7.4. Oppose

Decision

Requested | That clause 16.7.4 is deleted.

127 Mark Altoft |3 |Vo|ume 2 16 Coastal Marine Zone 16.7.3. Oppose

Decision

Requested |1. That the distance from MHWS and from marine farms in clauses 16.7.2 and 16.7.3 remains at 500m.
2. That if the distance changes to 1000m, that an extra sentence be included in each of 16.7.2 and 16.7.3 stating "This provision only applies to vessels over
50 tonnes. Vessel under this weight must discharge no closer than 500m"

530 AM and LM Campbell Family Trust 1 Volume 3 Appendix 6 Environmental Flows and Schedule 3 Support in Part

Levels

Decision

Requested |Reconsider provisions relating to water cut-offs for irrigators in the Wairau Aquifer when water levels drop in wells P28w/3009, P28w/4404 and P28w/3954.
(Inferred)

530 AM and LM Campbell Family Trust |2 |Vo|ume 1 9 Public Access and Open Space 9. Support in Part




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision

Decision

Requested |Reconsider provisions. (/nferred)

530 AM and LM Campbell Family Trust |3 |VOIume 1 4 Use of Natural and Physical Resources |Issue 4B Support

Decision

Requested |Reconsider provisions. (/nferred)

181 Andebrook Farming Limited 1 Volume 3 Appendix 6 Environmental Flows and Support

Levels

Decision

Requested |Appendix 6 - Schedule 1 and 3. Retain provisions as proposed.

526 A G N Anderson |1 |VOIume 2 16 Coastal Marine Zone 16.7.2. Oppose

Decision

Requested |Amend the Rule as follows (strike through and bold) -
"From-9-dune-2022—the The discharge of human sewage, except Grade A or B treated sewerage, from a ship within 1666m 500m of MHWS."
And, that any future proposals to increase the 500m rule be accompanied by scientific evidence supporting the change and proposals for installation of
suitable onshore sewerage disposal stations.

526 A G N Anderson |2 |VOIume 2 16 Coastal Marine Zone 16.7.3. Oppose

Decision

Requested |Amend the Rule as follows (strike through and bold) -
"“From-9-June-2022—the The discharge of human sewage, except Grade A or B treated sewerage, from a ship within 2666m 500m of a marine farm."
And, that any future proposals to increase the 500m rule be accompanied by scientific evidence supporting the change and proposals for installation of
suitable onshore sewerage disposal stations.

508 Andrew Pope Homes Limited |1 |VOIume 2 5 Urban Residential 1 and 2 Zone 5.2.1.2. Oppose

Decision

Requested |Revisit the building control rules to ensure the recession planes, boundary setbacks and all bulk and location rules promote efficient use of space and
maximise the area available for outdoor living.
Reinstate the old subdivision lot and access minimum.

508 Andrew Pope Homes Limited |2 |VOIume 2 24 Subdivision 24.3.1.3 Oppose




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision
Decision
Requested |Revisit the building control rules to ensure the recession planes, boundary setbacks and all bulk and location rules promote efficient use of space and
maximise the area available for outdoor living.
Reinstate the old subdivision lot and access minimum.
508 Andrew Pope Homes Limited 3 Volume 2 24 Subdivision 24.3.1.2. Oppose
Decision
Requested |Revisit the building control rules to ensure the recession planes, boundary setbacks and all bulk and location rules promote efficient use of space and
maximise the area available for outdoor living.
Reinstate the old subdivision lot and access minimum.
508 Andrew Pope Homes Limited |4 |VOIume 2 5 Urban Residential 1 and 2 Zone 5.2.1.11. Oppose
Decision
Requested |Revisit the building control rules to ensure the recession planes, boundary setbacks and all bulk and location rules promote efficient use of space and
maximise the area available for outdoor living.
Reinstate the old subdivision lot and access minimum.
508 Andrew Pope Homes Limited |5 |VOIume 2 5 Urban Residential 1 and 2 Zone 5.2.1.7. Oppose
Decision
Requested |Revisit the building control rules to ensure the recession planes, boundary setbacks and all bulk and location rules promote efficient use of space and
maximise the area available for outdoor living.
Reinstate the old subdivision lot and access minimum.
508 Andrew Pope Homes Limited |6 |VOIume 2 5 Urban Residential 1 and 2 Zone 5.2.1.6. Oppose
Decision
Requested |Revisit the building control rules to ensure the recession planes, boundary setbacks and all bulk and location rules promote efficient use of space and
maximise the area available for outdoor living.
Reinstate the old subdivision lot and access minimum.
508 Andrew Pope Homes Limited |7 |Vo|ume 2 5 Urban Residential 1 and 2 Zone 5.2.1.3. Oppose
Decision
Requested |Revisit the building control rules to ensure the recession planes, boundary setbacks and all bulk and location rules promote efficient use of space and
maximise the area available for outdoor living.
Reinstate the old subdivision lot and access minimum.




Sub No Submitter

Point Volume Provision

Chapter

1276 Anna Caroline Memorial Trust 1 Volume 2 7 Coastal Living Zone 7.2.1.5 Oppose
Decision
Requested |l seek that Council does not alter the current setback of 20m. That other property has only an 8m setback, even 20m can be deemed inequitable.
Should this 28m setback be able to be clearly demonstrated to be fair, reasonable and necessary for particular purpose, and benefit to the community at
large, | seek that property consultation be undertaken with property owners who have riparian rights; that normally accepted levels of disclosure are
undertaken rather than Council taking the laws into their own hands, under cover and passing legislation because someone sees fit. Having demonstrated
this, appropriate financial compensation is made available to all land owners with riparian rights who are affected.
If the rule does pass, | advise it is my intention to join with others similarly affected and instigate a legal challenge to block it and seek to recover costs.
544 Apex Marine Farm Limited 1 Volume 3 Appendix 1 Landscape Schedule of Oppose
Values
Decision
Requested |For each area where there is an existing marine farm include an express statement to the following effect (following the approach in the proposed Auckland
Unitary Plan at Chapter L, Schedule 7):
“Some bays contain existing marine farms, but this does not compromise [relevant area’s name] current natural values.”
544 Apex Marine Farm Limited 2 Volume 3 Appendix 2 Coastal Natural Character Oppose
Schedule of Values
Decision
Requested |For each area where there is an existing marine farm include an express statement to the following effect (following the approach in the proposed Auckland
Unitary Plan at Chapter L, Schedule 8):
“Although marine farms occupy part of the [area], they do not compromise the overall ‘naturalness’ of the coastal environment.”
544 Apex Marine Farm Limited 3 Volume 4 Overlay Maps Coastal Natural Support
Character 1
Decision
Requested |Retain the mapping as proposed.
544 Apex Marine Farm Limited 4 Volume 4 Overlay Maps Coastal Natural Support in Part
Character 3




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision

Decision
Requested |Retain the mapping as proposed in Nikau Bay;
AND
Amend the Natural Character mapping at the head of Marys Bay;
OR
The MEP should expressly recognise that marine farms do not adversely impact the values that lead to that classification, by amending the values at Vol 3.
Appendix 2, as per separate submission.
544 Apex Marine Farm Limited 5 Volume 3 Appendix 2 Coastal Natural Character Support in Part
Schedule of Values
Decision
Requested |Retain the mapping as proposed in Nikau Bay;

AND
Amend the Natural Character mapping at the head of Marys Bay;
OR

The MEP should expressly recognise that marine farms do not adversely impact the values that lead to that classification, by amending the values at Vol 3.
Appendix 2, as per separate submission.




Provision

Sub No Submitter

Point Volume

Chapter

544 Apex Marine Farm Limited 6 Volume 4 Overlay Maps Coastal Natural Support in Part
Character 4
Decision
Requested |Retain the mapping as proposed in:
- Oyster Bay; and
- Port Underwood.
AND
- Reduce the extent of the natural character overlay in Ngaruru Bay; and
- The natural character of Tory Channel should be accurately mapped;
OR
The MEP should expressly recognise that marine farms do not adversely impact the values that lead to that classification, by amending the values at Vol 3,
Appendix 2, as per separate submission.
544 Apex Marine Farm Limited 7 Volume 3 Appendix 2 Coastal Natural Character Support in Part
Schedule of Values
Decision
Requested |Retain the mapping as proposed in:
- Oyster Bay; and
- Port Underwood.
AND
- Reduce the extent of the natural character overlay in Ngaruru Bay; and
- The natural character of Tory Channel should be accurately mapped;
OR
The MEP should expressly recognise that marine farms do not adversely impact the values that lead to that classification, by amending the values at Vol 3,
Appendix 2, as per separate submission.
544 Apex Marine Farm Limited |8 |Vo|ume 4 |Overlay Maps |Landscapes 1 |Support
Decision
Requested |Retain the mapping as proposed in Forsyth Bay.
544 Apex Marine Farm Limited |9 |VOIume 4 |Over|ay Maps |Landscapes 4 |Support
Decision

Requested

Retain the mapping as proposed in Nikau Bay and Marys Bay.




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision

544 Apex Marine Farm Limited 10 Volume 4 Overlay Maps Landscapes 5 Support in Part

Decision

Requested |Retain the ONL mapping as proposed in Port Underwood and Tory Channel, save for reducing the extent of the ONL overlay on the headland extending into
Ngaruru Bay;
OR
The MEP should expressly recognise that marine farms do not adversely impact the values that lead to that classification, by amending the values at Vol 3,
Appendix 1, as per separate submission.

544 Apex Marine Farm Limited 11 Volume 3 Appendix 1 Landscape Schedule of Support in Part

Values

Decision

Requested |Retain the ONL mapping as proposed in Port Underwood and Tory Channel, save for reducing the extent of the ONL overlay on the headland extending into
Ngaruru Bay;
OR
The MEP should expressly recognise that marine farms do not adversely impact the values that lead to that classification, by amending the values at Vol 3,
Appendix 1, as per separate submission.

544 Apex Marine Farm Limited |12 |Vo|ume 4 Overlay Maps Landscapes 9 Oppose

Decision

Requested |Remove the ONL overlay at that location;
OR
The MEP should expressly recognise that marine farms do not adversely impact the values that lead to that classification, by amending the values at Vol 3,
Appendix 1, as per separate submission.

544 Apex Marine Farm Limited 13 Volume 3 Appendix 1 Landscape Schedule of Oppose

Values

Decision

Requested |Remove the ONL overlay at that location;
OR
The MEP should expressly recognise that marine farms do not adversely impact the values that lead to that classification, by amending the values at Vol 3,
Appendix 1, as per separate submission.




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision
544 Apex Marine Farm Limited 14 Volume 4 Overlay Maps Ecologically Support
Significant Marine
Sites 5
Decision

Requested |Retain the mapping as proposed.

544 Apex Marine Farm Limited 15 Volume 4 Overlay Maps Ecologically Support
Significant Marine
Sites 8

Decision

Requested |Retain the mapping as proposed.

544 Apex Marine Farm Limited 16 Volume 4 Overlay Maps Ecologically Support
Significant Marine
Sites 9

Decision

Requested |Retain the mapping as proposed.

544 Apex Marine Farm Limited 17 Volume 4 Overlay Maps Ecologically Support in Part
Significant Marine
Sites 14

Decision

Requested |Retain the mapping as proposed in Port Underwood and Oyster Bay;

AND

Remove the Ecologically Significant Site classification for Ngaruru Bay, which is, presumably, because of a stand of macrocystis pyrifera at the entrance;
OR

The Marlborough Environment Plan should expressly recognise that marine farms do not adversely impact the values that lead to that classification and may
actually enhance it by providing settlement surfaces for juvenile sporophytes and recruitment back to the reef.

544 Apex Marine Farm Limited 18 Volume 4 Overlay Maps Ecologically Oppose
Significant Marine
Sites 16




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision

Decision
Requested |Remove the classification from this area;
OR
The MEP should expressly recognise that many activities are compatible with this site.
544 Apex Marine Farm Limited 19 Volume 4 Overlay Maps Ecologically Oppose
Significant Marine
Sites 17
Decision
Requested |Remove the Ecologically Significant Marine Site (Marine Mammal Whale) classification in these areas;
OR
The MEP should expressly recognise that marine farms do not have any adverse effect on whales.
544 Apex Marine Farm Limited 20 Volume 4 Overlay Maps Ecologically Oppose
Significant Marine
Sites 18
Decision
Requested |Remove the Ecologically Significant Marine Sites (Marine Mammal Dolphin) classification in this area, as frequency of dolphins is as episodic as most of the
rest of the Marlborough Sounds;
OR
The MEP should expressly recognise that marine farms do not have any adverse effect on dolphins in this area.
544 Apex Marine Farm Limited 21 Volume 4 Overlay Maps National Oppose
Transportation Route
Decision
Requested [Amend the National Transport Route map to show the route as being confined to the main part of Tory Channel and Queen Charlotte Sound.
545 Aquaculture Direct Limited |1 |AII All | Oppose
Decision
Requested | This information is included to complete the submission database only.
As set out in MFA and AQNZ submission.
401 Aquaculture New Zealand |1 |VOIume 1 1 Introduction 1. Support in Part




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision

Decision

Requested | The Council should re-evaluate the various alternatives in accordance with s 32, having particular regard to quantified benefits and costs and associated
commentary. In the event that the s 32 evaluation reveals significant alternatives that have not been appropriately considered, it may be necessary to re-
notify aspects of the proposed MEP.

401 Aquaculture New Zealand |2 |VOIume 1 1 Introduction Guiding principles Support in Part

Decision

Requested | It is an omission not to include a guiding principle to promote economic development. The approach taken does not reflect the RMA, and does not reflect the
views of the Marlborough community. A guiding principle to that effect should be added, along
with consequential changes to the commentary.

401 Aquaculture New Zealand |3 |VOIume 1 1 Introduction Guiding principles Support in Part

Decision

Requested | The guiding principles should recognise that the Sounds has a diverse range of uses. Its values include economic values. A set of guiding principles that
make no reference to that has failed to properly capture the needs of Marlborough. The guiding principles should be amended to reflect this. The clique
“jewel in the crown” should be deleted, and replaced with something more reflective of Marlborough and the discussion above.

401 Aquaculture New Zealand |4 |VOIume 1 1 Introduction Guiding principles Support in Part

Decision

Requested |Support the guiding principle "Providing the community with a streamlined and simplified resource management framework to make it easier for resource
users and other interested parties to use."” Submit that this philosophy should extend to the application of the MEP provisions, not simply to integrating the
regional policy statement with the regional coastal, regional and district plan provisions.

401 Aguaculture New Zealand |5 |Vo|ume 1 2 Background 2. |Support in Part

Decision

Requested | The document does not sufficiently recognise that the protection of one resource may have a positive or negative effect on another (New Zealand Shipping
Federation v Marlborough District Council W038/06). This is reflected in the insufficient identification of costs in the s32 analysis.
There are consistent references to "protection” throughout the MEP. However, the response to
environmental integration in the MEP is insufficient.
The Council should re-evaluate the various alternatives in accordance with s32, having particular regard to quantified benefits and costs and associated
commentary.

401 Aquaculture New Zealand |6 |VOIume 1 2 Background 2. Oppose




Sub No Submitter

Point Volume Provision

Chapter

Decision
Requested

Oppose the approach where "avoid" has two meanings, dependent on its context. This results in the MEP being unclear, which in turn is likely to lead to
significant future expenditure to determine meaning. We have addressed the use of the term "avoid"” in other specific contexts
where it arises.

"Avoid" should only be used in one sense, consistent with the approach taken by the Supreme Court in New Zealand King Salmon [2014] NZSC 38.
Avoid should have only one meaning.

Where a different meaning is preferred, this should be clear from the specific provision.

401 Aquaculture New Zealand |7 |Vo|ume 1 2 Background 2. Oppose
Decision
Requested |A single meaning for "protect” should be adopted, consistent with the Supreme Court's approach in New Zealand King Salmon.
401 Aquaculture New Zealand 8 Volume 1 3 Marlborough's tangata whenua iwi Issues of significance |Support in Part
to Marlborough's
tangata whenua iwi
Decision
Requested | The economic interests of iwi should be expressly recognised.
401 Aquaculture New Zealand |9 |VOIume 1 4 Use of Natural and Physical Resources |lssue 4A Support
Decision
Requested |Retain Issue 4A. (Inferred)
401 Aquaculture New Zealand |10 |VOIume 1 4 Use of Natural and Physical Resources |Issue 4B |Support
Decision
Requested |Retain Issue 4B and the supporting policies, but submit that the infrastructure used for commercial purposes at Elaine Bay (Tennyson Inlet), Oyster Bay (Port
Underwood) and Okiwi Bay (Croisilles Harbour) be specifically recognised in policy 4.2.1. (Inferred)
401 Aquaculture New Zealand |11 |VOIume 1 4 Use of Natural and Physical Resources |4. |Support in Part




Sub No Submitter

Point Volume Provision

Chapter

Decision
Requested

Add new Issue 4D - Recognise that the choice whether or not to use natural and physical resources has consequences;
Add new Objective 4.4 - Recognise that limiting development has a tradeoff; and

Add new Policy 4.4.1 - Identify the consequences of not allowing development in terms of:

Substitution;

Adverse effects from other alternative activities in the area; and

Loss of environmental, economic and social benefits.

401 Aquaculture New Zealand |12 |VOIume 1 4 Use of Natural and Physical Resources |Objective 4.1 Support in Part

Decision

Requested | The commentary of Objective 4.1 should refer to aquaculture’s need for water space, and high quality water. Recognition should be given to the fact that
different water space and site characteristics are necessary for different forms of aquaculture. For example, cool fast flowing water is required for salmon
farming, whereas access to high nutrient laden water is necessary for effectively farming mussels.
Amend Objective 4.1 to include express reference to related servicing and processing industries; and amend commentary as suggested.

401 Aguaculture New Zealand |13 |VOIume 1 |4 Use of Natural and Physical Resources |Objective 4.3 Support

Decision

Requested |Retain Objective 4.3, so long as new objective 4.3A is added. Alternatively, Objective 4.3 should be amended to reflect the fact that social and cultural uses
are part of the character of the Marlborough Sounds. (/nferred)

401 Agquaculture New Zealand |14 |VOIume 1 |4 Use of Natural and Physical Resources |4. Support

Decision

Requested |Insert new Objective 4.3A - Recognise that the visual, ecological and physical qualities of the Marlborough Sounds have been altered by cultural and social
use and those uses have become part of the character of the Marlborough Sounds and do not detract from it.
NOTE - New policy 4.3.6 should be added to support this Objective.

401 Aquaculture New Zealand |15 |Vo|ume 1 |4 Use of Natural and Physical Resources |Objective 4.1 |Support

Decision

Requested |[Add new Policy 4.1.1A to recognise existing uses of natural and physical resources.

401 Aquaculture New Zealand |16 |VOIume 1 |4 Use of Natural and Physical Resources |Policy 4.1.2 |Support in Part




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision

Decision
Requested [Amend Policy 4.1.2 to read "Enable sustainable use and development of natural resources in the Marlborough environment.”

401 Aquaculture New Zealand |17 |VOIume 1 |4 Use of Natural and Physical Resources |Objective 4.1 |Supp0rt in Part

Decision
Requested |Insert new Policy 4.1.2A - allow for experimentation and innovation where there are sufficient controls to appropriately manage adverse effects.

401 Aguaculture New Zealand |18 |VOIume 1 |4 Use of Natural and Physical Resources |Objective 4.1 |Support in Part

Decision
Requested |Add new Policy 4.1.2B - Allow for development where it will achieve a net improvement in sustainability or efficiency by:

Offsetting effects;
Compensating for effects; or

Substituting one use for another.

401 Aquaculture New Zealand |19 |VOIume 1 |4 Use of Natural and Physical Resources |Po|icy 4.1.3 |Oppose

Decision
Requested |Delete Policy.

401 Aquaculture New Zealand |20 |Vo|ume 1 |4 Use of Natural and Physical Resources |Policy 42.1 |Support in Part

Decision
Requested | That the infrastructure used for commercial purposes at Elaine Bay (Tennyson Inlet), Oyster Bay (Port Underwood) and Okiwi Bay (Croisilles Harbour) be

specifically recognised in the Policy (along with other proposed changes).

401 Aquaculture New Zealand |21 |Vo|ume 1 |4 Use of Natural and Physical Resources |Policy 4.3.1 |Support

Decision
Requested |Retain Policy 4.3.1, provided new Objective 4.3A and Policy 4.3.6 are added as proposed. (/nferred)

401 Aguaculture New Zealand |22 |VOIume 1 4 Use of Natural and Physical Resources |Policy 4.3.2 Support

Decision
Requested |Retain Policy 4.3.2, provided new Objective 4.3A and Policy 4.3.6 are added as proposed. (/nferred)

401 Agquaculture New Zealand |23 |Vo|ume 1 4 Use of Natural and Physical Resources |Policy 4.3.3 Support

Decision
Requested |Retain Policy 4.3.3, provided new Objective 4.3A and Policy 4.3.6 are added as proposed. (/nferread)




401 Aquaculture New Zealand 24 Volume 1 4 Use of Natural and Physical Resources |Policy 4.3.4 Support
Decision

Requested |Retain Policy 4.3.4, provided new Objective 4.3A and Policy 4.3.6 are added as proposed. (/nferred)

401 Aguaculture New Zealand |25 |Vo|ume 1 |4 Use of Natural and Physical Resources |Po|icy 4.3.5 |Support
Decision

Requested |Retain Policy 4.3.5, provided new Objective 4.3A and Policy 4.3.6 are added as proposed. (/nferread)

401 Aquaculture New Zealand |26 |VOIume 1 |4 Use of Natural and Physical Resources |Objective 4.3 |Support in Part
Decision

Requested |New Policy 4.3.6 should be added to give effect to proposed new Objective 4.3A.

401 Aguaculture New Zealand |27 |VOIume 1 |4 Use of Natural and Physical Resources |4.M.1 Support
Decision

Requested |Retain the methods of implementation for Objective 4.1. (/nferred)

401 Aguaculture New Zealand |28 |Vo|ume 1 |4 Use of Natural and Physical Resources [4.M.2 Support
Decision

Requested |Retain the methods of implementation for Objective 4.1. (/nferred)

401 Aquaculture New Zealand |29 |VOIume 1 |4 Use of Natural and Physical Resources |4.M.3 Support
Decision

Requested |Retain the methods of implementation for Objective 4.1. (/nferred)

401 Aquaculture New Zealand |30 |VOIume 1 |4 Use of Natural and Physical Resources |4.M.4 Support
Decision

Requested |Retain the methods of implementation for Objective 4.1. (/nferred)

401 Aquaculture New Zealand |31 |VOIume 1 |4 Use of Natural and Physical Resources |4.M.5 Support
Decision

Requested |Retain the methods of implementation for Objective 4.1. (/nferred)

401 Aquaculture New Zealand |32 |VOIume 1 |4 Use of Natural and Physical Resources |4.AER.1 Support




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision

Decision
Requested |Retain the anticipated environmental results and monitoring effectiveness. (/nferread)
401 Aquaculture New Zealand |33 |VOIume 1 |4 Use of Natural and Physical Resources |4. Support in Part
Decision
Requested |In order to manage biosecurity threats, the deliberate introduction of exotic or introduced plants into the coastal marine area should require a resource
consent (as per rule 35.5 in the current Marlborough Sounds Resource Management Plan (MSRMP)). A policy should be added to this effect.
401 Aquaculture New Zealand |34 |VOIume 1 5 Allocation of Public Resources Objective 5.10 Support in Part
Decision
Requested |Amend Objective 5.10. Use of the word "Equitable” is vague in this context. The word "equitable” should be replaced with "efficient.”
The commentary to objective 5.10 should note that this "manages conflicts between users" rather than "avoids conflicts."
401 Aquaculture New Zealand |35 |VOIume 1 |5 Allocation of Public Resources |Po|icy 5.10.1 |Support in Part
Decision
Requested | The commentary to Policy 5.10.1 should note sections 124A, 124B and 124C of the RMA, as well as sections 165ZH, 165Z1 and 165ZJ.
401 Aquaculture New Zealand |36 |VOIume 1 |5 Allocation of Public Resources |Po|icy 5.10.2 |Support
Decision
Requested |Retain the first sentence (default method) of Policy 5.10.2, but delete the second sentence (alternative regime). An alternative regime could be referred to
in the commentary.
401 Aquaculture New Zealand |37 |VOIume 1 |5 Allocation of Public Resources |Policy 5.10.3 |Oppose
Decision
Requested |Delete the words "necessary and" from policy 5.10.3, so that it reads "to that reasonable to undertake..."
401 Aquaculture New Zealand |38 |Vo|ume 1 |5 Allocation of Public Resources |Policy 5.10.4 |Support in Part
Decision
Requested [(@)  The imposition of charges is fair, efficient and equitable;
(b)  Appropriate provision is made for aquaculture in the MEP policy and mapping provisions (given that the aquaculture rules are not part of the MEP);
and
(c) The formula for determining charges is written into the MEP, rather than the Council's Annual Plan. The level of charges should reflect earlier work in
the Coastal Occupancy Charges report prepared by Executive Finesse Ltd (January 2013).
The MFA provisionally supports policy 5.10.4 if the above relief is granted.
401 Aquaculture New Zealand |39 |VOIume 1 |5 Allocation of Public Resources Policy 5.10.5 Support in Part




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision

Decision

Requested [(@)  The imposition of charges is fair, efficient and equitable;
(b)  Appropriate provision is made for aquaculture in the MEP policy and mapping provisions (given that the aquaculture rules are not part of the MEP);
and
(c) The formula for determining charges is written into the MEP, rather than the Council's Annual Plan. The level of charges should reflect earlier work in
the Coastal Occupancy Charges report prepared by Executive Finesse Ltd (January 2013).
The MFA provisionally supports policy 5.10.5 if the above relief is granted.

401 Aquaculture New Zealand |40 |VOIume 1 |5 Allocation of Public Resources Policy 5.10.6 Support in Part

Decision

Requested [(8)  The imposition of charges is fair, efficient and equitable;
(b)  Appropriate provision is made for aquaculture in the MEP policy and mapping provisions (given that the aquaculture rules are not part of the MEP);
and
(c) The formula for determining charges is written into the MEP, rather than the Council's Annual Plan. The level of charges should reflect earlier work in
the Coastal Occupancy Charges report prepared by Executive Finesse Ltd (January 2013).
The MFA provisionally supports policy 5.10.6 if the above relief is granted.

401 Aquaculture New Zealand |41 |Vo|ume 1 |5 Allocation of Public Resources Policy 5.10.7 Oppose

Decision

Requested [(@)  The imposition of charges is fair, efficient and equitable;
(b)  Appropriate provision is made for aquaculture in the MEP policy and mapping provisions (given that the aquaculture rules are not part of the MEP);
and
(c) The formula for determining charges is written into the MEP, rather than the Council's Annual Plan. The level of charges should reflect earlier work in
the Coastal Occupancy Charges report prepared by Executive Finesse Ltd (January 2013).

401 Aquaculture New Zealand |42 |Vo|ume 1 |5 Allocation of Public Resources Policy 5.10.8 Support in Part




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision

Decision

Requested | The MFA is represented on the oversight body to an extent commensurate with the levy on the industry;
- The imposition of charges is fair, efficient and equitable;
- Appropriate provision is made for aquaculture in the MEP policy and mapping provisions (given that the aquaculture rules are not part of the MEP);
- The formula for determining charges is written into the MEP, rather than the Council's Annual Plan. The level of charges should reflect earlier work in the
Coastal Occupancy Charges report prepared by Executive Finesse Ltd (January 2013); and
Amend Policy 5.10.8 to read “...will be used on the following in accordance with a research priority strategy to promote the sustainable management of the
coastal marine area. The research priority strategy will be determined in conjunction with the Marlborough District Council, central government, science
providers, industry, and the community.”
The MFA provisionally supports policy 5.10.8 if the above relief is granted.

401 Aquaculture New Zealand |43 |VOIume 1 5 Allocation of Public Resources 5.M.10 Support in Part

Decision

Requested |Consequential amendments are made to the methods of implementation where needed, as a result of the submissions in relation to Issue 5J and Policies
5.10.1 - 5.10.8.

401 Aquaculture New Zealand |44 |VOIume 1 6 Natural Character Issue 6A Support in Part

Decision

Requested |[Amend Issue 6A. The word "degradation” should be changed to "modification.” This change should be reflected in the language throughout chapter 6, with
consequential amendments where appropriate.

401 Aquaculture New Zealand |45 |VOIume 1 |6 Natural Character |Objective 6.1 |Support in Part

Decision

Requested |Amend objective 6.1 — add new sentence “Establish the extent of acceptable modification.”

401 Aquaculture New Zealand |46 |Vo|ume 1 |6 Natural Character |Policy 6.1.1 |Oppose

Decision

Requested |Delete Policy 6.1.1 and replace with “Natural character is natural, physical and biological processes, and how those processes are perceived”; or
6.1.1(b) - delete "and landscapes (including seascapes).” This is a confusing use of terminology in the context of the natural character policies; and
6.1.1(e) - amend to read "biological processes and biological patterns.” (As compared with perceptual patterns); and
Include in the discussion a record that the intent of this policy is to provide for a biological definition of natural character, overlaid with perceptions of
biology.

401 Aquaculture New Zealand |47 |VOIume 2 6 Urban Residential 3 Zone 6.1.2. Oppose




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision

Decision

Requested | That the seaward extent of the coastal natural character mapping be reduced to snorkelling or recreational diving depth, and the maps amended to reflect
this (or relief securing same outcome). This approach is supported by the commentary in Natural Character of the Marlborough Coast (Boffa Miskell, 2014)
at Appendix 6, page 316.

401 Aquaculture New Zealand |48 |VOIume 1 6 Natural Character Policy 6.1.3 |Supp0rt in Part

Decision

Requested [Amend Policy 6.1.3 to read “Determine the degree of natural character in both the coastal marine and coastal terrestrial components of the coastal
environment.”
Natural character should only be assessed at the detailed level (level 5). The commentary should be amended to reflect this; and
The Natural Character of the Marlborough Coast Study (Boffa Miskell, 2014), on which the MEP is supposedly based, needs to be redrafted.
The definition of “outstanding” in the 2014 Study is incorrect; and
Frequent use of the terms “unmodified” or “largely unmodified” is unwarranted.

401 Aquaculture New Zealand |49 |VOIume 1 6 Natural Character Policy 6.1.4 Oppose

Decision

Requested Delete 6.1.4;
Define “natural character” as per submission on 6.1.1; and
Define “outstanding” as per submission on Vol 2, Chapter 25, Definitions. Outstanding is referred to throughout the MEP, but is not defined. Add definition of
"Outstanding" to read "Obviously exceptional, notable, eminent."

401 Aquaculture New Zealand |50 |VOIume 1 6 Natural Character Objective 6.1 Support in Part

Decision

Requested |Add new Policy 6.1.4 — “Identify the biological characteristics and the values inherent in the perception of those biological characteristics for each area
mapped under Policy 6.1.3.”

401 Aquaculture New Zealand |51 |VOIume 1 6 Natural Character Policy 6.2.1 Oppose




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision

Decision
Requested

Delete Policy 6.2.1 and replace with:
New Policy 6.2.1 - In the coastal environment:

"Avoid adverse effects of subdivision use, and development on the characteristics and qualities which make up the outstanding values of
areas of outstanding natural character."

Where (a) does not apply, avoid significant adverse effects and avoid, remedy or mitigate other adverse effects of subdivision, use and development on
natural character. Methods which may achieve this include:

Ensuring the location, intensity, scale and form of subdivision and built development is appropriate having regard to natural elements, landforms and
processes, including vegetation patterns, ridgelines, headlands, peninsulas, dune systems, reefs and freshwater bodies and their margins; and

In areas of high natural character, minimising to the extent practicable indigenous vegetation clearance and modification (including earthworks / disturbance,
structures, discharges and extraction of water) to natural wetlands, the beds of lakes, rivers and the coastal marine area and their margins; and

Encouraging any new subdivision and built development to consolidate within and around existing settlements or where natural character has already been
compromised.

401

Aquaculture New Zealand |52 |VOIume 1 6 Natural Character Policy 6.2.2 Oppose

Decision
Requested

Delete Policy 6.2.2 and replace with:
New Policy 6.2.2 -

"Outside the coastal environment avoid significant adverse effects and avoid, remedy or mitigate other adverse effects (including
cumulative adverse effects) of subdivision, use and development on the characteristics and qualities of the natural character of
freshwater bodies. A method which may achieve this includes minimising indigenous vegetation clearance and modification (including
earthworks / disturbance and structures) to natural wetlands, the beds of lakes, rivers and their margins."

401

Aquaculture New Zealand |53 |VOIume 1 6 Natural Character Policy 6.2.3 |Oppose




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision

Decision

Requested |Delete Policy 6.2.3 and replace with:
New Policy 6.2.3 -
" When considering whether there are any adverse effects on the characteristics and qualities of the natural character values in terms of
6.2.1(a), whether there are any significant adverse effects and the scale of any adverse effects in terms of 6.2.1(b) and 6.2.2, and in
determining the character, intensity and scale of the adverse effects:
(a) Recognise that a minor or transitory effect may not be an adverse effect;
Recognise that many areas contain ongoing use and development that:
Were present when the area was identified as high or outstanding or have subsequently been lawfully established
May be dynamic, diverse or seasonal;
Recognise that there may be more than minor cumulative adverse effects from minor or transitory adverse effects;
Have regard to any restoration and enhancement on the characteristics and qualities of that area of natural character;
Recognise it may be appropriate to offset significant residual adverse effects on natural character to result in no net loss and preferably a
net natural character gain. A natural character offset should be developed in a manner consistent with the principles contained in Policy
6.2.6;
Recognise that where adverse effects cannot be practicably avoided, adverse effects could be minimised; and
Acknowledge that a future adverse effect may be avoided where the effect is temporary and is authorised for a finite term."

401 Aquaculture New Zealand |54 |Vo|ume 1 6 Natural Character Policy 6.2.4 Oppose

Decision

Requested Delete PO||Cy 6.2.4.

401 Aquaculture New Zealand |55 |VOIume 1 |6 Natural Character |Policy 6.2.3 |Oppose

Decision

Requested Delete Policy 6.2.3.

401 Aguaculture New Zealand |56 |VOIume 1 |6 Natural Character |Po|icy 6.2.5 |Support

Decision

Requested

Retain Policy 6.2.5. (Inferred)




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision

401 Aquaculture New Zealand 57 Volume 1 6 Natural Character Policy 6.2.6 Support

Decision

Requested |Retain Policy 6.2.6. (/nferred)

401 Aquaculture New Zealand |58 |VOIume 1 |6 Natural Character |Policy 6.2.7 |Support in Part

Decision

Requested [Amend Policy 6.2.7 to read: "Recognition should be given to the extent of cumulative effects from existing modifications in the environment.”

401 Aquaculture New Zealand |59 |VOIume 1 |6 Natural Character |Po|icy 6.2.9 |Support in Part

Decision

Requested [Amend Policy 6.2.9 to read: "...community groups, businesses, and others in their efforts..."

401 Aguaculture New Zealand |60 |Vo|ume 1 |6 Natural Character |6.M.2 |Support in Part

Decision

Requested |Add new 6.M.2A — “Natural Character Assessment Method.” New Appendix 2A should be included in the MEP, setting out a detailed method to encourage
consistency of approach between landscape architects.

401 Aquaculture New Zealand |61 |VOIume 1 |6 Natural Character |6.AER.1 |Support

Decision

Requested |Support, on the basis that natural character can be retained while allowing for existing activities, including existing aquaculture.

401 Aquaculture New Zealand |62 |Vo|ume 1 |6 Natural Character |6. |Oppose

Decision

Requested |[Amend the natural character policies to make it clear that "degree” refers to the magnitude of change, not the classification.

401 Aquaculture New Zealand |63 |Vo|ume 1 6 Natural Character 6. |Oppose

Decision

Requested |Delete Natural Character chapter 6 altogether. Reference to natural character can be made in the indigenous biodiversity chapter (biophysical elements) and
in the landscape chapter (experiential elements).
Or consider whether all three topics (landscape, natural character and indigenous biodiversity) could be dealt with under one category "Natural Heritage,"
which is the approach taken in the proposed Bay of Plenty Regional Coastal Plan and the Regional Policy Statement for Northland (May 2016).

401 Aguaculture New Zealand |64 |VOIume 1 |7 Landscape |Objective 7.1 |Oppose

Decision

Requested |Remove reference to "high amenity value.” This approach is continued throughout chapter 7, so consequential amendments should also be made.

401 Aquaculture New Zealand |65 |VOIume 1 |7 Landscape |Objective 7.2 |Oppose




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision
Decision
Requested |Delete reference to amenity.
401 Aquaculture New Zealand |66 |VOIume 1 7 Landscape |Policy 7.1.3 |Support in Part
Decision
Requested [Amend Policy 7.1.2 - by deleting the word "significant” and only using the visual catchment approach (ie. A bay, reach or valley approach); and
Delete Map 2 from Vol 3, Appendix 1 and replace with a map that reflects the visual catchment approach.
401 Aquaculture New Zealand |67 |VOIume 1 7 Landscape |Po|icy 7.1.1 |Support
Decision
Requested |Retain Policy 7.1.1. (Inferred)
401 Aquaculture New Zealand |68 |VOIume 1 7 Landscape Policy 7.1.2 Support in Part
Decision
Requested |Add new Policy 7.1.2A - "Define the boundaries of a feature as a coherent land and sea type'; and
Map those features and describe their values in Vol 3, Appendix 1.
401 Aquaculture New Zealand |69 |VOIume 1 7 Landscape Policy 7.1.3 Oppose
Decision
Requested |7-1.3(b) - delete reference to "high.”; and
Delete sub-paragraph 7.1.3(c).
401 Aguaculture New Zealand |70 |VOIume 1 7 Landscape Policy 7.1.5 Oppose
Decision
Requested Delete policy 7.1.5.
Also suggests that once you have defined the boundary of an ONL, you must go through the First Schedule RMA process in order to change the classification.
Really means the opposite of what it says.
401 Aquaculture New Zealand |71 |VOIume 1 7 Landscape Policy 7.1.4 Support in Part




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision
Decision
Requested |Delete reference to "high” amenity values;
Delete "where those values are more sensitive to change"; and
In relation to Policy 7.1.4(b), Appendix 1, volume 3 tends to describe or characterise. Very few values are identified. The entirety of Appendix 1 needs to be
re-written, so that it is consistent with the definition in 7.1.1.
401 Aquaculture New Zealand |72 |VOIume 1 7 Landscape Policy 7.2.3 Oppose
Decision
Requested |Delete policy 7.2.3; and
Delete Map 4 at Vol 3, Appendix 1, page 32.
401 Aguaculture New Zealand |73 |VOIume 1 7 Landscape Policy 7.2.4 Oppose
Decision
Requested Delete Policy 7.2.4.
401 Aquaculture New Zealand |74 |VOIume 1 |7 Landscape |Po|icy 7.2.1 Oppose
Decision
Requested |Delete 7.2.1, 7.2.4 and 7.2.5 and replace with new policy under 7.25. (see submission point under policy 7.25).
401 Aquaculture New Zealand |75 |Vo|ume 1 |7 Landscape |Policy 7.2.4 Oppose
Decision
Requested |Delete 7.2.1, 7.2.4 and 7.2.5 and replace with new policy under 7.25. (see submission point under policy 7.25).
401 Aquaculture New Zealand |76 |Vo|ume 1 |7 Landscape |Policy 7.2.5 Oppose
Decision
Requested |Delete 7.2.1, 7.2.4 and 7.2.5 and replace with:
New Policy 7.2.5 - In the coastal environment:
Avoid adverse effects of subdivision use, and development on the characteristics and qualities which make up the outstanding values of areas of outstanding
natural features and outstanding natural landscapes.
Where (a) does not apply, avoid significant adverse effects and avoid, remedy or mitigate other adverse effects of subdivision, use and development on
natural features and natural landscapes. Methods which may achieve this include:




Ensuring the location, intensity, scale and form of subdivision and built development is appropriate having regard to natural elements, landforms and
processes, including vegetation patterns, ridgelines, headlands, peninsulas, dune systems, reefs and freshwater bodies and their margins; and

Encouraging any new subdivision and built development to consolidate within and around existing settlements or where natural landscape has already been
compromised.

New Policy 7.2.5A - Outside the coastal environment avoid significant adverse effects and

avoid, remedy or mitigate other adverse effects (including cumulative adverse effects) of subdivision, use and development on the characteristics and
qualities of outstanding natural features and outstanding natural landscapes. Methods which may achieve this include:

(a) In outstanding natural landscapes, requiring that the location and intensity of subdivision, use and built development is appropriate having regard to,
natural elements, landforms
and processes, including vegetation patterns, ridgelines and freshwater bodies and their margins; and

(b) In outstanding natural features, requiring that the scale and intensity of earthworks and built development is appropriate taking into account the scale,
form and vulnerability to modification of the feature.

New Policy 7.2.5B - When considering whether there are any adverse effects on the

characteristics and qualities of the natural features and landscape values in terms of 7.2.5(a), whether there are any significant adverse effects and the scale
of any adverse effects in terms of 7.2.5(b) and 7.2.5A, and in determining the character, intensity and scale of the adverse effects:

(a) Recognise that a minor or transitory effect may not be an adverse effect;

(b) Recognise that many areas contain on-going use and development that:

0] Were present when the area was identified as high or outstanding or have

subsequently been lawfully established

(i)  May be dynamic, diverse or seasonal;

Recognise that there may be more than minor cumulative adverse effects from minor or transitory adverse effects;

Have regard to any restoration and enhancement of the characteristics and qualities of that area of natural features and/or natural landscape;

Recognise it may be appropriate to offset significant residual adverse effects on a landscape or feature to result in no net loss and preferably a net landscape
gain;

Recognise that where adverse effects cannot be practicably avoided, adverse effects could be minimised; and

Acknowledge that a future adverse effect may be avoided where the effect is temporary and is authorised for a finite term.




401 Aquaculture New Zealand 77 Volume 1 7 Landscape Policy 7.2.6 Support in Part
Decision
Requested |Amend policy 7.2.6 by adding 7.2.6(d) - "aquaculture activities where the method and effects of farming are reversible.”
401 Aguaculture New Zealand |78 |Vo|ume 1 7 Landscape |Po|icy 7.2.7 Support in Part
Decision
Requested |Amend Policy 7.2.7(a)(ii) by adding after "to the foreshore” -", excluding barges used for aquaculture.” (NB. These are not covered by the workers’
accommodation in the definition of Dwelling, as that applies only to land-based farming); and
Remove reference to amenity.
401 Aguaculture New Zealand |79 |Vo|ume 1 7 Landscape |Po|icy 7.2.8 Support in Part
Decision
Requested |Reference to amenity is deleted; and
Specific recognition is given to aquaculture in this context, as an existing primary production activity.
401 Aguaculture New Zealand |80 |Vo|ume 1 7 Landscape Policy 7.2.9 Oppose
Decision
Requested Delete Policy 7.2.9.
401 Aquaculture New Zealand |81 |VOIume 1 7 Landscape Policy 7.2.10 Support
Decision
Requested |Retain Policy 7.2.10. (Inferred)
401 Aquaculture New Zealand |82 |VOIume 1 |7 Landscape |Policy 7.2.12 |Oppose
Decision
Requested Delete PO|ICy 7.2.12.
401 Aquaculture New Zealand |83 |VOIume 1 |7 Landscape |7. |Oppose
Decision
Requested |All reference to amenity should be removed from Chapter 7.
401 Aquaculture New Zealand |84 |Vo|ume 1 |7 Landscape |Objective 7.2 |Support in Part
Decision
Requested [Add new 7.M.3A — “Landscape Assessment Method.” New Appendix 1A should be included in the MEP at volume 3, setting out a detailed method to

encourage consistency of approach between landscape architects.




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision

401 Aquaculture New Zealand 85 Volume 1 7 Landscape 7.AER.1 Support in Part
Decision
Requested |Policies, issues and objectives should be consistent with this intended outcome; and
Recognition that landscape is not degraded by allowing for the continuation of existing activities, such as aquaculture.
401 Aguaculture New Zealand |86 |VOIume 1 7 Landscape 7. Oppose
Decision
Requested | The s 32 analysis should be redone to take account of re-consenting costs, using publicly available information where possible. The NZIER reports
commissioned by the MFA should be referenced. Where existing marine farms are at risk, the cost of loss of farming space should be acknowledged.
401 Aquaculture New Zealand |87 |VOIume 1 |8 Indigenous Biodiversity |Issue 8A |Oppose
Decision
Requested | The MEP should better address the concepts of "avoid" and risk.
401 Aguaculture New Zealand |88 |VOIume 1 |8 Indigenous Biodiversity |Objective 8.1 |Support in Part
Decision
Requested |Amend objective 8.1 to read:
"Marlborough's remaining areas of significant indigenous biodiversity in terrestrial, freshwater and coastal environments are protected.”
401 Aquaculture New Zealand |89 |Vo|ume 1 8 Indigenous Biodiversity Objective 8.2 Support
Decision
Requested |Retain objective 8.2, provided other relief sought in respect of chapter 8 is granted. (/nferred)
401 Agquaculture New Zealand |90 |Vo|ume 1 |8 Indigenous Biodiversity Policy 8.1.1 Oppose
Decision
Requested |Adopt approach taken in the proposed Regional Policy Statement for Northland (May 2016) at Appendix 5, pages 175 - 178.
401 Aguaculture New Zealand |91 |VOIume 1 |8 Indigenous Biodiversity Policy 8.1.2 Oppose
Decision
Requested | The mapped sites in Volume 4 do not apply the significance criteria in Policy 8.1.1, but adopt the Davidson 2011 criteria.
Adopt approach taken in the proposed Regional Policy Statement for Northland (May 2016) at Appendix 5, pages 175 - 178.
401 Aguaculture New Zealand |92 |VOIume 1 |8 Indigenous Biodiversity Policy 8.1.3 Support in Part




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision

Decision
Requested [(@)  Rewrite Policy 8.1.3 to read
"Recognise that increased information is an intrinsic good. Where there is uncertainty and real risk of a significant adverse effect, use adaptive management
techniques to address that risk;" and
(b) Add to the commentary the importance of Council partnering with industry to increase knowledge.
401 Aquaculture New Zealand |93 |Vo|ume 1 |8 Indigenous Biodiversity |Policy 8.2.1 |Support in Part
Decision
Requested |Policy 8.2.1 should be amended to refer to "resource users”, not simply landowners.
401 Aguaculture New Zealand |94 |Vo|ume 1 |8 Indigenous Biodiversity |Policy 8.2.2 |Support in Part
Decision
Requested [Amend Policy 8.2.2 to refer to "resource users”, in addition to landowners;
Add "encourage and promote the protection, restoration and re-establishment of areas of indigenous biodiversity;" and
As a result: delete policies 8.2.10, 8.2.11 and 8.2.12.
401 Aquaculture New Zealand |95 |VOIume 1 8 Indigenous Biodiversity Policy 8.2.3 Oppose
Decision
Requested |Delete Policy 8.2.3; or
Amend to expressly limit this policy to the terrestrial environment.
401 Aquaculture New Zealand |96 |VOIume 1 8 Indigenous Biodiversity Policy 8.2.3 Support
Decision
Requested |Add new Policy 8.2.3A - "Work with marine resource users and develop partnerships to protect, maintain and restore significant marine habitats."
Note that this will require a consequential addition to 8.M.11 Partnership/Liaison method of implementation.
401 Aquaculture New Zealand |97 |VOIume 1 8 Indigenous Biodiversity 8.M.11 Support in Part
Decision
Requested |Add new Policy 8.2.3A - "Work with marine resource users and develop partnerships to protect, maintain and restore significant marine habitats."
Note that this will require a consequential addition to 8.M.11 Partnership/Liaison method of implementation.
401 Aguaculture New Zealand |98 |VOIume 1 8 Indigenous Biodiversity Policy 8.2.5 Oppose




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision

Decision
Requested |Delete Policy 8.2.5; or
Amend to expressly limit the policy to the terrestrial environment.
401 Aguaculture New Zealand |99 |Vo|ume 1 8 Indigenous Biodiversity Policy 8.2.7 Support in Part
Decision
Requested |Amend to say "will be developed and maintained in partnership with MPI and affected industries and communities.”
401 Aguaculture New Zealand |100 |VOIume 1 |8 Indigenous Biodiversity |Po|icy 8.2.8 |Oppose
Decision
Requested Delete Policy 8.2.8.
401 Aguaculture New Zealand |101 |Vo|ume 1 |8 Indigenous Biodiversity |Po|icy 8.2.9 |Oppose
Decision
Requested Delete POllcy 8.2.9.
401 Aquaculture New Zealand |102 |VOIume 1 |8 Indigenous Biodiversity |Po|icy 8.2.10 |Oppose
Decision
Requested |Policy content can be incorporated into 8.2.2 (as per the suggested amendment) and policy 8.2.10 can be deleted.
401 Aquaculture New Zealand |103 |VOIume 1 |8 Indigenous Biodiversity |Po|icy 8.2.11 |Oppose
Decision
Requested |Policy content can be incorporated into 8.2.2 (as per the suggested amendment) and policy 8.2.11 can be deleted.
401 Aquaculture New Zealand |104 |Vo|ume 1 |8 Indigenous Biodiversity |Policy 8.2.12 |Oppose
Decision
Requested |Delete Policy 8.2.12. Address content in 8.2.2.
401 Aquaculture New Zealand |105 |VOIume 1 |8 Indigenous Biodiversity |POIicy 8.3.1 |Oppose




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision

Decision
Requested |Delete 8.3.1 and replace with:

New Policy 8.3.1 -

"In the coastal environment, avoid adverse effects, and outside the coastal environment avoid, remedy or mitigate adverse effects of

subdivision, use and development so they are no more than minor on:
Indigenous taxa that are listed as threatened or at risk in the New Zealand Threat Classification System lists;

Areas of indigenous vegetation and habitats of indigenous fauna, that are significant using the assessment criteria in Appendix 3; and

Areas set aside for full or partial protection of indigenous biodiversity under other legislation."

401 Aquaculture New Zealand |106 |Vo|ume 1 |8 Indigenous Biodiversity Policy 8.3.2 Oppose




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision

Decision
Requested

Delete 8.3.2 and replace with:

New Policy 8.3.2 - In the coastal environment, avoid significant adverse effects and avoid, remedy, or mitigate other adverse effects of subdivision, use
and development on:

(a) Areas of predominantly indigenous vegetation;
(b) Habitats of indigenous species that are important for recreational, commercial, traditional or cultural purposes; and

(c) Indigenous ecosystems and habitats that are particularly vulnerable to modification, including estuaries, lagoons, coastal wetlands, intertidal zones, rocky
reef systems, coastal and headwater streams, floodplains, margins of the coastal marine area and freshwater bodies, spawning and nursery areas and
saltmarsh.

New Policy 8.3.2A - Outside the coastal environment and where Policy 8.3.1 does not apply, avoid, remedy or mitigate adverse effects of subdivision, use
and development so they are not significant on any of the following:

(a) Areas of predominantly indigenous vegetation;
(b) Habitats of indigenous species that are important for recreational, commercial, traditional or cultural purposes; and

(c) Indigenous ecosystems and habitats that are particularly vulnerable to modification, including wetlands, headwater streams, floodplains and margins of
freshwater bodies, spawning and nursery areas.

New Policy 8.3.2B - For the purposes of Palicies 8.3.1, 8.3.2 and 8.3.2A, when considering whether there are any adverse effects and/or any significant
adverse effects:

(a) Recognise that a minor or transitory effect may not be an adverse effect;

(b) Recognise that many areas contain on-going use and development that:

Were present when the area was identified as high or outstanding or have subsequently been lawfully established. May be dynamic, diverse or seasonal;
(c) Recognise that where the effects are or may be irreversible, then they are likely to be more than minor;

(d) Recognise that there may be more than minor cumulative effects from minor or transitory effects;

(e) Have regard to any restoration and enhancement of the areas and species listed in Policies 8.3.1 and 8.3.2; and

) Have regard to any technical or operational requirements.

New Policy 8.3.2C - For the purpose of Policy 8.3.2A, if adverse effects cannot be reasonably avoided, remedied or mitigated then it may be appropriate to
consider the next steps in the mitigation hierarchy i.e. biodiversity offsetting, followed by environmental biodiversity compensation, as set out in Policy 8.3.8.




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision

401 Aquaculture New Zealand 107 Volume 1 8 Indigenous Biodiversity Policy 8.3.5 Oppose

Decision

Requested |Delete Policy 8.3.5.

401 Aquaculture New Zealand |108 |VOIume 1 |8 Indigenous Biodiversity Policy 8.3.8 Oppose

Decision

Requested |Delete Policy 8.3.8 and replace with the following:
Where a biodiversity offset is proposed, the following criteria will apply [taken from Chapter M, Appendix 8 proposed AUP Independent Hearing Panel's
Recommendations]:
Restoration, enhancement and protection actions will only be considered a biodiversity offset where it is used to offset the significant residual effects of
activities after the adverse effects have been avoided, remedied or mitigated.
Restoration, enhancement and protection actions undertaken as a biodiversity offset are demonstrably additional to what otherwise would occur, including
that they are additional to any avoidance, remediation or mitigation undertaken in relation to the adverse effects of the activity.
Offset actions should be undertaken close to the location of development, where this will result in the best ecological outcome.
The values to be lost through the activity to which the offset applies are counterbalanced by the proposed offsetting activity, which is at least commensurate
with the adverse effects on indigenous biodiversity. Where possible the overall result should be no net loss, and preferably a net gain in ecological values.
The offset is applied so that the ecological values being achieved through the offset are the same or similar to those being lost.
Note: Offsetting is in addition to avoidance through restoration and enhancement. This policy should be read in conjunction with the New Zealand
Government Guidance on Good Practice Biodiversity Offsetting in New Zealand, New Zealand Government et al, August 2014 (or any successor document).

401 Aquaculture New Zealand |109 |Vo|ume 1 8 Indigenous Biodiversity 8. |Support in Part

Decision

Requested | This chapter has no annotation as to whether the objectives and policies are part of the regional policy statement, coastal plan, regional plan or district
plan.

401 Aguaculture New Zealand |110 |VOIume 1 8 Indigenous Biodiversity 8. Support in Part




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision
Decision
Requested Add a new p0|lcy -
“Risk of an effect occurring will be considered appropriate if one or a combination of the following criteria can be met:?
The effects of an activity are likely to be reversible;
Adverse effects are likely to be reversible before they reach a significant level;
The normal state of the environment can be adequately defined;
The development could occur on a staged basis; and/or
The temporal and spacial scale does not impact on the full range of the species or relevant habitat or area.”
401 Aquaculture New Zealand |111 |VOIume 1 |9 Public Access and Open Space Policy 9.1.5 Support in Part
Decision
Requested |Policy 9.1.5 should specifically state that the existing aquaculture industry does not impede public access to and along the coast. Support Policy 9.1.13, so
long as the proposed change to 9.1.5 is made.
401 Aguaculture New Zealand |112 |VOIume 1 |9 Public Access and Open Space |Po|icy 9.1.7 |Support in Part
Decision
Requested |Amend Policy 9.1.7 to read “...and launching ramps (for example, at Elaine Bay, Oyster Bay and Okiwi Bay) that make a significant contribution...”
401 Aquaculture New Zealand |113 |VOIume 1 |9 Public Access and Open Space |Objective 9.1 |Oppose
Decision
Requested | The Maritime New Zealand (MNZ) Guidelines for Aquaculture Management Areas and Marine Farms (December 2005) are outdated and not well suited to the
Marlborough Sounds environment.
Insert new Policy 9.1.14A to state that the 2005 MNZ Guidelines do not need to be considered in the Marlborough Sounds context.
401 Aquaculture New Zealand |114 |VOIume 1 9 Public Access and Open Space Policy 9.2.1 Support in Part
Decision
Requested |An additional sub-section (h) should be added to policy 9.2.1 to allow access to and along the coastal marine area to be restricted to manage threats to
biosecurity.
401 Aquaculture New Zealand |115 |Vo|ume 1 9 Public Access and Open Space Policy 9.2.2 Support in Part
Decision
Requested [Amend Policy 9.2.2. Subsection (a) should be replaced with "the constraint is reasonable.”
401 Aquaculture New Zealand |116 |VOIume 1 9 Public Access and Open Space Policy 9.3.2 Support in Part




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision

Decision

Requested |Policy 9.3.2(d) should be amended to read "recognising the value of open space in the coastal marine area..."

401 Aquaculture New Zealand |117 |VOIume 1 13 Use of the Coastal Environment Issue 13H Support

Decision

Requested |Retain Issue 13H. (Inferred)

401 Aquaculture New Zealand |118 |VOIume 1 13 Use of the Coastal Environment Issue 13J Support

Decision

Requested |Retain Issue 13J. (/nferred)

401 Aquaculture New Zealand |119 |VOIume 1 |13 Use of the Coastal Environment Issue 13K Support in Part

Decision

Requested | (In light of submission to rezone Elaine Bay, Oyster Bay, and Okiwi Bay): Amend Issue 13K to read “...and maintenance of existing ports at Picton, Havelock,
Elaine Bay, Oyster Bay, port landing areas at Okiwi Bay and existing marinas at Picton, Waikawa and Havelock.”

401 Aquaculture New Zealand |120 |VOIume 1 |13 Use of the Coastal Environment |Objective 13.1 |Oppose

Decision

Requested |Delete this provision.

401 Aquaculture New Zealand |121 |VOIume 1 |13 Use of the Coastal Environment |Objective 13.2 |Supp0rt

Decision

Requested |Retain Objective 13.2. (Inferred)

401 Aquaculture New Zealand |122 |VOIume 1 |13 Use of the Coastal Environment |Objective 13.10 |Oppose

Decision

Requested |Objective 13.10 and associated policies should expressly exclude aquaculture.

401 Aguaculture New Zealand |123 |Vo|ume 1 |13 Use of the Coastal Environment |Objective 13.14 |Support

Decision

Requested |Retain Objective 13.14. (Inferred)

401 Aguaculture New Zealand |124 |VOIume 1 13 Use of the Coastal Environment Objective 13.15 Support




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision
Decision
Requested |Retain Objective 13.15. (Inferreqd)
401 Aquaculture New Zealand |125 |VOIume 1 13 Use of the Coastal Environment Objective 13.17 Support
Decision
Requested |Retain Objective 13.17. (Inferred)
401 Aquaculture New Zealand |126 |VOIume 1 |13 Use of the Coastal Environment |Objective 13.18 |Oppose
Decision
Requested |Delete the word "minimises™ and replace with "takes reasonable steps to minimise."
401 Aquaculture New Zealand |127 |VOIume 1 |13 Use of the Coastal Environment |Po|icy 13.1.1 |Oppose
Decision
Requested |Delete this provision.
Introduces a new term at 13.1.1(c) - "significant marine biodiversity value".
The commentary on avoidance is inconsistent with the discussion in other policies, such as page 2-13, 7.2.5 and 8.3.1.
401 Aquaculture New Zealand |128 |VOIume 1 |13 Use of the Coastal Environment |Po|icy 13.1.2 |Oppose
Decision
Requested |Delete this provision.
401 Aquaculture New Zealand |129 |Vo|ume 1 |13 Use of the Coastal Environment |Policy 13.2.1 |Oppose
Decision
Requested |Delete 13.2.1 in its entirety (duplication); or 13.2.1(a) - either:
Delete entire sub-paragraph; or
Delete "the characteristics and qualities that contribute to",
or substitute "values" for reference to "characteristics and qualities."; and
13.2.1(g) remove reference to "individual and".
401 Aquaculture New Zealand |130 |Vo|ume 1 13 Use of the Coastal Environment Policy 13.2.2 Support
Decision
Requested |Retain Policy 13.2.2. (Inferred)
401 Aquaculture New Zealand |131 |VOIume 1 13 Use of the Coastal Environment Policy 13.2.3 Oppose




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision

Decision
Requested [Amend Policy 13.2.3(b) to read "will generally be granted for a minimum period of 20 years."
401 Aguaculture New Zealand |132 |VOIume 1 13 Use of the Coastal Environment Policy 13.2.4 Support in Part
Decision
Requested |Put a full-stop after "in a particular location”. Delete the rest of the Policy.
401 Aquaculture New Zealand |133 |VOIume 1 |13 Use of the Coastal Environment |Po|icy 13.2.5 |Support in Part
Decision
Requested |Delete Policy 13.2.5.
401 Aquaculture New Zealand |134 |Vo|ume 1 |13 Use of the Coastal Environment |Policy 13.2.6 |Oppose
Decision
Requested |In conjunction with amendment suggested to policy 13.2.4, delete this policy. Single reference needed to definition of amenity in the RMA.
401 Aguaculture New Zealand |135 |Vo|ume 1 |13 Use of the Coastal Environment |Policy 13.3.1 |Support in Part
Decision
Requested [Add new sub-section (g) "may give rise to potential reverse sensitivity issues”.
401 Aquaculture New Zealand |136 |VOIume 1 |13 Use of the Coastal Environment |Po|icy 13.3.4 |Support in Part
Decision
Requested |Add "excluding Tory Channel and East Bay" (NB. Delete "including Tory Channel”).
401 Aquaculture New Zealand |137 |VOIume 1 |13 Use of the Coastal Environment |Objective 13.5 |Support in Part
Decision
Requested |Add new Policy 13.5.10 -
" Protect aquaculture from reserve sensitivity effects arising from residential activity and subdivision for residential purposes in the
Coastal Environment."
401 Aquaculture New Zealand |138 |VOIume 1 13 Use of the Coastal Environment 13.M.11 Support in Part
Decision
Requested |Add new Method of Implementation 13.M.11A - Add a marine farm protection overlay within 1000m of the boundary of any marine farm.




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision

401 Aquaculture New Zealand 139 Volume 1 13 Use of the Coastal Environment Objective 13.13 Support in Part

Decision

Requested |Add new Method of Implementation 13.M.17A - Create a new marine farm protection overlay within 1000m of the boundary of any marine farm.

401 Aquaculture New Zealand |140 |VOIume 1 |13 Use of the Coastal Environment |Policy 13.7.2 |Support

Decision

Requested |Policy 13.7.2 should be amended to expressly record that barges used in aquaculture are excluded from the ambit of the policy.

401 Aguaculture New Zealand |141 |Vo|ume 1 |13 Use of the Coastal Environment |Policy 13.10.3 |Support in Part

Decision

Requested |Replace the word "necessary” in policy 13.10.3 with "reasonable."

401 Aquaculture New Zealand |142 |VOIume 1 13 Use of the Coastal Environment Policy 13.10.6 Oppose

Decision

Requested |Delete "the landscape and".

401 Aquaculture New Zealand |143 |VOIume 1 |13 Use of the Coastal Environment |Policy 13.10.10 |Support in Part

Decision

Requested |Sub-section (c) should read "where consent to authorise an existing structure is refused or any appeals have been exhausted.”

401 Aquaculture New Zealand |144 |VOIume 1 |13 Use of the Coastal Environment |Po|icy 13.10.11 |Support in Part

Decision

Requested |New sub-section (d) should be added "whether the new, altered or extended jetty may give rise to potential reverse sensitivity issues, and how that could be
avoided."

401 Aquaculture New Zealand |145 |VOIume 1 13 Use of the Coastal Environment Policy 13.10.20 Support in Part

Decision

Requested |New sub-section (d) should be added "whether the new or extended boatshed and/or slipway may give rise to potential reverse sensitivity issues, and how
that could be avoided."

401 Aquaculture New Zealand |146 |VOIume 1 13 Use of the Coastal Environment Policy 13.12.1 Support in Part

Decision

Requested |Amend policy 13.12.1(a) to read "where the dredged or other material is derived from the land, no reasonable and practicable alternatives are available on
land."




401 Aquaculture New Zealand 147 Volume 1 13 Use of the Coastal Environment Policy 13.12.2 Oppose
Decision
Requested Delete Policy 13.12.2.
401 Aguaculture New Zealand |148 |VOIume 1 13 Use of the Coastal Environment Policy 13.13.4 Support
Decision
Requested |Retain Policy 13.13.4. (Inferreqd)
401 Aguaculture New Zealand |149 |Vo|ume 1 13 Use of the Coastal Environment Policy 13.14.1 Support in Part
Decision
Requested |Add the word "significant” before "adverse effect.”
401 Aguaculture New Zealand |150 |VOIume 1 13 Use of the Coastal Environment Policy 13.14.2 Oppose
Decision
Requested | The ‘National Transportation Route™ should not apply beyond the headlands of each of the side bays in the Sounds. It should be limited to the main
channels.
The National Transportation Route overlay in volume 4 MEP should be redrafted to exclude the side bays.
401 Aquaculture New Zealand |151 |VOIume 1 13 Use of the Coastal Environment Policy 13.14.3 Support
Decision
Requested |Retain Policy 13.14.3. (Inferred)
401 Aquaculture New Zealand |152 |VOIume 1 |13 Use of the Coastal Environment |Po|icy 13.15.1 |Support in Part
Decision
Requested [Amend to read "of ships transiting this route are appropriately managed.”
401 Aquaculture New Zealand |153 |Vo|ume 1 |13 Use of the Coastal Environment |Policy 13.15.2 |Oppose
Decision
Requested [13.15.2(a) - delete "unimpeded by structures";
13.15.2(b) - commercial shipping routes is not a clear definition. "Avoiding" should be changed to "appropriately managing";
13.15.2(c) - "avoiding" should be changed to "appropriately managing"; and
13.15.2(d) - Amend to read "are not significantly affected by activities or structures..."
401 Agquaculture New Zealand |154 |VOIume 1 13 Use of the Coastal Environment Policy 13.15.3 Support




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision
Decision
Requested |Retain Policy 13.15.3. (Inferred)
401 Aguaculture New Zealand |155 |Vo|ume 1 13 Use of the Coastal Environment Policy 13.17.1 Support in Part
Decision
Requested |Consider whether the commercial wharves at Elaine Bay and Oyster Bay should be rezoned as Port Zone, and the wharf and boat ramp at Okiwi Bay rezoned

as Port Landing Areas, with consequential amendments made to the rest of the MEP provisions; or

Amend Policy 13.17.5 to include ship repair and maintenance, and transportation activities, as operational requirements in the Port Landing Area Zone (in
addition to consequential changes to the Port Landing Area Zone rules).

401 Aquaculture New Zealand |156 |VOIume 1 |13 Use of the Coastal Environment Policy 13.17.2 Support in Part

Decision

Requested |Consider whether the commercial wharves at Elaine Bay and Oyster Bay should be rezoned as Port Zone, and the wharf and boat ramp at Okiwi Bay rezoned
as Port Landing Areas, with consequential amendments made to the rest of the MEP provisions; or
Amend Policy 13.17.5 to include ship repair and maintenance, and transportation activities, as operational requirements in the Port Landing Area Zone (in
addition to consequential changes to the Port Landing Area Zone rules).

401 Aquaculture New Zealand |157 |VOIume 1 |13 Use of the Coastal Environment Policy 13.17.3 Support in Part

Decision

Requested |Consider whether the commercial wharves at Elaine Bay and Oyster Bay should be rezoned as Port Zone, and the wharf and boat ramp at Okiwi Bay rezoned
as Port Landing Areas, with consequential amendments made to the rest of the MEP provisions; or
Amend Policy 13.17.5 to include ship repair and maintenance, and transportation activities, as operational requirements in the Port Landing Area Zone (in
addition to consequential changes to the Port Landing Area Zone rules).

401 Aquaculture New Zealand |158 |Vo|ume 1 |13 Use of the Coastal Environment Policy 13.17.4 Support in Part

Decision

Requested |Consider whether the commercial wharves at Elaine Bay and Oyster Bay should be rezoned as Port Zone, and the wharf and boat ramp at Okiwi Bay rezoned

as Port Landing Areas, with consequential amendments made to the rest of the MEP provisions; or

Amend Policy 13.17.5 to include ship repair and maintenance, and transportation activities, as operational requirements in the Port Landing Area Zone (in
addition to consequential changes to the Port Landing Area Zone rules).




Sub No Submitter

Point Volume Provision

Chapter

401 Aquaculture New Zealand 159 Volume 1 13 Use of the Coastal Environment Policy 13.17.5 Support in Part

Decision

Requested |Consider whether the commercial wharves at Elaine Bay and Oyster Bay should be rezoned as Port Zone, and the wharf and boat ramp at Okiwi Bay rezoned
as Port Landing Areas, with consequential amendments made to the rest of the MEP provisions; or
Amend Policy 13.17.5 to include ship repair and maintenance, and transportation activities, as operational requirements in the Port Landing Area Zone (in
addition to consequential changes to the Port Landing Area Zone rules).

401 Aquaculture New Zealand |160 |VOIume 1 |13 Use of the Coastal Environment Policy 13.17.6 Support in Part

Decision

Requested |Consider whether the commercial wharves at Elaine Bay and Oyster Bay should be rezoned as Port Zone, and the wharf and boat ramp at Okiwi Bay rezoned
as Port Landing Areas, with consequential amendments made to the rest of the MEP provisions; or
Amend Policy 13.17.5 to include ship repair and maintenance, and transportation activities, as operational requirements in the Port Landing Area Zone (in
addition to consequential changes to the Port Landing Area Zone rules).

401 Aquaculture New Zealand |161 |VOIume 1 |13 Use of the Coastal Environment Policy 13.17.7 Support in Part

Decision

Requested |Consider whether the commercial wharves at Elaine Bay and Oyster Bay should be rezoned as Port Zone, and the wharf and boat ramp at Okiwi Bay rezoned
as Port Landing Areas, with consequential amendments made to the rest of the MEP provisions; or
Amend Policy 13.17.5 to include ship repair and maintenance, and transportation activities, as operational requirements in the Port Landing Area Zone (in
addition to consequential changes to the Port Landing Area Zone rules).

401 Aguaculture New Zealand |162 |VOIume 1 |13 Use of the Coastal Environment Policy 13.17.8 Support in Part

Decision

Requested |Consider whether the commercial wharves at Elaine Bay and Oyster Bay should be rezoned as Port Zone, and the wharf and boat ramp at Okiwi Bay rezoned
as Port Landing Areas, with consequential amendments made to the rest of the MEP provisions; or
Amend Policy 13.17.5 to include ship repair and maintenance, and transportation activities, as operational requirements in the Port Landing Area Zone (in
addition to consequential changes to the Port Landing Area Zone rules).

401 Aquaculture New Zealand |163 |VOIume 1 |13 Use of the Coastal Environment Policy 13.17.9 Support in Part

Decision

Requested |Consider whether the commercial wharves at Elaine Bay and Oyster Bay should be rezoned as Port Zone, and the wharf and boat ramp at Okiwi Bay rezoned
as Port Landing Areas, with consequential amendments made to the rest of the MEP provisions; or
Amend Policy 13.17.5 to include ship repair and maintenance, and transportation activities, as operational requirements in the Port Landing Area Zone (in
addition to consequential changes to the Port Landing Area Zone rules).

401 Aquaculture New Zealand |164 |VOIume 1 |13 Use of the Coastal Environment Policy 13.17.10 Support in Part




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision

Decision

Requested |Consider whether the commercial wharves at Elaine Bay and Oyster Bay should be rezoned as Port Zone, and the wharf and boat ramp at Okiwi Bay rezoned
as Port Landing Areas, with consequential amendments made to the rest of the MEP provisions; or
Amend Policy 13.17.5 to include ship repair and maintenance, and transportation activities, as operational requirements in the Port Landing Area Zone (in
addition to consequential changes to the Port Landing Area Zone rules).

401 Aguaculture New Zealand |165 |VOIume 1 |13 Use of the Coastal Environment Policy 13.17.11 Support in Part

Decision

Requested |Consider whether the commercial wharves at Elaine Bay and Oyster Bay should be rezoned as Port Zone, and the wharf and boat ramp at Okiwi Bay rezoned
as Port Landing Areas, with consequential amendments made to the rest of the MEP provisions; or
Amend Policy 13.17.5 to include ship repair and maintenance, and transportation activities, as operational requirements in the Port Landing Area Zone (in
addition to consequential changes to the Port Landing Area Zone rules).

401 Aquaculture New Zealand |166 |VOIume 1 |13 Use of the Coastal Environment |Policy 13.18.1 |Support in Part

Decision

Requested [Amend Policy 13.18.1 to read - "Ensure any substantial change to the intensity, character...” .

401 Aquaculture New Zealand |167 |Vo|ume 1 |13 Use of the Coastal Environment |Policy 13.18.2 |Support in Part

Decision

Requested [Amend Policy 13.18.2 to read "do not inappropriately affect water, air or soil quality...".

401 Aquaculture New Zealand |168 |VOIume 1 |13 Use of the Coastal Environment |Po|icy 13.18.3 |Support

Decision

Requested |Retain Policy 13.18.3. (Inferreqd)

401 Aquaculture New Zealand |169 |VOIume 1 |13 Use of the Coastal Environment |Po|icy 13.18.4 |Support in Part

Decision

Requested |Amend Policy 13.18.4 to read "Inappropriate environmental effects from activities...".

401 Aquaculture New Zealand |17O |Vo|ume 1 |13 Use of the Coastal Environment |Policy 13.18.5 |Support

Decision

Requested |Retain Policy 13.18.5. (Inferred)




Sub No Submitter

Point Volume Provision

Chapter

401 Aquaculture New Zealand 171 Volume 1 13 Use of the Coastal Environment Policy 13.18.7 Oppose
Decision
Requested Delete Policy 13.18.7.
401 Aquaculture New Zealand |172 |VOIume 1 13 Use of the Coastal Environment 13. Support in Part
Decision
Requested [Support the comment that "This chapter does not contain provisions managing marine farming.” However, this should be reworded to say "This chapter
does not apply to marine farming or structures and activities associated with marine farming."
In reality, we cannot have a set of policies managing non-marine farming activities which are inconsistent with the marine farming provisions.
401 Aguaculture New Zealand |173 |Vo|ume 1 15 Resource Quality (Water, Air, Soil) |Issue 15A Support
Decision
Requested |Retain issue 15A. (Inferreqd)
401 Aguaculture New Zealand |174 |VOIume 1 15 Resource Quality (Water, Air, Soil) |Objective 15.1e Support
Decision
Requested |Add new Policy 15.1.19A - "Avoid the discharge of human sewage to land where it may contaminate coastal water within the marine farm protection overlay,
or areas used for fishing or shellfish gathering”;
Add new Policy 15.1.19B — “Require any accidental discharge to be notified to the Marlborough District Council immediately. The Marlborough District
Council will then advise potential affected persons”; and
Add new Method of Implementation 15.M.15A - Create a new marine farm protection overlay within 1000m of the boundary of any marine farm.
401 Aquaculture New Zealand |175 |Vo|ume 1 15 Resource Quality (Water, Air, Soil) |Policy 15.3.5 Support in Part
Decision
Requested |[Amend Policy 15.3.5(a) to read "into air from industrial, trade or primary production premises or industrial, trade or primary production processes that
have...".
401 Aquaculture New Zealand |176 |VOIume 1 15 Resource Quality (Water, Air, Soil) |Po|icy 15.4.3 Support
Decision
Requested |Retain policy 15.4.3.  (Inferred)
401 Aquaculture New Zealand |177 |VOIume 1 15 Resource Quality (Water, Air, Soil) |Policy 15.4.4 Support




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision

Decision

Requested |Retain Policy 15.4.4.  (Inferred)

401 Aquaculture New Zealand |178 |VOIume 1 |15 Resource Quality (Water, Air, Soil) |15. |Supp0rt
Decision

Requested |Retain Chapter 15 Resource Quality. (/nferred)

401 Aguaculture New Zealand |179 |Vo|ume 1 |19 Climate Change |Objective 19.1 |Support in Part
Decision

Requested |Amend objective 19.1 to read "...effects on the environment arising from climate change and ocean acidification.”

401 Aquaculture New Zealand |180 |VOIume 1 |19 Climate Change |Policy 19.1.2 |Support in Part
Decision

Requested |Amend Policy 19.1.2 to read "...potential effects of climate change and ocean acidification...”

401 Aguaculture New Zealand |181 |Vo|ume 1 |19 Climate Change |Po|icy 19.1.3 |Support in Part
Decision

Requested |Amend Policy 19.1.3 to read "Enable primary industries to adapt to the effects of climate change and ocean acidification.”

401 Aquaculture New Zealand |182 |VOIume 1 |19 Climate Change |19. |Support in Part
Decision

Requested |Amend chapter 19 title to read "Climate Change and Ocean Acidification."

401 Aguaculture New Zealand |183 |AII |AII | |Oppose
Decision

Requested |Oppose the title “Marlborough Environment Plan.” Change the title to “The Sustainable Management Plan for Marlborough.

401 Aquaculture New Zealand |184 |VOIume 2 |2 General Rules |2.16.4. |Support
Decision

Requested |Retain Rule 2.16.1. (Inferreq)

401 Aquaculture New Zealand |185 |VOIume 2 2 General Rules 2.16.5. Support
Decision

Requested |Retain Rule 2.16.5. (/nferreqd)

401 Aquaculture New Zealand |186 |VOIume 2 2 General Rules 2.17.4. Support




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision
Decision
Requested |Retain Rule 2.17.4. (Inferreqd)
401 Aquaculture New Zealand |187 |VOIume 2 |2 General Rules |2.34.10. |Support in Part
Decision
Requested [Amend rule 2.34.10 to read "Sign required for, or established by statute, rule, regulation or resource consent.”
401 Aguaculture New Zealand |188 |Vo|ume 2 |13 Port Zone |13.1. |Support
Decision
Requested |Retain Rules in Section 13.1. (Inferreq)
401 Aquaculture New Zealand |189 |VOIume 2 13 Port Zone 13.2.3. Support in Part
Decision
Requested |Amend standard 13.2.3.1 to read:
“For port operations in Picton and Shakespeare Bay, an activity must be conducted to ensure that noise does not exceed the following noise limits:
Location Day-night Night-time
(Long term) (Short term)
At any point on land at, or beyond, 65 Ldn (5 days) 60 dB LAeq (9 hours)
the Inner Noise Control Boundary. 68 Ldn (1day) 65 LAeq (15 min)
85 dB LAFMax
401 Aquaculture New Zealand |190 |VOIume 2 |13 Port Zone 13.2.3.2. Support in Part




Sub No Submitter

Point Volume Provision

Chapter

Decision
Requested

Amend standard 13.2.3.2 to include the following noise limits:
“For port operations in Havelock, Elaine Bay and Oyster Bay, an activity must be conducted to ensure that noise does not exceed the following noise limits:

Location Day-night

(Long term)

Night-time
(Short term)

50 dB LAeq (9 hours)
55 LAeq (15 min)

At any point on land at, or beyond,
the Outer Noise Control Boundary.

55 Ldn (5 days)
58 Ldn (1day)

75 dB LAFMax”; and

Consequential changes to the maps in Volume 4 to create a Noise Control Boundary for Elaine Bay and Oyster Bay.

401 Aquaculture New Zealand |191 |Vo|ume 2 13 Port Zone 13.2.4. Support in Part

Decision

Requested |Consequential changes will be necessary if the commercial wharves at Elaine Bay and Oyster Bay are rezoned as Port Zone.
Amend standard 13.2.4.1 to read “...at the port in Picton, Shakespeare Bay, Havelock, Elaine Bay and Oyster Bay are adequately insulated from port noise.”

401 Aquaculture New Zealand |192 |Vo|ume 2 13 Port Zone 13.3.21. Support in Part

Decision

Requested [Amend standard 13.3.21 to read - "Oil spill dispersants must be used by a person described by Section 467 of the Maritime Transport Act 1994 or a person
authorised by the Harbour Master."

401 Aguaculture New Zealand |193 |Vo|ume 2 13 Port Zone 13.3.4. Support in Part

Decision

Requested [Amend standard 13.3.4.2 to read "All anti-foul or bio-foul waste, coating waste or other contaminant removed must be captured upon removal. The waste
must be stored for disposal in a covered container located in a roofed area."

401 Aquaculture New Zealand |194 |VOIume 2 13 Port Zone 13.3.4.2. Support in Part

Decision

Requested [Amend standard 13.3.4.2 to read "All anti-foul or bio-foul waste, coating waste or other contaminant removed must be captured upon removal. The waste
must be stored for disposal in a covered container located in a roofed area."

401 Aquaculture New Zealand |195 |VOIume 2 13 Port Zone 13.3.10. Support in Part




Sub No Submitter

Decision
Requested

Point Volume Provision

Chapter

Standard 13.3.10 should be amended:

So that it is clear that it only applies to monitoring equipment in the coastal marine area;

To allow monitoring equipment to remain at a specific coordinate for no longer than 3 months in any calendar year (13.3.10.1);
To allow structures or equipment up to 2.5m in height above water level (13.3.10.2); and

To ensure that contaminants released as a result of the activity, or from equipment being used for the activity are not materially distinguishable from
background sedimentation (13.3.10.5).

401 Aquaculture New Zealand |196 |VOIume 2 13 Port Zone 13.3.10.1. Support in Part
Decision
Requested |Standard 13.3.10 should be amended:
So that it is clear that it only applies to monitoring equipment in the coastal marine area;
To allow monitoring equipment to remain at a specific coordinate for no longer than 3 months in any calendar year (13.3.10.1);
To allow structures or equipment up to 2.5m in height above water level (13.3.10.2); and
To ensure that contaminants released as a result of the activity, or from equipment being used for the activity are not materially distinguishable from
background sedimentation (13.3.10.5).
401 Aguaculture New Zealand |197 |Vo|ume 2 13 Port Zone 13.3.10.5. Support in Part
Decision
Requested |Standard 13.3.10 should be amended:
So that it is clear that it only applies to monitoring equipment in the coastal marine area;
To allow monitoring equipment to remain at a specific coordinate for no longer than 3 months in any calendar year (13.3.10.1);
To allow structures or equipment up to 2.5m in height above water level (13.3.10.2); and
To ensure that contaminants released as a result of the activity, or from equipment being used for the activity are not materially distinguishable from
background sedimentation (13.3.10.5).
401 Aquaculture New Zealand |198 |VOIume 2 13 Port Zone 13.4.4. Support
Decision

Requested

Retain rule 13.4.4. (Inferred)




401 Aquaculture New Zealand 199 Volume 2 13 Port Zone 13.6.4. Support in Part
Decision
Requested |Amend rule 13.6.4 by deleting "From 9 June 2022".
401 Aquaculture New Zealand |200 |VOIume 2 13 Port Zone 13.6.5. Support in Part
Decision
Requested [Amend rule 13.6.5 by deleting "From 9 June 2022".
401 Aquaculture New Zealand |201 |VOIume 2 13 Port Zone 13.6.6. Support
Decision
Requested |Retain rule 13.6.6. (Inferreqd)
401 Aquaculture New Zealand |202 |VOIume 2 13 Port Zone 13.6. Support
Decision
Requested |Retain Rules in 13.6 Prohibited Activities. (/nferreqd)
401 Aquaculture New Zealand |203 |Vo|ume 2 14 Port Landing Area Zone 14.1. Support
Decision
Requested |Retain Rule 14.1 Permitted activities. (/nferred)
401 Agquaculture New Zealand |204 |Vo|ume 2 14 Port Landing Area Zone 14.2.3.1. Support in Part
Decision
Requested |Amend standard 14.2.3.1 to read:
“An activity must be conducted to ensure that noise when measured at or within the notional boundary of dwellings as they exist at 9 June 2016 outside the
Port Landing Area Zone does not exceed the following noise limits:
7.00 am to 10.00 pm 55 dB LAeq
10.00 pm to 7.00 am 45 dB LAeq 75 dB LAFmax”
401 Aquaculture New Zealand |205 |Vo|ume 2 14 Port Landing Area Zone 14.3.1.2. Support in Part
Decision

Requested

Amend standard 14.3.1.2 to read - "There must be no more than a minor increase in the height, size or scale of the building or structure being replaced.




401 Aquaculture New Zealand 206 Volume 2 14 Port Landing Area Zone 14.3.5.1. Oppose
Decision
Requested |Standard 14.3.5. should be amended:
To allow monitoring equipment to remain at a specific coordinate for no longer than 3 months in any calendar year (14.3.5.1).
401 Aguaculture New Zealand |207 |VOIume 2 |14 Port Landing Area Zone |14.3.5.2. |Oppose
Decision
Requested |Standard 14.3.5. should be amended:
To allow structures or equipment up to 2.5m in height above water level (14.3.5.2).
401 Aguaculture New Zealand |208 |VOIume 2 |14 Port Landing Area Zone 14.3.5.5. Oppose
Decision
Requested |Standard 14.3.5. should be amended:
To ensure that contaminants released as a result of the activity, or from equipment being used for the activity are not materially distinguishable from
background sedimentation (14.3.5.5).
401 Aguaculture New Zealand |209 |VOIume 2 14 Port Landing Area Zone 14.3.11. Support in Part
Decision
Requested |Amend standard 14.3.11.1 to read - "Oil spill dispersants must be used by a person described by Section 467 of the Maritime Transport Act 1994 or a person
authorised by the Harbour Master."
401 Aquaculture New Zealand |210 |VOIume 2 |14 Port Landing Area Zone |14.5.4. |Support in Part
Decision
Requested |Amend rule 14.5.4 by deleting "From 9 June 2022".
401 Aquaculture New Zealand |211 |VOIume 2 |14 Port Landing Area Zone |14.5.5. |Support in Part
Decision
Requested [Amend rule 14.5.5 by deleting "From 9 June 2022".
401 Aquaculture New Zealand |212 |Vo|ume 2 14 Port Landing Area Zone 14.5. Support in Part
Decision
Requested |Retain rule 14.5 - Prohibited activities. (/nferred)
401 Aguaculture New Zealand |213 |Vo|ume 2 15 Marina Zone 15.1. Support




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision
Decision
Requested |Retain Rule 15.1 - Permitted Activities. (/nferred)
401 Aquaculture New Zealand |214 |Vo|ume 2 |15 Marina Zone |15.1.21. |Oppose
Decision
Requested [Amend 15.1.21 to read "Use of a marine recreation group clubroom."
401 Aguaculture New Zealand |215 |Vo|ume 2 |14 Port Landing Area Zone |14.2.3.1. |Oppose
Decision
Requested |Amend 15.2.3.1 to read:
“An activity must be conducted to ensure that noise when measured at the boundary of the Marina Zone does not exceed the following limits:
7.00 am to 10.00 pm 60 dB LAeq
10.00 pm to 7.00 am 45 dB LAeq 75 dB LAFmax”;
401 Aquaculture New Zealand |216 |VOIume 2 15 Marina Zone 15.2.3.2. Oppose
Decision
Requested |Amend 15.2.3.2 to include the following noise limits:
7.00 am to 10.00 pm 55 dB LAeq
10.00 pm to 7.00 am 45 dB LAeq 75 dB LAFmax
401 Aguaculture New Zealand |217 |VOIume 2 15 Marina Zone |15.3.9.1. |Oppose
Decision
Requested [Amend standard 15.3.9:
To allow monitoring equipment to remain at a specific coordinate for no longer than 3 months in any calendar year (15.3.9.1);
401 Aguaculture New Zealand |218 |VOIume 2 |15 Marina Zone |15.3.9.2. |Oppose
Decision
Requested [Amend standard 15.3.9:
To allow structures or equipment up to 2.5m in height above water level (15.3.9.2);
401 Aguaculture New Zealand |219 |VOIume 2 |15 Marina Zone 15.3.9.5. Oppose




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision

Decision

Requested [Amend standard 15.3.9:
To ensure that contaminants released as a result of the activity, or from equipment being used for the activity are not materially distinguishable from
background sedimentation (15.3.9.5).

401 Aguaculture New Zealand |220 |Vo|ume 2 15 Marina Zone 15.3.19.1 Support in Part

Decision

Requested |Amend standard 15.3.19.1 to read - "Oil spill dispersants must be used by a person described by Section 467 of the Maritime Transport Act 1994 or a person
authorised by the Harbour Master."

401 Aquaculture New Zealand |221 |VOIume 2 15 Marina Zone 15.7. Support

Decision

Requested |Retain Rule 15.7 - Prohibited activities. (/nferred)

401 Aquaculture New Zealand |222 |VOIume 2 15 Marina Zone 15.7.4. Support in Part

Decision

Requested |Amend rule 15.7.4 by deleting "From 9 June 2022".

401 Aquaculture New Zealand |223 |VOIume 2 15 Marina Zone 15.7.5. Support in Part

Decision

Requested |Amend rule 15.7.5 by deleting "From 9 June 2022".

401 Aquaculture New Zealand |224 |VOIume 2 16 Coastal Marine Zone 16.1. Support

Decision

Requested |Retain Rule 16.1 - Permitted activities. (/nferred)




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision

401 Aquaculture New Zealand 225 Volume 2 16 Coastal Marine Zone 16.1. Support

Decision

Requested | The Marlborough Sounds used to contain extensive natural mussel beds. Attempts to restore those mussel beds in appropriate areas is consistent with
NZCPS policy 14.
Add new Permitted Activity 16.1.24 - "Restoration of shellfish reefs in the Marlborough Sounds and associated activities in appropriate areas”; and
Consequential changes should be made to the Permitted Activity Standards at 16.2, allowing for restoration to be achieved using a variety of techniques,
including, but not limited to, depositing natural fibre substrate, placing waste shell or old mooring blocks on the seabed, or undertaking other activities to
kick start reef development.

401 Aquaculture New Zealand |226 |Vo|ume 2 16 Coastal Marine Zone 16.2.1.4. Oppose

Decision

Requested [Amend 16.2.1.4 to read "Take practical steps to minimise or eliminate contaminants released from equipment being used for the activity.” This recognises
that a motor may be needed to drive equipment, which will run off petrol or diesel.

401 Aquaculture New Zealand |227 |VOIume 2 16 Coastal Marine Zone 16.2.3.1. Oppose

Decision

Requested |Amend standard 16.2.3.1 to read:
"An activity must be conducted to ensure that noise when measured at or within the notional boundary of any dwelling existing at 9 June 2016 does not
exceed the following noise limits:
7.00 am to 10.00 pm 50 dB LAeq
10.00 pm to 7.00 am 40 dB LAeq 75 dB LAFmax”

401 Aquaculture New Zealand |228 |Vo|ume 2 16 Coastal Marine Zone 16.2.3.2. Oppose

Decision

Requested |Add new 16.2.3.2(d) "noise ordinarily generated by commercial fishing activities, including marine farming servicing and harvesting ships."

401 Aguaculture New Zealand |229 |Vo|ume 2 16 Coastal Marine Zone 16.3.2.1. Oppose

Decision

Requested | It is unclear whether the policy is intended to apply to ships and barges used for the purpose of aquaculture. "Ship" is defined in the MEP as having the
same meaning as in s 2 of the Maritime Transport Act 1994. The case law suggests that a barge could be captured by that definition.
Amend rule 16.3.2.1, so it expressly does not apply to any ship or barge used in aguaculture.

401 Aquaculture New Zealand |230 |Vo|ume 2 16 Coastal Marine Zone 16.3.9. Oppose




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision
Decision
Requested |Delete Policy 16.3.9; or
Policy 16.3.9 should be amended:
To allow monitoring equipment to remain at a specific coordinate for no longer than 7 months in any calendar year (16.3.9.1); and
To allow structures or equipment up to 2.5m in height above water level (16.3.9.2); and
To ensure that contaminants released as a result of the activity, or from equipment being used for the activity are not materially distinguishable from
background sedimentation (16.3.9.5).
401 Aquaculture New Zealand |231 |VOIume 2 16 Coastal Marine Zone 16.3.9.1. Oppose
Decision
Requested |Delete Policy 16.3.9; or
Policy 16.3.9 should be amended:
To allow monitoring equipment to remain at a specific coordinate for no longer than 7 months in any calendar year (16.3.9.1).
401 Aquaculture New Zealand |232 |VOIume 2 16 Coastal Marine Zone |16.3.9.2. |Oppose
Decision
Requested |Delete Policy 16.3.9; or
Policy 16.3.9 should be amended:
To allow structures or equipment up to 2.5m in height above water level (16.3.9.2).
401 Aquaculture New Zealand |233 |Vo|ume 2 |16 Coastal Marine Zone 16.3.9.5. Oppose
Decision
Requested |Delete Policy 16.3.9; or
Policy 16.3.9 should be amended:
To ensure that contaminants released as a result of the activity, or from equipment being used for the activity are not materially distinguishable from
background sedimentation (16.3.9.5).
401 Aquaculture New Zealand |234 |VOIume 2 |16 Coastal Marine Zone |16.3.16.1. |Support in Part
Decision
Requested |Standard 16.3.16.1 should be amended so that it does not apply to the take and use of coastal water for the ordinary operation of vessels.
401 Aquaculture New Zealand |235 |VOIume 2 |16 Coastal Marine Zone |16.7.6. |Oppose




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision

Decision
Requested |Minor and spot removal of bio-fouling (including marine pests) from a ship, that inadvertently removes antifouling, should be permitted. Maintenance and
applications of antifouling below MHWS should be prohibited, other than minor works and keel strip.
Amend rule 16.7.6 accordingly and add a new permitted activity rule to 16.1 to secure this relief.
401 Aguaculture New Zealand |236 |Vo|ume 2 16 Coastal Marine Zone 16.7.1. Support
Decision
Requested |Retain rule 16.7.1. (Inferread)
401 Aquaculture New Zealand |237 |VOIume 2 16 Coastal Marine Zone 16.7.2. Support
Decision
Requested |Retain Rule 16.7.2. (Inferreqd)
401 Aquaculture New Zealand |238 |VOIume 2 16 Coastal Marine Zone 16.7.3. Support
Decision
Requested |Retain Rule 16.7.3. (Inferred)
401 Aquaculture New Zealand |239 |VOIume 2 16 Coastal Marine Zone 16.7.4. Support
Decision
Requested |Retain Rule 16.7.4. (Inferreqd)
401 Aquaculture New Zealand |240 |VOIume 2 25 Definitions 25. Support in Part
Decision
Requested |Amend the definition of "Non-consumptive uses" to read "...For example, fishing, swimming and cooling of vessels."
401 Aquaculture New Zealand |241 |Vo|ume 2 25 Definitions 25. Support in Part
Decision
Requested |Add definition of "Primary Production” to read:
"All forms of agriculture, horticulture, silviculture and aquaculture, whether on land or on sea, and includes the processing, preparation for market and sale of
those products.”
401 Aquaculture New Zealand |242 |VOIume 2 25 Definitions 25. Support




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision
Decision
Requested |Retain chapter 25 - definitions. (/nferred)
401 Aquaculture New Zealand |243 |VOIume 2 25 Definitions 25. Support in Part
Decision
Requested |Add definition of "Outstanding™ to read: "Obviously exceptional, notable, eminent.”
401 Aquaculture New Zealand 244 Volume 3 Appendix 1 Landscape Schedule of Oppose
Values
Decision
Requested | The entirety of Appendix 1 needs to be re-written, so that it is consistent with the definition in Policy 7.1.1 and the requirement in Policy 7.1.4;
This potential methodological flaw has resulted in incorrect mapping, meaning the landscape overlay maps should be redrafted accordingly; and
Where existing marine farms are present, there should be an express statement that those farms do not affect landscape values.
401 Aquaculture New Zealand 245 Volume 3 Appendix 2 Coastal Natural Character Oppose
Schedule of Values
Decision
Requested | The entirety of Appendix 2 needs to be re-written, so that it is consistent with the definition in Policy 6.1.1 and the requirement in Policy 6.1.4;
This potential methodological flaw has resulted in incorrect mapping, meaning the coastal natural character overlay maps should be redrafted accordingly;
and
Where existing marine farms are present, there should be an express statement that those farms do not affect natural character values.
401 Aquaculture New Zealand 246 Volume 3 Appendix 3 Biodiversity Criteria for Oppose
Signifance
Decision
Requested |A note should be added at the beginning of Appendix 3 stating "These criteria are intended to be applied by suitably qualified and experienced ecologists."




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision
401 Aquaculture New Zealand 247 Volume 3 Appendix 3 Biodiversity Criteria for Oppose
Signifance
Decision
Requested |Delete Appendix 3 and replace with approach taken in the proposed Regional Policy Statement for Northland (May 2016) at Appendix 5, pages 175 — 178;
The MEP should clearly distinguish between areas of national significance and areas of regional significance; and
A cascading approach to managing effects on these different areas should be included in the Chapter 8 Policies, consistent with Policy 11 of the NZCPS,
rather than a straight avoidance approach (this is reflected in the submissions in respect of the Policies in Chapter 8).
401 Aquaculture New Zealand 248 Volume 3 Appendix 4 Determining Significant Oppose
Adverse Effects
Decision
Requested |Delete Appendix 4; or
Use appropriate quantitative measure to define significance.
401 Aquaculture New Zealand 249 Volume 3 Appendix 5 Water Resource Unit Values Support
and Water Quality Classification
Standards
Decision
Requested |Support Water Quality Classification of SG for all coastal water in respect of the value of food gathering (page 5-17).
Support the interpretation of the temperature, dissolved oxygen and suitability of fish for human consumption standards/parameters for SG classification on
pages 5-21 and 5-22.
401 Aquaculture New Zealand |250 |VOIume 3 Appendix 7 Scheme Plan Requirements Support in Part
Decision
Requested |Add new item 24 under "Other Relevant Site Details” - "The location of any relevant marine farm protection overlay”; and
Under heading "Sewerage" add - "Any subdivision of land within the marine farm protection overlay must assess the potential for contamination of coastal
water."
401 Aquaculture New Zealand 251 Volume 4 Overlay Maps Coastal Natural Support in Part
Character 1
Decision
Requested | Coastal Natural Character (Maps 1-5)
The 2014 Natural Character of the Marlborough Coast study does not separate characteristics from values. It uses a different set of definitions than that
contained in the MEP at Policy 6.1.1. Adoption of a different methodology means that the maps contained in the MEP (derived from the 2014 Study) are
inconsistent with the policy approach in the MEP. The Coastal Natural Character maps and/or the policies in the MEP need to be redrafted accordingly.




Sub No Submitter

Point Volume

Chapter

Provision

401 Aquaculture New Zealand 252 Volume 4 Overlay Maps Coastal Natural Oppose
Character 1
Decision
Requested |Submit that there is insufficient justification for the seaward extent of the outstanding/very high/high natural character ratings extending so far offshore into
Cook Strait.
Redraft the Coastal Natural Character maps to show a reduction in the seaward extent of the outstanding/very high/high natural character areas.
401 Aquaculture New Zealand 253 Volume 4 Overlay Maps Coastal Natural Oppose
Character 2
Decision
Requested |Submit that there is insufficient justification for the seaward extent of the outstanding/very high/high natural character ratings extending so far offshore into
Cook Strait.
Redraft the Coastal Natural Character maps to show a reduction in the seaward extent of the outstanding/very high/high natural character areas.
401 Aquaculture New Zealand 254 Volume 4 Overlay Maps Coastal Natural Oppose
Character 3
Decision
Requested |Submit that there is insufficient justification for the seaward extent of the outstanding/very high/high natural character ratings extending so far offshore into
Cook Strait.
Redraft the Coastal Natural Character maps to show a reduction in the seaward extent of the outstanding/very high/high natural character areas.
401 Aquaculture New Zealand 255 Volume 4 Overlay Maps Coastal Natural Oppose
Character 4
Decision
Requested |Submit that there is insufficient justification for the seaward extent of the outstanding/very high/high natural character ratings extending so far offshore into
Cook Strait.
Redraft the Coastal Natural Character maps to show a reduction in the seaward extent of the outstanding/very high/high natural character areas.
401 Aquaculture New Zealand 256 Volume 4 Overlay Maps Coastal Natural Oppose
Character 5
Decision
Requested |Submit that there is insufficient justification for the seaward extent of the outstanding/very high/high natural character ratings extending so far offshore into
Cook Strait.
Redraft the Coastal Natural Character maps to show a reduction in the seaward extent of the outstanding/very high/high natural character areas.
401 Aquaculture New Zealand 257 Volume 4 Overlay Maps Coastal Natural Support in Part

Character 1




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision

Decision
Requested |Support the natural character mapping in respect of Waihinau Bay.
Oppose the mapping of the waters of Fitzroy Bay as high natural character and the surrounding land as very high natural character.
Amend the natural character mapping in those locations where the mapping is opposed; or
If Fitzroy Bay rating is correct, the MEP should expressly recognise that the presence of marine farming does not affect the values that lead to that
classification.
401 Aquaculture New Zealand 258 Volume 4 Overlay Maps Coastal Natural Support in Part
Character 2
Decision
Requested |Support the mapping of the seascape in Beatrix Bay and Anakoha Bay has not having high, very high or outstanding natural character.
Oppose the mapping of the land in Beatrix Bay and the western headland of Anakoha Bay as having high natural character.
Amend the natural character mapping in those locations where the mapping is opposed; or
The MEP should expressly recognise that marine farms do not adversely impact the values that lead to that classification.
401 Aquaculture New Zealand 259 Volume 4 Overlay Maps Coastal Natural Support in Part
Character 3
Decision
Requested | The MFA notes that Natural Character Map 3 does not in correspond with the Natural Character Index. Squally Cove is not included in the map.
Support the natural character mapping at the head of Crail Bay.
Oppose the mapping of the land on the southern side of Whakitenga Bay has having high natural character (according to the online overlay map).
Amend the natural character mapping in those locations where the mapping is opposed; or
The MEP should expressly recognise that marine farms do not adversely impact the values that lead to that classification.
401 Aquaculture New Zealand 260 Volume 4 Overlay Maps Coastal Natural Support in Part

Character 4




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision
Decision
Requested |Support the natural character mapping in respect of Clova Bay and Whangatoetoe Bay, Port Underwood.
Oppose the mapping of the headlands between Beatrix Bay and Waimaru Bay as having high natural character.
Amend the natural character mapping in those locations where the mapping is opposed; or
The MEP should expressly recognise that marine farms do not adversely impact the values that lead to that classification.
401 Aquaculture New Zealand |261 |VOIume 4 Overlay Maps Landscapes 1 Oppose
Decision
Requested |Landscape Overlay Maps 1-11 (inferred)
The approach in Appendix 1 is focused on descriptions and characterisation, rather than "values". Very few values are identified.
The entirety of Appendix 1 needs to be re-written, so that it is consistent with the definition in Policy 7.1.1. This potential methodological flaw has resulted in
incorrect mapping. The landscape maps should be amended accordingly.
401 Aguaculture New Zealand |262 |Vo|ume 4 Overlay Maps |Landscapes 1 Oppose
Decision
Requested |Landscape Maps 1-11 (inferred)
Submit that there is insufficient justification for the seaward extent of the outstanding natural landscape (ONL) extending so far offshore into Cook Strait.
Seek a reduction in the seaward extent of the ONL.
401 Aquaculture New Zealand |263 |VOIume 4 Overlay Maps |Landscapes 1 Oppose
Decision
Requested |Oppose the mapping of Fitzroy Bay and half of Waihinau Bay as areas of outstanding natural landscape.
Amend the mapping of the ONL; or
The MEP should expressly recognise that marine farms do not adversely impact the values that lead to that classification.
401 Aquaculture New Zealand |264 |VOIume 4 Overlay Maps Landscapes 4 Oppose
Decision
Requested |Oppose the mapping of Fitzroy Bay and the headland between Beatrix Bay and Waimaru Bay as areas of outstanding natural landscape.
Amend the mapping of the ONL at the locations where it is opposed; or
The MEP should expressly recognise that marine farms do not adversely impact the values that lead to that classification.
401 Aguaculture New Zealand |265 |VOIume 4 Overlay Maps Landscapes 5 Support in Part




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision

Decision
Requested |Support the mapping of Anakoha Bay, inner Beatrix Bay and Clova Bay.
Oppose the mapping of the headland between Beatrix Bay and Waimaru Bay, and Whangatoetoe Bay (Port Underwood) as areas of outstanding natural
landscape.
Amend the mapping of the ONL at the locations where that is opposed; or
The MEP should expressly recognise that marine farms do not adversely impact the values that lead to that classification.
401 Aquaculture New Zealand 266 Volume 4 Overlay Maps Ecologically Support in Part
Significant Marine
Sites 1
Decision
Requested | The MFA acknowledges the work carried out in the Davidson 2011 Significant Sites report, and does not object per se to the mapping of these sites.
However, the MFA opposes the policies implemented in respect of these sites.
The mapped sites do not apply the significance criteria in Policy 8.1.1 MEP, but adopt the Davidson 2011 criteria. The 2011 significant sites work is a
regional assessment, and was not intended to mirror the approach in Policy 11 of the NZCPS. It is unclear whether the mapped sites are 11(a) or 11(b)
NZCPS sites. Overall, the mapping lacks consistency with policy, and the intended outcome is unclear.
Seek changes to Chapter 8 Policies and Appendix 3 Significance Criteria, as proposed elsewhere.
401 Aquaculture New Zealand 267 Volume 4 Overlay Maps Ecologically Support in Part
Significant Marine
Sites 2
Decision
Requested | The MFA acknowledges the work carried out in the Davidson 2011 Significant Sites report, and does not object per se to the mapping of these sites.
However, the MFA opposes the policies implemented in respect of these sites.
The mapped sites do not apply the significance criteria in Policy 8.1.1 MEP, but adopt the Davidson 2011 criteria. The 2011 significant sites work is a
regional assessment, and was not intended to mirror the approach in Policy 11 of the NZCPS. It is unclear whether the mapped sites are 11(a) or 11(b)
NZCPS sites. Overall, the mapping lacks consistency with policy, and the intended outcome is unclear.
Seek changes to Chapter 8 Policies and Appendix 3 Significance Criteria, as proposed elsewhere.
401 Aquaculture New Zealand 268 Volume 4 Overlay Maps Ecologically Support in Part
Significant Marine
Sites 3




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision

Decision
Requested | The MFA acknowledges the work carried out in the Davidson 2011 Significant Sites report, and does not object per se to the mapping of these sites.
However, the MFA opposes the policies implemented in respect of these sites.
The mapped sites do not apply the significance criteria in Policy 8.1.1 MEP, but adopt the Davidson 2011 criteria. The 2011 significant sites work is a
regional assessment, and was not intended to mirror the approach in Policy 11 of the NZCPS. It is unclear whether the mapped sites are 11(a) or 11(b)
NZCPS sites. Overall, the mapping lacks consistency with policy, and the intended outcome is unclear.
Seek changes to Chapter 8 Policies and Appendix 3 Significance Criteria, as proposed elsewhere.
401 Agquaculture New Zealand 269 Volume 4 Overlay Maps Ecologically Support in Part
Significant Marine
Sites 4
Decision
Requested | The MFA acknowledges the work carried out in the Davidson 2011 Significant Sites report, and does not object per se to the mapping of these sites.
However, the MFA opposes the policies implemented in respect of these sites.
The mapped sites do not apply the significance criteria in Policy 8.1.1 MEP, but adopt the Davidson 2011 criteria. The 2011 significant sites work is a
regional assessment, and was not intended to mirror the approach in Policy 11 of the NZCPS. It is unclear whether the mapped sites are 11(a) or 11(b)
NZCPS sites. Overall, the mapping lacks consistency with policy, and the intended outcome is unclear.
Seek changes to Chapter 8 Policies and Appendix 3 Significance Criteria, as proposed elsewhere.
401 Aquaculture New Zealand 270 Volume 4 Overlay Maps Ecologically Support in Part
Significant Marine
Sites 5
Decision
Requested | The MFA acknowledges the work carried out in the Davidson 2011 Significant Sites report, and does not object per se to the mapping of these sites.
However, the MFA opposes the policies implemented in respect of these sites.
The mapped sites do not apply the significance criteria in Policy 8.1.1 MEP, but adopt the Davidson 2011 criteria. The 2011 significant sites work is a
regional assessment, and was not intended to mirror the approach in Policy 11 of the NZCPS. It is unclear whether the mapped sites are 11(a) or 11(b)
NZCPS sites. Overall, the mapping lacks consistency with policy, and the intended outcome is unclear.
Seek changes to Chapter 8 Policies and Appendix 3 Significance Criteria, as proposed elsewhere.
401 Aquaculture New Zealand 271 Volume 4 Overlay Maps Ecologically Support in Part
Significant Marine
Sites 6




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision

Decision
Requested | The MFA acknowledges the work carried out in the Davidson 2011 Significant Sites report, and does not object per se to the mapping of these sites.
However, the MFA opposes the policies implemented in respect of these sites.
The mapped sites do not apply the significance criteria in Policy 8.1.1 MEP, but adopt the Davidson 2011 criteria. The 2011 significant sites work is a
regional assessment, and was not intended to mirror the approach in Policy 11 of the NZCPS. It is unclear whether the mapped sites are 11(a) or 11(b)
NZCPS sites. Overall, the mapping lacks consistency with policy, and the intended outcome is unclear.
Seek changes to Chapter 8 Policies and Appendix 3 Significance Criteria, as proposed elsewhere.
401 Agquaculture New Zealand 272 Volume 4 Overlay Maps Ecologically Support in Part
Significant Marine
Sites 7
Decision
Requested | The MFA acknowledges the work carried out in the Davidson 2011 Significant Sites report, and does not object per se to the mapping of these sites.
However, the MFA opposes the policies implemented in respect of these sites.
The mapped sites do not apply the significance criteria in Policy 8.1.1 MEP, but adopt the Davidson 2011 criteria. The 2011 significant sites work is a
regional assessment, and was not intended to mirror the approach in Policy 11 of the NZCPS. It is unclear whether the mapped sites are 11(a) or 11(b)
NZCPS sites. Overall, the mapping lacks consistency with policy, and the intended outcome is unclear.
Seek changes to Chapter 8 Policies and Appendix 3 Significance Criteria, as proposed elsewhere.
401 Aquaculture New Zealand 273 Volume 4 Overlay Maps Ecologically Support in Part
Significant Marine
Sites 8
Decision
Requested | The MFA acknowledges the work carried out in the Davidson 2011 Significant Sites report, and does not object per se to the mapping of these sites.
However, the MFA opposes the policies implemented in respect of these sites.
The mapped sites do not apply the significance criteria in Policy 8.1.1 MEP, but adopt the Davidson 2011 criteria. The 2011 significant sites work is a
regional assessment, and was not intended to mirror the approach in Policy 11 of the NZCPS. It is unclear whether the mapped sites are 11(a) or 11(b)
NZCPS sites. Overall, the mapping lacks consistency with policy, and the intended outcome is unclear.
Seek changes to Chapter 8 Policies and Appendix 3 Significance Criteria, as proposed elsewhere.
401 Aquaculture New Zealand 274 Volume 4 Overlay Maps Ecologically Support in Part
Significant Marine
Sites 9




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision

Decision
Requested | The MFA acknowledges the work carried out in the Davidson 2011 Significant Sites report, and does not object per se to the mapping of these sites.
However, the MFA opposes the policies implemented in respect of these sites.
The mapped sites do not apply the significance criteria in Policy 8.1.1 MEP, but adopt the Davidson 2011 criteria. The 2011 significant sites work is a
regional assessment, and was not intended to mirror the approach in Policy 11 of the NZCPS. It is unclear whether the mapped sites are 11(a) or 11(b)
NZCPS sites. Overall, the mapping lacks consistency with policy, and the intended outcome is unclear.
Seek changes to Chapter 8 Policies and Appendix 3 Significance Criteria, as proposed elsewhere.
401 Agquaculture New Zealand 275 Volume 4 Overlay Maps Ecologically Support in Part
Significant Marine
Sites 10
Decision
Requested | The MFA acknowledges the work carried out in the Davidson 2011 Significant Sites report, and does not object per se to the mapping of these sites.
However, the MFA opposes the policies implemented in respect of these sites.
The mapped sites do not apply the significance criteria in Policy 8.1.1 MEP, but adopt the Davidson 2011 criteria. The 2011 significant sites work is a
regional assessment, and was not intended to mirror the approach in Policy 11 of the NZCPS. It is unclear whether the mapped sites are 11(a) or 11(b)
NZCPS sites. Overall, the mapping lacks consistency with policy, and the intended outcome is unclear.
Seek changes to Chapter 8 Policies and Appendix 3 Significance Criteria, as proposed elsewhere.
401 Aquaculture New Zealand 276 Volume 4 Overlay Maps Ecologically Support in Part
Significant Marine
Sites 11
Decision
Requested | The MFA acknowledges the work carried out in the Davidson 2011 Significant Sites report, and does not object per se to the mapping of these sites.
However, the MFA opposes the policies implemented in respect of these sites.
The mapped sites do not apply the significance criteria in Policy 8.1.1 MEP, but adopt the Davidson 2011 criteria. The 2011 significant sites work is a
regional assessment, and was not intended to mirror the approach in Policy 11 of the NZCPS. It is unclear whether the mapped sites are 11(a) or 11(b)
NZCPS sites. Overall, the mapping lacks consistency with policy, and the intended outcome is unclear.
Seek changes to Chapter 8 Policies and Appendix 3 Significance Criteria, as proposed elsewhere.
401 Aquaculture New Zealand 277 Volume 4 Overlay Maps Ecologically Support in Part
Significant Marine
Sites 12




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision

Decision
Requested | The MFA acknowledges the work carried out in the Davidson 2011 Significant Sites report, and does not object per se to the mapping of these sites.
However, the MFA opposes the policies implemented in respect of these sites.
The mapped sites do not apply the significance criteria in Policy 8.1.1 MEP, but adopt the Davidson 2011 criteria. The 2011 significant sites work is a
regional assessment, and was not intended to mirror the approach in Policy 11 of the NZCPS. It is unclear whether the mapped sites are 11(a) or 11(b)
NZCPS sites. Overall, the mapping lacks consistency with policy, and the intended outcome is unclear.
Seek changes to Chapter 8 Policies and Appendix 3 Significance Criteria, as proposed elsewhere.
401 Agquaculture New Zealand 278 Volume 4 Overlay Maps Ecologically Support in Part
Significant Marine
Sites 13
Decision
Requested | The MFA acknowledges the work carried out in the Davidson 2011 Significant Sites report, and does not object per se to the mapping of these sites.
However, the MFA opposes the policies implemented in respect of these sites.
The mapped sites do not apply the significance criteria in Policy 8.1.1 MEP, but adopt the Davidson 2011 criteria. The 2011 significant sites work is a
regional assessment, and was not intended to mirror the approach in Policy 11 of the NZCPS. It is unclear whether the mapped sites are 11(a) or 11(b)
NZCPS sites. Overall, the mapping lacks consistency with policy, and the intended outcome is unclear.
Seek changes to Chapter 8 Policies and Appendix 3 Significance Criteria, as proposed elsewhere.
401 Aquaculture New Zealand 279 Volume 4 Overlay Maps Ecologically Support in Part
Significant Marine
Sites 15
Decision
Requested | The MFA acknowledges the work carried out in the Davidson 2011 Significant Sites report, and does not object per se to the mapping of these sites.
However, the MFA opposes the policies implemented in respect of these sites.
The mapped sites do not apply the significance criteria in Policy 8.1.1 MEP, but adopt the Davidson 2011 criteria. The 2011 significant sites work is a
regional assessment, and was not intended to mirror the approach in Policy 11 of the NZCPS. It is unclear whether the mapped sites are 11(a) or 11(b)
NZCPS sites. Overall, the mapping lacks consistency with policy, and the intended outcome is unclear.
Seek changes to Chapter 8 Policies and Appendix 3 Significance Criteria, as proposed elsewhere.
401 Aquaculture New Zealand 280 Volume 4 Overlay Maps Ecologically Support in Part
Significant Marine
Sites 15




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision

Decision
Requested | The MFA acknowledges the work carried out in the Davidson 2011 Significant Sites report, and does not object per se to the mapping of these sites.
However, the MFA opposes the policies implemented in respect of these sites.
The mapped sites do not apply the significance criteria in Policy 8.1.1 MEP, but adopt the Davidson 2011 criteria. The 2011 significant sites work is a
regional assessment, and was not intended to mirror the approach in Policy 11 of the NZCPS. It is unclear whether the mapped sites are 11(a) or 11(b)
NZCPS sites. Overall, the mapping lacks consistency with policy, and the intended outcome is unclear.
Seek changes to Chapter 8 Policies and Appendix 3 Significance Criteria, as proposed elsewhere.
401 Agquaculture New Zealand 281 Volume 4 Overlay Maps Ecologically Support in Part
Significant Marine
Sites 16
Decision
Requested | The MFA acknowledges the work carried out in the Davidson 2011 Significant Sites report, and does not object per se to the mapping of these sites.
However, the MFA opposes the policies implemented in respect of these sites.
The mapped sites do not apply the significance criteria in Policy 8.1.1 MEP, but adopt the Davidson 2011 criteria. The 2011 significant sites work is a
regional assessment, and was not intended to mirror the approach in Policy 11 of the NZCPS. It is unclear whether the mapped sites are 11(a) or 11(b)
NZCPS sites. Overall, the mapping lacks consistency with policy, and the intended outcome is unclear.
Seek changes to Chapter 8 Policies and Appendix 3 Significance Criteria, as proposed elsewhere.
401 Aquaculture New Zealand 282 Volume 4 Overlay Maps Ecologically Oppose
Significant Marine
Sites 17
Decision
Requested |Davidson's mapped sites (including whales and dolphins) should not be equated with Policy 11(a) sites, because the significant sites work did not adopt the
NZCPS Policy 11(a) criteria. The assessment of whether the 2011 significant sites fall within Policy 11(a) or 11(b) criteria in the NZCPS is yet to be
undertaken.
Whales have rarely been observed travelling through Tory Channel. The Davidson 2011 Significant Sites report refers to the migratory route for whales being
in Cook Strait, rather than Tory Channel proper. The MFA encourages its members to have appropriate management plans in place in respect of marine
mammals.
The map should be redrafted to be consistent with the text of the Davidson 2011 Significant Marine Sites report, or it should be expressly recognised that
marine farms do not have an adverse effect on whales.
401 Aquaculture New Zealand 283 Volume 4 Overlay Maps Ecologically Oppose

Significant Marine
Sites 18




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision

Decision
Requested

The Marine Mammal (Dolphin) map is based on the Davidson 2011 Significant Sites report. The authors of that report were asked to identify regionally,
rather than nationally significant sites. The 2011 report does not mirror the approach taken in Policy 11 of the NZCPS.

Arguably only site 8.1 of Map 18 is a nationally significant site (for Hectors dolphins). However, Hectors dolphins are not necessarily seen regularly
throughout the full extent of that area. Area 4.17 is not a nationally significant site, and arguably area 2.17 (Admiralty Bay) is significant habitat for Dusky
dolphins (as opposed to nationally significant habitat in terms of Policy 11(a) of the NZCPS. For example, the Admiralty Bay Consortium Environment Court
decision noted that the site was significant in terms of s6(c), rather than under NZCPS Policy 11(a)).

An avoid policy is not, therefore, justified in respect of these sites, or at least not an area including the side bays.

The MEP should be amended:
So that a strict avoidance approach is not adopted in respect of these sites, consistent with the proposed changes to the policies at Chapter 8;
To specify which species of dolphin are relevant to each of the mapped areas; and

Maps should be updated in light of recent population research:
http://www.stuff.co.nz/environment/82818673/research-shows-hectors-dolphin-population-bigger-than-previously-realised.

401

Aquaculture New Zealand 284 Volume 4 Overlay Maps Ecologically Support in Part
Significant Marine
Sites 3

Decision
Requested

Ecologically Significant Marine Site 3.8
It is unclear from the mapping whether these sites are intended to be regionally or nationally significant sites.
Support the mapping of sensitive area 3.8, but oppose the planning approach implemented in respect of this area in the MEP provisions.

The potential adverse effects of marine farms on elephant fish spawning areas are minor, and adverse effects can be adequately mitigated using adaptive
management if need be (Clearwater Mussels Ltd v Marlborough District Council [2016] NZEnvC 21 at [151] — [157]).

Seek changes to Vol 1, Chapter 8 provisions and the Significance Criteria in Vol 3, Appendix 3, as per the MFA submission, in particular in terms of providing
for adaptive management where appropriate.

401

Aquaculture New Zealand 285 Volume 4 Overlay Maps Ecologically Support in Part
Significant Marine
Sites 4




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision

Decision
Requested | £cologically Significant Marine Site 3.8
It is unclear from the mapping whether these sites are intended to be regionally or nationally significant sites.
Support the mapping of sensitive area 3.8, but oppose the planning approach implemented in respect of this area in the MEP provisions.
The potential adverse effects of marine farms on elephant fish spawning areas are minor, and adverse effects can be adequately mitigated using adaptive
management if need be (Clearwater Mussels Ltd v Marlborough District Council [2016] NZEnvC 21 at [151] — [157]).
Seek changes to Vol 1, Chapter 8 provisions and the Significance Criteria in Vol 3, Appendix 3, as per the MFA submission, in particular in terms of providing
for adaptive management where appropriate.
401 Aquaculture New Zealand 286 Volume 4 Overlay Maps Ecologically Support in Part
Significant Marine
Sites 8
Decision
Requested | Ecologically Significant Marine Site 3.8
It is unclear from the mapping whether these sites are intended to be regionally or nationally significant sites.
Support the mapping of sensitive area 3.8, but oppose the planning approach implemented in respect of this area in the MEP provisions.
The potential adverse effects of marine farms on elephant fish spawning areas are minor, and adverse effects can be adequately mitigated using adaptive
management if need be (Clearwater Mussels Ltd v Marlborough District Council [2016] NZEnvC 21 at [151] — [157]).
Seek changes to Vol 1, Chapter 8 provisions and the Significance Criteria in Vol 3, Appendix 3, as per the MFA submission, in particular in terms of providing
for adaptive management where appropriate.
401 Aquaculture New Zealand 287 Volume 4 Overlay Maps Ecologically Support in Part
Significant Marine
Sites 9
Decision
Requested | Ecologically Significant Marine Site 3.13

The MEP should expressly recognise that marine farms do not adversely affect the gannet colony at the Waimaru Peninsula.




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision
401 Aquaculture New Zealand 288 Volume 4 Overlay Maps Ecologically Oppose
Significant Marine
Sites 9
Decision
Requested | £cologically Significant Marine Site 3.14
The MEP should expressly recognise that the spat catching site in Clova Bay does not adversely affect the estuarine fringe and sub-tidal habitat inshore of the
farm.
401 Aquaculture New Zealand 289 Volume 4 Overlay Maps Ecologically Oppose
Significant Marine
Sites 12
Decision
Requested | £cologically Significant Marine Site 3.20
Remove any area used for navigation and Havelock Port from mapped site 3.20. The effect of the mapping and proposed rule 16.13.16 is to require all boats
using the channel to have a resource consent to take coastal water.
401 Aquaculture New Zealand 290 Volume 4 Overlay Maps Ecologically Oppose
Significant Marine
Sites 14
Decision
Requested | Ecologically Significant Marine Site 6.3
The MEP should expressly recognise that marine farms do not adversely affect the red algae bed in Cutters Bay.
401 Aquaculture New Zealand 291 Volume 4 Overlay Maps National Oppose
Transportation Route
Decision
Requested | The National Transportation Route in Tory Channel and Queen Charlotte Sound should not be mapped to extend into all of the side bays.
The National Transportation Route map should show the route as being confined to the main part of Tory Channel and Queen Charlotte Sound.
401 Aquaculture New Zealand |292 |VOIume 4 Zoning Maps |Zoning Map 64 Support in Part
Decision
Requested | The commercial wharf and the boat ramp at Okiwi Bay should be given recognition in the zoning maps.
Amend zoning map 64 to zone the commercial wharf and the boat ramp at Okiwi Bay as Port Landing Area Zone; and
Relevant consequential amendments to policies and rules throughout the MEP.
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Point Volume Provision

Chapter

401 Aquaculture New Zealand 293 Volume 4 Zoning Maps Zoning Map 111 Support in Part
Decision o
Requested | Okiwi Bay

The commercial wharf and the boat ramp at Okiwi Bay should be given recognition in the zoning maps.

Amend zoning map 111 to zone the commercial wharf and the boat ramp at Okiwi Bay as Port Landing Area Zone; and

Relevant consequential amendments to policies and rules throughout the MEP.
401 Aquaculture New Zealand |294 |VOIume 4 Zoning Maps Zoning Map 65 Support in Part
Decision .
Requested | E/aine Bay

Amend zoning map 65 to zone the commercial wharf at Elaine Bay as Port Zone;

Expand the size of the zone to include more of the CMA and the adjacent road; and

Relevant consequential amendments to policies and rules throughout the MEP.
401 Aquaculture New Zealand |295 |VOIume 4 Zoning Maps Zoning Map 103 Support in Part
Decision .
Requested | E/aine Bay

Amend zoning map 103 to zone the commercial wharf at Elaine Bay as Port Zone;

Expand the size of the zone to include more of the CMA and the adjacent road; and

Relevant consequential amendments to policies and rules throughout the MEP.
401 Aquaculture New Zealand |296 |VOIume 4 Zoning Maps Zoning Map 77 Support in Part
Decision
Requested | Oyster Bay

Amend zoning map 77 to zone the commercial wharf at Oyster Bay as Port Zone;

Expand the size of the zone to include more of the CMA, the Open Space Zone, and the adjacent road; and

Relevant consequential amendments to policies and rules throughout the MEP.
401 Aquaculture New Zealand |297 |Vo|ume 4 Zoning Maps Zoning Map 139 Support in Part




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision
Decision
Requested | Oyster Bay
Amend zoning map 139 to zone the commercial wharf at Oyster Bay as Port Zone;
Expand the size of the zone to include more of the CMA, the Open Space Zone, and the adjacent road; and
Relevant consequential amendments to policies and rules throughout the MEP.
797 Johnathan Dean Arbuckle |1 |AII All Oppose
Decision
Requested | This information is included to complete the submission database only.
As set out in MFA and AQNZ submission.
1034 P W Archer 1 Volume 4 Overlay Maps Coastal Natural Oppose
Character 1
Decision
Requested [Remove natural character overlay from the vicinity of marine farm 8184 Hallam Cove; or record that aquaculture will not affect the relevant values.
1034 P W Archer 2 Volume 4 Overlay Maps Coastal Natural Oppose
Character 3
Decision
Requested |Remove natural character overlay from the vicinity of marine farm 8304 Cregoe Point; or record that aquaculture will not affect the relevant values.
1034 P W Archer 3 Volume 3 Appendix 2 Coastal Natural Character Oppose
Schedule of Values
Decision
Requested |Remove natural character overlay from the vicinity of marine farms 8184 Hallam Cove and 8304 Cregoe Point; or record that aquaculture will not affect the
relevant values.
1034 P W Archer |4 |VOIume 4 Overlay Maps Landscapes 4 Oppose
Decision
Requested |Remove outstanding natural feature and landscape overlay from the vicinity of marine farm 8184 Hallam Cove; or record that aquaculture will not affect the
relevant values.
1034 P W Archer |5 |Vo|ume 4 Overlay Maps Landscapes 4 Oppose




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision

Decision

Requested |Remove outstanding natural feature and landscape overlay from the vicinity of marine farm 8304 Cregoe Point; or record that aquaculture will not affect the
relevant values.

1034 P W Archer 6 Volume 3 Appendix 1 Landscape Schedule of Oppose

Values

Decision

Requested |Remove outstanding natural feature and landscape overlay from the vicinity of marine farms 8184 Hallam Cove and 8304 Cregoe Point; or record that
aquaculture will not affect the relevant values.

1102 Scott Archer |1 |AII All Oppose

Decision

Requested | This information is included to complete the submission database only.
As set out in MFA and AQNZ submission.

52 Anthony Armstrong |1 |VOIume 1 15 Resource Quality (Water, Air, Soil) |Po|icy 15.2.1 Oppose

Decision

Requested |l submit that "outdoor fires' should not be banned.
I have incinerated tree waste, after it has completelydried, for the last forty years with never a complaint. This has always been done in spring orsummer,
when convection takes the smoke, which only occurs on lighting, highabove the city. This is not a detrimentto the environment.
I have never seen in Blenheim, garden fires that pollute.This is a minor problem, if indeed it is a problem at all. During my three times weekly walks up
theWither Hills, |1 see no smoke coming from Blenheim residences. Thus out door fires are infrequent.
The outdoor fires do not add to pollution if burnt on a warmsummers day. If you consider they do,where is your proof?
I submit that either you ditch this proposal, or you limitfires to a specific timeframe, say April to October. This is what happened in Christchurch.
Trusting you give this submission your earnest consideration.

551 Ben Armstrong 1 Volume 1 2 Background Identifying regionally |Oppose

significant issues

Decision

Requested [Add a new issue to Volume 1 to recognise that aquaculture, farming, forestry and vineyards are regionally significant sectors in Marlborough'’s economy that
sustains our communities.

551 Ben Armstrong |2 |VOIume 1 4 Use of Natural and Physical Resources |Issue 4B Oppose




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision

Decision

Requested [Amend issue 4B to recognise that regionally significant sectors are at risk if unable to operate efficiently and effectively.

551 Ben Armstrong |3 |VOIume 1 4 Use of Natural and Physical Resources |Objective 4.2 Oppose

Decision

Requested [Amend Objective 4.2 to recognise that regionally significant sectors are at risk if unable to operate efficiently and effectively.

551 Ben Armstrong |4 |Vo|ume 1 4 Use of Natural and Physical Resources |Policy 4.2.1 Oppose

Decision

Requested |Add to Policy 4.2.1 a list of areas of significant aquaculture and wine development.

551 Ben Armstrong |5 |Vo|ume 2 All Oppose

Decision

Requested [Add a new rule to Volume 2 to ensure that developments like marine farms, once consented, are allowed to stay as long as their owner does a good job and
obeys the rules.

551 Ben Armstrong |6 |VOIume 1 All Oppose

Decision

Requested |Add a wider range of non-regulatory methods to the Plan aimed at building awareness.

551 Ben Armstrong |7 |VOIume 1 4 Use of Natural and Physical Resources |Issue 4C Oppose

Decision

Requested |Amend Issue 4C and Objective 4.3 and flow on policies by recognising and providing for the existing and changing land and seascapes of use of aquaculture,
vineyards and pastoral farming.

551 Ben Armstrong |8 |VOIume 1 4 Use of Natural and Physical Resources |Objective 4.3 Oppose

Decision

Requested |Amend Issue 4C and Objective 4.3 and flow on policies by recognising and providing for the existing and changing land and seascapes of use of aquaculture,
vineyards and pastoral farming.

551 Ben Armstrong |9 |VOIume 1 6 Natural Character Issue 6A Oppose




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision

Decision
Requested [Amend Issue 6A and Objective 6.1 and flow on policies by recognising and providing for the existing and changing land and seascapes of use of aquaculture,
vineyards and pastoral farming.

551 Ben Armstrong |10 |VOIume 1 6 Natural Character Objective 6.1 Oppose

Decision

Requested |Amend Issue 6A and Objective 6.1 and flow on policies by recognising and providing for the existing and changing land and seascapes of use of aquaculture,

vineyards and pastoral farming.

546 Aroma Aquaculture Limited 1 Volume 4 Overlay Maps Coastal Natural Oppose
Character 3

Decision

Requested |Remove natural character overlay from the vicinity of marine farm 8355; or record that aquaculture will not affect the relevant values.

546 Aroma Aquaculture Limited 2 Volume 4 Overlay Maps Coastal Natural Oppose
Character 3

Decision

Requested |Remove natural character overlay from the vicinity of marine farm 8358; or record that aquaculture will not affect the relevant values.

546 Aroma Aquaculture Limited 3 Volume 4 Overlay Maps Coastal Natural Oppose
Character 3

Decision

Requested |Remove natural character overlay from the vicinity of marine farm 8354; or record that aquaculture will not affect the relevant values.

546 Aroma Aquaculture Limited 4 Volume 4 Overlay Maps Coastal Natural Oppose
Character 3

Decision

Requested |Remove natural character overlay from the vicinity of marine farm 8560; or record that aquaculture will not affect the relevant values.

546 Aroma Aquaculture Limited 5 Volume 4 Overlay Maps Coastal Natural Oppose
Character 4

Decision

Requested |Remove natural character overlay from the vicinity of marine farm 8560; or record that aquaculture will not affect the relevant values.




Sub No Submitter

Point Volume

Chapter

Provision

546 Aroma Aquaculture Limited 6 Volume 4 Overlay Maps Coastal Natural Oppose
Character 3

Decision

Requested |Remove natural character overlay from the vicinity of marine farm 8551; or record that aquaculture will not affect the relevant values.

546 Aroma Aquaculture Limited 7 Volume 4 Overlay Maps Coastal Natural Oppose
Character 4

Decision

Requested |Remove natural character overlay from the vicinity of marine farm 8551; or record that aquaculture will not affect the relevant values.

546 Aroma Aquaculture Limited 8 Volume 4 Overlay Maps Coastal Natural Oppose
Character 1

Decision

Requested |Remove natural character overlay from the vicinity of marine farm 8082; or record that aquaculture will not affect the relevant values.

546 Aroma Aquaculture Limited 9 Volume 4 Overlay Maps Coastal Natural Oppose
Character 2

Decision

Requested |Remove natural character overlay from the vicinity of marine farm 8167; or record that aquaculture will not affect the relevant values.

546 Aroma Aquaculture Limited 10 Volume 4 Overlay Maps Coastal Natural Oppose
Character 4

Decision

Requested |Remove natural character overlay from the vicinity of marine farm 8443; or record that aquaculture will not affect the relevant values.

546 Aroma Aquaculture Limited 11 Volume 4 Overlay Maps Coastal Natural Oppose
Character 1

Decision

Requested |Remove natural character overlay from the vicinity of marine farm 8269; or record that aquaculture will not affect the relevant values.




Sub No Submitter

Point Volume Provision

Chapter

546 Aroma Aquaculture Limited 12 Volume 4 Overlay Maps Coastal Natural Oppose
Character 2

Decision

Requested |Remove natural character overlay from the vicinity of marine farm 8250; or record that aquaculture will not affect the relevant values.

546 Aroma Aquaculture Limited 13 Volume 3 Appendix 2 Coastal Natural Character Oppose

Schedule of Values

Decision

Requested |Remove natural character overlay from the vicinity of marine farms 8355, 8358, 8354, 8560, 8551, 8082, 8167, 8443, 8269 and 8250; or record that
aquaculture will not affect the relevant values.

546 Aroma Aquaculture Limited |14 |VOIume 4 Overlay Maps Landscapes 4 Oppose

Decision

Requested |Remove outstanding natural feature and landscape overlay from the vicinity of marine farm 8355; or record that aquaculture will not affect the relevant
values.

546 Aroma Aquaculture Limited |15 |VOIume 4 Overlay Maps Landscapes 4 Oppose

Decision

Requested |Remove outstanding natural feature and landscape overlay from the vicinity of marine farm 8358; or record that aquaculture will not affect the relevant
values.

546 Aroma Aquaculture Limited |16 |VOIume 4 Overlay Maps Landscapes 4 Oppose

Decision

Requested |Remove outstanding natural feature and landscape overlay from the vicinity of marine farm 8354; or record that aquaculture will not affect the relevant
values.

546 Aroma Aquaculture Limited |17 |VOIume 4 Overlay Maps Landscapes 4 Oppose

Decision

Requested |Remove outstanding natural feature and landscape overlay from the vicinity of marine farm 8560; or record that aquaculture will not affect the relevant
values.

546 Aroma Aquaculture Limited |18 |VOIume 4 Overlay Maps Landscapes 5 Oppose




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision

Decision

Requested |Remove outstanding natural feature and landscape overlay from the vicinity of marine farm 8560; or record that aquaculture will not affect the relevant
values.

546 Aroma Aquaculture Limited |19 |VOIume 4 Overlay Maps Landscapes 4 Oppose

Decision

Requested |Remove outstanding natural feature and landscape overlay from the vicinity of marine farm 8551; or record that aquaculture will not affect the relevant
values.

546 Aroma Aquaculture Limited |20 |Vo|ume 4 Overlay Maps Landscapes 5 Oppose

Decision

Requested |Remove outstanding natural feature and landscape overlay from the vicinity of marine farm 8551; or record that aquaculture will not affect the relevant
values.

546 Aroma Aquaculture Limited |21 |VOIume 4 Overlay Maps Landscapes 1 Oppose

Decision

Requested |Remove outstanding natural feature and landscape overlay from the vicinity of marine farm 8082; or record that aquaculture will not affect the relevant
values.

546 Aroma Aquaculture Limited |22 |VOIume 4 Overlay Maps Landscapes 5 Oppose

Decision

Requested |Remove outstanding natural feature and landscape overlay from the vicinity of marine farm 8167; or record that aquaculture will not affect the relevant
values.

546 Aroma Aquaculture Limited |23 |VOIume 4 Overlay Maps Landscapes 5 Oppose

Decision

Requested |Remove outstanding natural feature and landscape overlay from the vicinity of marine farm 8443; or record that aquaculture will not affect the relevant
values.

546 Aroma Aquaculture Limited |24 |VOIume 4 Overlay Maps Landscapes 4 Oppose

Decision

Requested |Remove outstanding natural feature and landscape overlay from the vicinity of marine farm 8269; or record that aquaculture will not affect the relevant
values.




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision

546 Aroma Aquaculture Limited 25 Volume 4 Overlay Maps Landscapes 4 Oppose

Decision

Requested |Remove outstanding natural feature and landscape overlay from the vicinity of marine farm 8250; or record that aquaculture will not affect the relevant
values.

546 Aroma Aquaculture Limited |26 |VOIume 4 Overlay Maps Landscapes 5 Oppose

Decision

Requested |Remove outstanding natural feature and landscape overlay from the vicinity of marine farm 8250; or record that aquaculture will not affect the relevant
values.

546 Aroma Aquaculture Limited 27 Volume 3 Appendix 1 Landscape Schedule of Oppose

Values

Decision

Requested |Remove outstanding natural feature and landscape overlay from the vicinity of marine farms 8355, 8358, 8354, 8560, 8551, 8082, 8167, 8443, 8269 and
8250; or record that aquaculture will not affect the relevant values.

547 Aroma New Zealand Limited |1 |AII All Oppose

Decision

Requested | This information is included to complete the submission database only.
As set out in MFA and AQNZ submission.

877 Lynette Ashby 1 Volume 1 2 Background Identifying regionally |Oppose

significant issues

Decision

Requested |Add a new issue to Volume 1 to recognise that aquaculture, farming, forestry and vineyards are regionally significant sectors in Marlborough'’s economy that
sustains our communities.

877 Lynette Ashby |2 |VOIume 1 4 Use of Natural and Physical Resources |Issue 4B Oppose

Decision

Requested

Amend issue 4B to recognise that regionally significant sectors are at risk if unable to operate efficiently and effectively.




877 Lynette Ashby 3 Volume 1 4 Use of Natural and Physical Resources |Objective 4.2 Oppose

Decision

Requested |Amend Objective 4.2 to recognise that regionally significant sectors are at risk if unable to operate efficiently and effectively.

877 Lynette Ashby |4 |VOIume 1 4 Use of Natural and Physical Resources |Policy 4.2.1 Oppose

Decision

Requested |Add to Policy 4.2.1 a list of areas of significant aquaculture and wine development.

877 Lynette Ashby |5 |VOIume 2 All Oppose

Decision

Requested [Add a new rule to Volume 2 to ensure that developments like marine farms, once consented, are allowed to stay as long as their owner does a good job and
obeys the rules.

877 Lynette Ashby |6 |VOIume 1 All Oppose

Decision

Requested |Add a wider range of non-regulatory methods to the Plan aimed at building awareness.

877 Lynette Ashby |7 |VOIume 1 4 Use of Natural and Physical Resources |Issue 4C Oppose

Decision

Requested |Amend Issue 4C and Objective 4.3 and flow on policies by recognising and providing for the existing and changing land and seascapes of use of aquaculture,
vineyards and pastoral farming.

877 Lynette Ashby |8 |VOIume 1 4 Use of Natural and Physical Resources |Objective 4.3 Oppose

Decision

Requested |Amend Issue 4C and Objective 4.3 and flow on policies by recognising and providing for the existing and changing land and seascapes of use of aguaculture,
vineyards and pastoral farming.

877 Lynette Ashby |9 |VOIume 1 6 Natural Character Issue 6A Oppose

Decision

Requested [Amend Issue 6A and Objective 6.1 and flow on policies by recognising and providing for the existing and changing land and seascapes of use of aquaculture,
vineyards and pastoral farming.

877 Lynette Ashby |10 |VOIume 1 6 Natural Character Objective 6.1 Oppose




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision

Decision

Requested [Amend Issue 6A and Objective 6.1 and flow on policies by recognising and providing for the existing and changing land and seascapes of use of aquaculture,
vineyards and pastoral farming.

74 Helen Ashworth |1 |VOIume 2 18 Open Space 2 Zone 18.5.2. Support in Part

Decision

Requested | It is therefore requested that provision be made in the Marlborough Environment Plan for organised Guiding and Scouting camp fires to be an authorised
activity. It is fully appreciated that this would most likely be a Restricted Activity hence allowing permits/safeguards to be put in place. A mandatory fire
permit per camp fire/or per location is considered entirely reasonable to enable MDC/Fire Service spot checks to be made on the location, safety and burn
cleanliness of the fire - hence satisfying the intent of the act around air quality while teaching our future adults their responsibilities for the environment.
Please don't allow the Marlborough girls to miss out and not get the chance to learn fire safety, care of the environment and the wider values of Girl Guiding.

76 Helen Ashworth |1 |VOIume 2 |16 Coastal Marine Zone |16.7.2. |Oppose

Decision

Requested | The limits applying to discharge of sewage in the Coastal Marine Zone remain at 500 metres to seaward of MHWS and 500 metres of a marine farm.

76 Helen Ashworth |2 |Vo|ume 2 |16 Coastal Marine Zone |16.7.3. |Oppose

Decision

Requested | The limits applying to discharge of sewage in the Coastal Marine Zone remain at 500 metres to seaward of MHWS and 500 metres of a marine farm.

1310 Craig and Christine Aston |1 |VOIume 2 |7 Coastal Living Zone |7.2.1.5. |Oppose

Decision

Requested | That Rule 7.2.1.5 is deleted (inferred).

912 Myken Augustine 1 Volume 1 2 Background Identifying regionally |Oppose

significant issues

Decision

Requested |Add a new issue to Volume 1 to recognise that aquaculture, farming, forestry and vineyards are regionally significant sectors in Marlborough’s economy that
sustains our communities.

912 Myken Augustine |2 |Vo|ume 1 4 Use of Natural and Physical Resources |Issue 4B Oppose




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision

Decision

Requested [Amend issue 4B to recognise that regionally significant sectors are at risk if unable to operate efficiently and effectively.

912 Myken Augustine |3 |VOIume 1 4 Use of Natural and Physical Resources |Objective 4.2 Oppose

Decision

Requested [Amend Objective 4.2 to recognise that regionally significant sectors are at risk if unable to operate efficiently and effectively.

912 Myken Augustine |4 |VOIume 1 4 Use of Natural and Physical Resources |Objective 4.2 Oppose

Decision

Requested |Add to Policy 4.2.1 a list of areas of significant aquaculture and wine development.

912 Myken Augustine 5 Volume 2 All Oppose

Decision

Requested [Add a new rule to Volume 2 to ensure that developments like marine farms, once consented, are allowed to stay as long as their owner does a good job and
obeys the rules.

912 Myken Augustine |6 |VOIume 1 All Oppose

Decision

Requested |Add a wider range of non-regulatory methods to the Plan aimed at building awareness.

912 Myken Augustine |7 |VOIume 1 4 Use of Natural and Physical Resources |Issue 4C Oppose

Decision

Requested |Amend Issue 4C and Objective 4.3 and flow on policies by recognising and providing for the existing and changing land and seascapes of use of aquaculture,
vineyards and pastoral farming.

912 Myken Augustine |8 |VOIume 1 4 Use of Natural and Physical Resources |Objective 4.3 Oppose

Decision

Requested |Amend Issue 4C and Objective 4.3 and flow on policies by recognising and providing for the existing and changing land and seascapes of use of aquaculture,
vineyards and pastoral farming.

912 Myken Augustine |9 |VOIume 1 6 Natural Character Issue 6A Oppose




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision
Decision
Requested [Amend Issue 6A and Objective 6.1 and flow on policies by recognising and providing for the existing and changing land and seascapes of use of aquaculture,
vineyards and pastoral farming.
912 Myken Augustine |10 |VOIume 1 6 Natural Character Objective 6.1 Oppose
Decision
Requested |Amend Issue 6A and Objective 6.1 and flow on policies by recognising and providing for the existing and changing land and seascapes of use of aquaculture,
vineyards and pastoral farming.
1275 Lewis Noel Austin |1 |Vo|ume 2 7 Coastal Living Zone 7.2.1.5. Oppose
Decision
Requested |Retain as is without any alteration.
The submission does not identify a zone, provision or property number to which the above statement relates to. It is inferred that standard 30.1.3.2.2 in
the Sounds Residential Zone of the Marlborough Sounds Resource Management Plan (below and emphasis added) is relevant to the submission.
Sounds Residential Zone
30.1.3 Amenities
Standard 30.1.3.2.2 Provided that no building may be sited closer than 20 metres from a coastal marine area boundary or 8.0 metres of a foreshore
reserve.
410 Awarua Trust - Dodson Trust 1 Volume 3 Appendix 6 Environmental Flows and Schedule 3 Oppose
Levels
Decision
Requested |Delete the Minimum Flows and Levels for Water Takes applying to the Wairau Aquifer Central Springs Freshwater Management Unit, Wairau Aquifer Northern
Springs Freshwater Management Unit and the Wairau Aquifer Urban Springs Freshwater Management Unit. (/nferred)
548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |1 |VOIume 1 4 Use of Natural and Physical Resources |Issue 4A Support in Part
Decision
Requested |Council to undertake the following and amend Issue 4A
a) Provide a full assessment of the social and economic benefits to Marlborough, including the added value from primary production.
b) Provide an explanation of how the economic indicators are derived
c¢) Provide reference to the economic monitoring reports that are used.
548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |2 |VOIume 1 4 Use of Natural and Physical Resources |Objective 4.1 Support




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision

Decision
Requested |Retain Objective 4.1.

548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |3 |VOIume 1 |4 Use of Natural and Physical Resources |Po|icy 41.1 |Support

Decision
Requested Retain P0||Cy 4.1.1.

548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |4 |VOIume 1 |4 Use of Natural and Physical Resources |Po|icy 4.1.2 |Support

Decision
Requested |Retain Policy 4.1.2.

548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |5 |VOIume 1 |4 Use of Natural and Physical Resources |Po|icy 4.1.3 |Support

Decision
Requested Retain PO|ICy 4.1.3.

548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |6 |VOIume 1 |4 Use of Natural and Physical Resources |4.M.4 |Support in Part

Decision
Requested | That the 4.M.4 Guideline should be amended to read:

The Council will make extensive use of guidelines to assist resource users to carry out their activities according to best practice for environmental outcomes.
Guidelines will be developed in consultation with resource users and groups that represent their interests. The Council will rety-en support resource user
groups to implement the guidelines.

548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |7 |VOIume 1 4 Use of Natural and Physical Resources |[4.M.11 |Support in Part

Decision
Requested |Council to provide more information for submitters to make an informed judgement on whether the Monitoring target is appropriate, including:

a) A summary of the primary sector contributions to Marlborough GDP over the last 10 years.

b) Providing the rational for the stated monitoring target " 7he primary sector contributes over 15% of Marlborough GDP'

548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |8 |VOIume 1 |5 Allocation of Public Resources |Objective 5.1 |Support

Decision
Requested |Retain Objective 5.1.

548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |9 |VOIume 1 |5 Allocation of Public Resources |Policy 5.1.1 |Supp0rt

Decision
Requested |Retain Policy 5.1.1.

548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |10 |VOIume 1 |5 Allocation of Public Resources |Po|icy 5.1.2 |Support




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision

Decision

Requested Retain PO|ICy 5.1.2.

548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |11 |VOIume 1 |5 Allocation of Public Resources |Objective 5.2? |Support

Decision

Requested |Retain Objective 5.2.

548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |12 |VOIume 1 |5 Allocation of Public Resources |POIicy 5.2.1 |Support

Decision

Requested |Retain Policy 5.2.1.

548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |13 |VOIume 1 |5 Allocation of Public Resources |Po|icy 5.2.2 |Support

Decision

Requested Retain PO|ICy 5.2.2.

548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |14 |VOIume 1 |5 Allocation of Public Resources |POIicy 5.2.3 |Support

Decision

Requested |Retain Policy 5.2.3.

548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |15 |VOIume 1 |5 Allocation of Public Resources |Po|icy 5.2.4 |Support

Decision

Requested Retain PO|ICy 5.2.4.

548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |16 |VOIume 1 |5 Allocation of Public Resources |POIicy 5.2.5 |Support

Decision

Requested |Retain Policy 5.2.5.

548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |17 |VOIume 1 |5 Allocation of Public Resources |Po|icy 5.2.6 |Supp0rt in Part

Decision

Requested | That an additional paragraph to be inserted under Policy 5.2.6:
Based on the preceding 24 hour average (midnight to midnight), water abstraction will be subject to rationing or shut-off by 8.00am when river flows drop
below the required management flow level or conversely water abstraction will not re-commence until 8.00am when river flows rise above the required
management flow level.

548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |18 |VOIume 1 |5 Allocation of Public Resources |Po|icy 5.2.7 |Support

Decision

Requested Retain Policy 5.2.7.

548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |19 |Vo|ume 1 |5 Allocation of Public Resources |Policy 5.2.8 |Support




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision
Decision
Requested Retain PO|ICy 5.2.8.
548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |20 |VOIume 1 |5 Allocation of Public Resources |Po|icy 5.2.9 |Support
Decision
Requested Retain P0||Cy 5.2.9.
548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |21 |VOIume 1 |5 Allocation of Public Resources |POIicy 5.2.10 |Support
Decision
Requested |Retain Policy 5.2.10.
548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |22 |VOIume 1 |5 Allocation of Public Resources |Po|icy 5.2.13 |Support
Decision
Requested Retain PO|ICy 5.2.13.
548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |23 |VOIume 1 |5 Allocation of Public Resources |POIicy 5.2.14 |Support
Decision
Requested |Retain Policy 5.2.14.
548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |24 |VOIume 1 |5 Allocation of Public Resources |Po|icy 5.2.15 |Support
Decision
Requested Retain PO|ICy 5.2.15.
548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |25 |VOIume 1 |5 Allocation of Public Resources |POIicy 5.2.16 |Support in Part
Decision
Requested |Implement the proposed Method of Implementation 5.M.2:
5.M.2 Water user groups
Encourage the establishment of water user groups to assist the Council to manage water resources. In particular, seek to work with water user groups in the
Awatere and Waihopai FMUs to achieve voluntary rationing of water takes in response to falling flows in order to achieve the objectives for each river.
548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |26 |Vo|ume 1 |5 Allocation of Public Resources |Po|icy 5.2.17 |Support
Decision
Requested Retain Policy 5.2.17.
548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |27 |VOIume 1 |5 Allocation of Public Resources |POIicy 5.2.18 |Supp0rt
Decision
Requested Retain PO|ICy 5.2.18.




548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |28 Volume 1 5 Allocation of Public Resources Policy 5.2.19 Support
Decision
Requested |Retain Policy 5.2.19.
548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |29 |VOIume 1 |5 Allocation of Public Resources |Po|icy 5.2.20 |Support
Decision
Requested Retain PO'ICy 5.2.20.
548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |30 |VOIume 1 |5 Allocation of Public Resources |Po|icy 5.2.21 |Support
Decision
Requested Retain Policy 5.2.21.
548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |31 |Vo|ume 1 |5 Allocation of Public Resources |Policy 5.2.22 |Support
Decision
Requested Retain PO'ICy 5.2.22.
548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |32 |VOIume 1 |5 Allocation of Public Resources |Po|icy 5.2.23 |Support
Decision
Requested |Retain Policy 5.2.23.
548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |33 |Vo|ume 1 |5 Allocation of Public Resources |Policy 5.2.24 |Support
Decision
Requested Retain PO'ICy 5.2.24.
548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |34 |VOIume 1 |5 Allocation of Public Resources |Po|icy 5.2.25 |Support in Part
Decision
Requested | Seek confirmation from MDC that the paper over-allocation of Awatere River Class A and B water will not trigger a review of resource consents under Policy
5.2.25; and that the over-allocation will be resolved through the claw-back of unutilised water allocation as Resource consents are progressively renewed or
a Resource consent lapses.
548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |35 |VOIume 1 5 Allocation of Public Resources Policy 5.3.1 Support in Part
Decision
Requested |Note comments for Policy 5.3.1 as follows:
The proposed hierarchy does not reflect the importance of water takes for irrigation used for primary production across the region.
In an Awatere context the Municipal supply allocation of 8000m3/day is essential and needs to be provided for.
548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |36 |VOIume 1 5 Allocation of Public Resources Policy 5.3.2 Support




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision

Decision

Requested Retain pO|ICy 5.3.2.

548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |37 |VOIume 1 5 Allocation of Public Resources Policy 5.3.3 Support in Part

Decision

Requested | That the second and third paragraph be amended as follows:
For some rivers, two allocation classes are provided for, referred to as Class A and Class B. In many cases, the two classes are carried over from previous
planning instruments. Class A water permits have a greater inherent reliability, due to their lower restrictions, than Class B permits. In some cases, a Class B
allocation has been provided for the first time in order to provide for growth in demand (while the constraints of the water resource). These allocations
classes provide for run-of-the-river irrigation, and other instantaneous uses and for the pumping into storage.
Allocation moves sequentially through the two allocation classes.
Note that Policy 5.8.2 also provides for a Class C allocation for some water resources, spectficatly primarily for storage purposes, although Class C can be
utilised for direct irrigation at lower reliability. Class C water can be applied for at any stage.

548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |38 |VOIume 1 |5 Allocation of Public Resources |Policy 5.3.4 |Support

Decision

Requested Retain Policy 5.3.4.

548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |39 |VOIume 1 |5 Allocation of Public Resources |Po|icy 5.3.5 |Support

Decision

Requested Retain PO'ICy 5.3.5.

548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |40 |VOIume 1 |5 Allocation of Public Resources |Policy 5.3.6 |Support

Decision

Requested |Retain Policy 5.3.6.

548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |41 |VOIume 1 |5 Allocation of Public Resources |Po|icy 5.3.7 |Support

Decision

Requested Retain PO'ICy 5.3.7.

548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |42 |VOIume 1 |5 Allocation of Public Resources |Policy 5.3.8 |Support

Decision

Requested |Retain Policy 5.3.8.

548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |43 |Vo|ume 1 |5 Allocation of Public Resources |Policy 5.3.9 |Support

Decision

Requested Retain PO'ICy 5.3.9.




548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |44 Volume 1 5 Allocation of Public Resources Policy 5.3.10 Support
Decision

Requested |Retain Policy 5.3.10.

548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |45 |VOIume 1 |5 Allocation of Public Resources |Po|icy 5.3.11 |Support
Decision

Requested Retain PO'ICy 5.3.11.

548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |46 |VOIume 1 |5 Allocation of Public Resources |Po|icy 5.3.14 |Support
Decision

Requested Support in full.

548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |47 |Vo|ume 1 |5 Allocation of Public Resources |Policy 5.3.15 |Support
Decision

Requested Retain PO'ICy 5.3.15.

548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |48 |VOIume 1 |5 Allocation of Public Resources |Po|icy 5.3.16 |Support
Decision

Requested |Retain Policy 5.3.16.

548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |49 |Vo|ume 1 |5 Allocation of Public Resources |Policy 5.4.1 |Support
Decision

Requested Retain PO'ICy 54.1.

548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |50 |VOIume 1 |5 Allocation of Public Resources |Po|icy 5.4.2 |Support
Decision

Requested Retain P0||Cy 5.4.2.

548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |51 |Vo|ume 1 |5 Allocation of Public Resources |Policy 5.4.3 |Support
Decision

Requested Retain PO|ICy 5.4.3.

548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |52 |VOIume 1 |5 Allocation of Public Resources |Po|icy 5.4.4 |Support
Decision

Requested

Retain Policy 5.4.4.




Sub No Submitter

Point Volume Provision

Chapter

548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |53 Volume 1 5 Allocation of Public Resources Policy 5.4.5 Support
Decision
Requested |Retain Policy 5.4.5.
548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |54 |VOIume 1 |5 Allocation of Public Resources |Po|icy 5.4.6 |Support
Decision
Requested Retain PO'ICy 5.4.6.
548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |55 |VOIume 1 |5 Allocation of Public Resources |Po|icy 5.5.3 |Support in Part
Decision
Requested | The Awatere Users Group seeks confirmation from Council that there will be_no additional allocation of water to land outside the Awatere River FMU .
548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |56 |Vo|ume 1 |5 Allocation of Public Resources |Policy 5.7.1 |Support
Decision
Requested Retain PO'ICy 5.7.1.
548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |57 |VOIume 1 |5 Allocation of Public Resources |Po|icy 5.7.2 |Support in Part
Decision
Requested |[Amend policy wording
(a) That Policy 5.7.2 be amended so that reasonable demand relates to irrigation water only.
Policy 5.7.2 - To allocate irrigation water on the basis of reasonable demand given the intended use.
(b) That an additional policy be added providing direction for decision makers when assessing applications for resource consent to abstract and use water for
non-irrigation purposes as follows:
Policy 5.7.X - To recognise that land users require water for use other than irrigation purposes and applications for allocations for water for such uses shall
be assessed on a case by case basis.
548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |58 |VOIume 1 5 Allocation of Public Resources Policy 5.7.3 Support in Part
Decision
Requested | That Policy 5.7.3 be re-worded as follows to provide for an enabling policy:

Where based on property specific information, an applicant can demonstrate that an allocation of water in excess of the reasonable demand calculation is
required, then that allocation may be granted subject to water availability. Under such circumstances the property specific information will take precedence
over the reasonable use calculation.




548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |59 Volume 1 5 Allocation of Public Resources Policy 5.7.4 Support
Decision

Requested Retain Policy 5.7.4.

548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |60 |VOIume 1 |5 Allocation of Public Resources |Po|icy 5.7.5 |Support
Decision

Requested Retain PO'ICy 5.7.5.

548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |61 |VOIume 1 |5 Allocation of Public Resources |Po|icy 5.7.6 |Support
Decision

Requested |Retain Policy 5.7.6.

548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |62 |Vo|ume 1 |5 Allocation of Public Resources |Policy 5.7.7 |Support
Decision

Requested Retain PO'ICy 5.7.7.

548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |63 |VOIume 1 |5 Allocation of Public Resources |Po|icy 5.7.8 |Support
Decision

Requested |Retain Policy 5.7.8.

548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |64 |Vo|ume 1 |5 Allocation of Public Resources |Policy 5.7.9 |Support
Decision

Requested Retain PO'ICy 5.7.9.

548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |65 |VOIume 1 |5 Allocation of Public Resources |Po|icy 5.7.10 |Support
Decision

Requested Retain P0||Cy 5.7.10.

548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |66 |Vo|ume 1 |5 Allocation of Public Resources |Policy 5.7.11 |Support
Decision

Requested Retain PO|ICy 5.7.11.

548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |67 |VOIume 1 |5 Allocation of Public Resources |Po|icy 5.8.1 |Support
Decision

Requested

Retain Policy 5.8.1.




Sub No Submitter

Point Volume Provision

Chapter

548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |68 Volume 1 5 Allocation of Public Resources Policy 5.8.2 Support

Decision

Requested Retain Policy 5.8.2.

548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |69 |VOIume 1 5 Allocation of Public Resources Policy 5.8.3 Support in Part

Decision

Requested |Amend policy wording:
(a) Policy 5.8.3 - In addition to the storage of water as per Policy 5.8.2, Class A and B water may also be stored to provide water users with greater flexibility
to manage water use on-site, provided that the rate of take does not exceed the authorised maximum daily rate of take for irrigation purposes.
(b) Also change the last paragraph from:
For this reason, the policy limits the rate of take of water for storage purposes to the authorised daily take for irrigation purposes. This still provides the
consent holder with flexibility to decide how water will be used on any given day. but also ensures that the abstraction would have no greater effect on
existing users than the daily take solely for irrigation purposes.
Replace last paragraph with the following:
The policy provides the consent holder with flexibility to decide how water will be used on any given day. However, the policy limits the rate of take of Class
A and Class B water for storage to the authorised maximum daily rate of take for irrigation purposes. The total volume of water that can be physically stored
will limit the number of consecutive days that a consent holder will pump to storage along with competing need to utifise the water allocation to provide
direct irrigation.

548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |70 |VOIume 1 |5 Allocation of Public Resources |POIicy 5.8.4 |Support

Decision

Requested |Retain Policy 5.8.4.

548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |71 |Vo|ume 1 |5 Allocation of Public Resources |Policy 5.8.5 |Support

Decision

Requested Retain PO'ICy 5.8.5.

548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |72 |VOIume 1 |5 Allocation of Public Resources |POIicy 5.9.1 |Support

Decision

Requested |Retain Policy 5.9.1.

548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |73 |Vo|ume 1 |5 Allocation of Public Resources |Policy 5.9.2 |Support

Decision

Requested Retain PO'ICy 5.9.2.

548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |74 |VOIume 1 |5 Allocation of Public Resources |POIicy 5.9.3 |Support




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision

Decision
Requested Retain PO|ICy 5.9.3.
548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |75 |VOIume 1 5 Allocation of Public Resources 5.M.1 Support
Decision
Requested |Retain Methods of Implementation 5.M.1.
548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |76 |Vo|ume 1 5 Allocation of Public Resources 5.M.2 Support
Decision
Requested |Retain Methods of Implementation 5.M.2.
548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |77 |VOIume 1 5 Allocation of Public Resources 5.M.4 Support in Part
Decision
Requested |Amend the last sentence of the paragraph as follows:
If a water user group exists for the FMU, then the Council will seek to work with the group witht to assist Council running the ballot.
548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |78 |VOIume 1 5 Allocation of Public Resources 5.M.4 Support
Decision
Requested |Retain Methods of Implementation 5.M.4.
548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |79 |VOIume 1 5 Allocation of Public Resources 5.M.5 Support
Decision
Requested |Retain Methods of Implementation 5.M.5.
548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |80 |Vo|ume 1 5 Allocation of Public Resources 5.M.6 Support
Decision
Requested |Retain Methods of Implementation 5.M.6.
548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |81 |VOIume 1 5 Allocation of Public Resources 5.M.7 Support
Decision
Requested |Retain Methods of Implementation 5.M.7.
548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |82 |VOIume 1 5 Allocation of Public Resources 5.M.8 Support




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision
Decision
Requested |Retain Methods of Implementation 5.M.8.
548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |83 |VOIume 1 5 Allocation of Public Resources 5.M.9 Support
Decision
Requested |Retain Methods of Implementation 5.M.9.
548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |84 |VOIume 1 11 Natural Hazards Policy 11.1.7 Support in Part
Decision
Requested [Amend the Policy as follows:
Mitigate the adverse effects of gravel extraction on ecological and recreational values, water clarity and bank stability, and downstream irrigation intakes by:
Insert additional bullet point:
(vi) the location and timing of gravel extraction activities upstream of irrigation intakes.
548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |85 |VOIume 1 15 Resource Quality (Water, Air, Soil) |Po|icy 15.1.23 Support in Part
Decision
Requested |a) Support the approach of using permitted activity rules for managing the adverse effects of stock access for extensive grazing properties.
b) Recommend that Council work with Industry groups to develop a Code of practice and industry guidelines to mitigate the potential effects of extensively
grazed livestock on fresh water bodies.
548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |86 |VOIume 1 |15 Resource Quality (Water, Air, Soil) |Po|icy 15.1.24 |Support
Decision
Requested |Retain Policy 15.1.24.
548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |87 |VOIume 1 |15 Resource Quality (Water, Air, Soil) |Po|icy 15.1.31 |Support
Decision
Requested Retain Policy 15.1.31.
548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |88 |VOIume 1 |15 Resource Quality (Water, Air, Soil) |Po|icy 15.1.32 |Support in Part




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision

Decision
Requested |[Amend Policy 15.1.32 as follows:
Policy 15.1.32 - In considering any resource consent application for the disturbance of a river or lake bed, or the seabed, or land in close proximity to any
waterboaly, regard will be had to:
(@) Whether the disturbance is likely to result in non-compliance with the clarity standards set for the waterbody, after reasonable mixing,
(b) In the event of possible non-compliance with the clarity standards set for the waterbody, after reasonable mixing.
(1) the purpose for undertaking the disturbance and any positive effects accruing from the distance;
(if) the economic consequences of not undertaking the disturbance;
(7ii) the scale, duration and frequency of the disturbance,
(iv) in the case of water supply intakes and associated structures in a river bed, the practical viability of alternative methods of abstracting water;
(v) the extent to which the bed disturbance is necessary and adverse water quality effects caused by the disturbance are mitigated, and
(vi) for freshwater, the potential effects of increase turbidity on the values of the waterbody set out in Schedule 1 of Appendix 5 of the Marlborough
Environment Plan or on the natural character values of the coastal environment in relation to water quality as set out in Appendix 2 of the Marlborough
Environment Plan,
(vii) Riverbed activities in, on, under or over the River bed (with exception of the taking of water), which require resource consent, must prepare site specific
management plans that set out how adverse effects from activities are to be avoided, minimised or mitigated.
548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |89 |VOIume 1 15 Resource Quality (Water, Air, Soil) |15.M.18 Support in Part
Decision
Requested |Include additional bullet point:
Work with water user groups and other agencies to develop riverbed activity quidelines.
Engage with water user group when determining the need for research, the design and implementation of research projects.
548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |90 |VOIume 1 15 Resource Quality (Water, Air, Soil) |15.M.24 Support in Part
Decision
Requested |Include additional bullet point:
Work with water user groups and other agencies to develop riverbed quidelines to prevent or minimise the adverse effects of activities in, on, under or over
river beds; to assist in the preparation of site specific management plans and for the processing of resource consent applications.
548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |91 |VOIume 2 2 General Rules 2.1.1. Support




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision
Decision
Requested Retain Rule 2.1.1.
548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |92 |Volume 2 |2 General Rules |2.2.1. |Support
Decision
Requested Retain Rule 2.2.1.
548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |93 |VOIume 2 |2 General Rules |2.2.4. |Support
Decision
Requested Retain Rule 2.2.4.
548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |94 |VOIume 2 |2 General Rules |2.2.5. |Support
Decision
Requested Retain Rule 2.2.5.
548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |95 |VOIume 2 |2 General Rules |2.2.8. |Support
Decision
Requested |Retain Rule 2.2.8.
548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |96 |VOIume 2 |2 General Rules |2.2.9. |Support
Decision
Requested Retain Rule 2.2.9.
548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |97 |VOIume 2 |2 General Rules |2.2.10. |Support
Decision
Requested |Retain Rule 2.2.10.
548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |98 |Volume 2 |2 General Rules |2.2.11. |Support
Decision
Requested Retain Rue 2.2.11.
548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |99 |VOIume 2 |2 General Rules |2.2.12. |Support
Decision
Requested Retain Rule 2.2.12.
548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |100 |Volume 2 |2 General Rules |2.2.14. |Support
Decision
Requested Retain Rule 2.2.14.




548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |101 Volume 2 2 General Rules 2.2.15. Support
Decision

Requested Retain Rule 2.2.15.

548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |102 |VOIume 2 |2 General Rules |2.2.16. |Support
Decision

Requested Retain Rule 2.2.16.

548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |103 |VOIume 2 |2 General Rules |2.2.17. |Support
Decision

Requested Retain Rule 2.2.17.

548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |104 |Vo|ume 2 |2 General Rules |2.2.24. |Support
Decision

Requested Retain Rule 2.2.24.

548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |105 |VOIume 2 |2 General Rules |2.3.1. |Support
Decision

Requested Retain Rule 2.3.1.

548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |106 |Vo|ume 2 |2 General Rules |2.3.4. |Support
Decision

Requested Retain Rule 2.3.4.

548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |107 |VOIume 2 |2 General Rules |2.3.5. |Support
Decision

Requested Retain Rule 2.3.5.

548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |108 |Vo|ume 2 |2 General Rules |2.3.8. |Support
Decision

Requested Retain Rule 2.3.8.

548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |109 |VOIume 2 |2 General Rules |2.3.10. |Support
Decision

Requested

Retain Rule 2.3.10.




548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |110 Volume 2 2 General Rules 2.3.11. Support
Decision

Requested Retain Rule 2.3.11.

548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |111 |Vo|ume 2 |2 General Rules |2.3.13. |Support
Decision

Requested Retain Rule 2.3.13.

548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |112 |VOIume 2 |2 General Rules |2.3.14. |Support
Decision

Requested Retain Rule 2.3.14.

548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |113 |Vo|ume 2 |2 General Rules |2.3.15. |Support
Decision

Requested Retain Rule 2.3.15.

548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |114 |VOIume 2 |2 General Rules |2.3.16. |Support
Decision

Requested Retain Rule 2.3.16.

548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |115 |Vo|ume 2 |2 General Rules |2.3.23. |Support
Decision

Requested Retain Rule 2.3.23.

548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |116 |VOIume 2 |2 General Rules |2.4. |Support
Decision

Requested |Retain Controlled Activities 2.4 (as listed).

548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |117 |Vo|ume 2 |2 General Rules |2.5. |Support
Decision

Requested |Retain Discretionary Activities 2.5 (as listed).

548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |118 |Vo|ume 2 2 General Rules 2.6. Support
Decision

Requested |Retain Prohibited Activities 2.6 (as listed).

548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |119 |VOIume 2 2 General Rules 2.7. Support




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision
Decision
Requested |Retain Permitted Activities 2.7 (as listed).
548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |120 |VOIume 2 |2 General Rules |2.8.1.1. |Support
Decision
Requested |Retain Standard 2.8.1.1.
548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |121 |Vo|ume 2 |2 General Rules |2.8.1.2. |Support
Decision
Requested |Retain Standard 2.8.1.2.
548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |122 |VOIume 2 |2 General Rules |2.8.1.3. |Support
Decision
Requested Retain Rule 2.8.1.3.
548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |123 |Vo|ume 2 |2 General Rules |2.8.1.4. |Support in Part
Decision
Requested |Council to work with water user groups and other agencies to develop riverbed activity guidelines to prevent or minimise the adverse effects of activities.
548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |124 |VOIume 2 |2 General Rules |2.8.1.5. |Support in Part
Decision
Requested |Amend Standard 2.8.15 as follows:
During the period of 1 September to 31 December in any year no activity must occur within 50 metres of a riverbed nesting bird, or a nesting bird on a
lakebed.
548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |125 |VOIume 2 |2 General Rules |2.8.2. |Support
Decision
Requested Retain Rule 2.8.2.
548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |126 |Vo|ume 2 |2 General Rules |2.8.3. |Support
Decision
Requested Retain Rule 2.8.3.
548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |127 |VOIume 2 |2 General Rules |2.9.1. |Support
Decision
Requested Retain Rule 2.9.1.
548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |128 |Vo|ume 2 |2 General Rules |2.9.2. |Support




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision
Decision
Requested Retain Rule 2.9.2.
548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |129 |VOIume 2 |2 General Rules |2.9.3. |Support
Decision
Requested Retain Rule 2.9.3.
548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |130 |VOIume 2 |2 General Rules |2.9.4. |Support
Decision
Requested Retain Rule 2.9.4.
548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |131 |VOIume 2 |2 General Rules |2.9.5. |Support
Decision
Requested Retain Rule 2.9.5.
548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |132 |VOIume 2 |2 General Rules |2.9.7. |Support
Decision
Requested Retain Rule 2.9.7.
548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |133 |VOIume 2 |2 General Rules |2.9.9. |Support
Decision
Requested Retain Rule 2.9.9.
548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |134 |VOIume 2 |2 General Rules |2.9.10. |Support
Decision
Requested |Retain Rule 2.9.10.
548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |135 |Volume 2 |2 General Rules |2.10.1. |Support
Decision
Requested Retain Rule 2.10.1.
548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |136 |VOIume 2 |2 General Rules |2.10.2. |Support
Decision
Requested Retain Rule 2.10.2.
548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |137 |Volume 2 |2 General Rules |2.11.1. |Support
Decision
Requested Retain Rule 2.11.1.




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision

548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |138 Volume 2 2 General Rules 2.11.2. Support
Decision
Requested Retain Rule 2.11.2.
548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |139 |VOIume 2 2 General Rules 2.11.3. Support
Decision
Requested Retain Rule 2.11.3.
548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |140 Volume 3 Appendix 6 Environmental Flows and Schedule 1 Support in Part
Levels
Decision
Requested |) Retain provisions as proposed for the Awatere FMU - Municipal Supply, Class A and Class B water.
b) Increase the volume of Awatere FMU Class C water available for Allocation from 226,640m3/day to 259,200m3/day.
548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |141 Volume 3 Appendix 6 Environmental Flows and Schedule 3 Support in Part
Levels
Decision
Requested |) Retain provisions as proposed for the Awatere FMU - Minimum Flow and Management Flows for the Municipal Supply, Class A and Class B water.
b) Amend the Awatere FMU - Class C Management Flow level (level when rationing is to commence) to allow for an increase in the Class C Allocation to
259,200m3/day (3,000L/s).
548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |142 |Vo|ume 4 |AII Support in Part
Decision
Requested |Include an Index system linking individual Maps to a page number.
548 Awatere Water Users Group Incorporated |143 Volume 4 Overlay Maps Freshwater Support in Part
Management Unit 2
Decision
Requested |Council to provide further information and clarify how the Freshwater Management Units are to be managed for these areas including updating the FMU -
Map 2.
453 Vernon Thomas Fraser Ayson |1 |VOIume 2 3 Rural Environment Zone 3.3.11.2. Oppose
Decision
Requested |Add the following (bold) to Standard 3.3.11.2 (inferred):
(x) where the clearance is associated with the maintenance of a cycle and/or walking track;
453 Vernon Thomas Fraser Ayson |2 |VOIume 2 4 Coastal Environment Zone 4.3.10.2. Oppose




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision
Decision
Requested |Add the following (bold) to Standard 4.3.10.2 (inferred):
(x) where the clearance is associated with the maintenance of a cycle and/or walking track;
453 Vernon Thomas Fraser Ayson |3 |Vo|ume 2 3 Rural Environment Zone 3.1. Oppose
Decision
Requested |Add a new Permitted Activity:
3.1.xx Construction of cycle and walking tracks.
453 Vernon Thomas Fraser Ayson |4 |Vo|ume 2 4 Coastal Environment Zone 4.1. Oppose
Decision
Requested |Add a new Permitted Activity:
4.1.xx Construction of cycle and walking tracks.
1268 Azwood Energy |1 |VOIume 2 |4 Coastal Environment Zone |4.7.9. |Oppose
Decision
Requested |Delete (a) of this Rule [/nferred].
1268 Azwood Energy |2 |Vo|ume 2 |5 Urban Residential 1 and 2 Zone |5.5.7. |Oppose
Decision
Requested |Delete (a) of this Rule [/nferred].
1268 Azwood Energy |3 |Vo|ume 2 6 Urban Residential 3 Zone 6.5.4. Oppose
Decision
Requested |Delete (a) of this Rule [/nferred].
1268 Azwood Energy |4 |VOIume 2 7 Coastal Living Zone 7.5.6. Oppose
Decision
Requested |Delete (a) of this Rule [/nferred].




1268 Azwood Energy 5 Volume 2 8 Rural Living Zone 8.5.6. Oppose
Decision

Requested |Delete (a) of this Rule [/nferred].

1268 Azwood Energy |6 |Volume 2 9 Business 1 Zone 9.5.4. Oppose
Decision

Requested |Delete (a) of this Rule [inferred].

1268 Azwood Energy |7 |VOIume 2 10 Business 2 Zone 10.5.3. Oppose
Decision

Requested |Delete (a) of this Rule [/nferred].

1268 Azwood Energy |8 |VOIume 2 11 Business 3 Zone 11.5.2. Oppose
Decision

Requested |Delete (a) of this Rule [/nferred].

1268 Azwood Energy |9 |Volume 2 12 Industrial 1 and 2 Zones 12.5.7. Oppose
Decision

Requested |Delete (a) of this Rule [/nferred].

1268  |Azwood Energy 110 |Volume 2 13 Port Zone 13.6.3, Oppose
Decision

Requested |Delete (a) of this Rule [/nferred].

1268 Azwood Energy |11 |VOIume 2 14 Port Landing Area Zone 14.5.3. Oppose
Decision

Requested |Delete (a) of this Rule [/nferred].

1268 Azwood Energy |12 |VOIume 2 15 Marina Zone 15.7.3. Oppose
Decision

Requested

Delete (a) of this Rule [/nferred].




1268 Azwood Energy 13 Volume 2 16 Coastal Marine Zone 16.7.1. Oppose
Decision

Requested |Delete (a) of this Rule [/nferred].

1268 Azwood Energy |14 |Volume 2 17 Open Space 1 Zone 17.5.1. Oppose
Decision

Requested |Delete (a) of this Rule [inferred].

1268 Azwood Energy |15 |VOIume 2 18 Open Space 2 Zone 18.5.1. Oppose
Decision

Requested |Delete (a) of this Rule [/nferred].

1268 Azwood Energy |16 |VOIume 2 19 Open Space 3 Zone 19.5.1. Oppose
Decision

Requested |Delete (a) of this Rule [/nferred].

1268 Azwood Energy |17 |Volume 2 20 Open Space 4 Zone 20.6.1. Oppose
Decision

Requested |Delete (a) of this Rule [/nferred].

1268 Azwood Energy |18 |VOIume 2 21 Floodway Zone 21.5.1. Oppose
Decision

Requested |Delete (a) of this Rule [/nferred].

1268 Azwood Energy |19 |Volume 2 22 Lake Grassmere Saltworks Zone 22.6.1. Oppose
Decision

Requested |Delete (a) of this Rule [/nferred].

1268 Azwood Energy |20 |VOIume 2 23 Airport Zone 23.5.1. Oppose
Decision

Requested

Delete (a) of this Rule [/nferred].
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19 Jessica Bagge 1 Volume 2 2 General Rules Oppose
Decision
Requested
2.36.7.3 Where a pavement sign is used it must:
(a) not exceed 1100mm in height by 600mm width.
220 Jessica Bagge |1 |AII All Oppose
Decision
Requested | That there is some reference and directive in Volume One around Cell Phone Towers and that is backed up by some rules in Volume Two.
I do not accept this is a Central Government issue that MDC is powerless to influence.
222 Jessica Bagge |1 |VOIume 2 All Oppose
Decision
Requested |l would like to see some amendments/alternatives to the LRV concept.
I will present some options to the Hearing Committee.
227 Jessica Bagge |1 |VOIume 2 5 Urban Residential 1 and 2 Zone 5.5.4. Oppose
Decision
Requested |! will offer some ideas when I speak to the Hearings Committee.
In the meantime consider this:
If this is all driven by Government, then until Council has a complete handle on the where we are at the moment across Marlborough, and what is
contributing to the issues, then the best thing to do is simply stand up to Government and let them know that when we are organised and have a plan, we'll
do something. This piecemeal, panicked reactive response to yet another Government imposed regulation is hurting the people Council is supposed to
represent. You are paid by the ratepayer, not the tax payer. There are bigger things to worry about.
Removing the ability for homeowners to heat their homes to achieve so little in the PM 10 fight, without consultation and scant education or forewarning, is
heavy handed and unnecessary. Nobody is saying we shouldn't do something, but the outright banning of fires and logburners (older than 15 years) is
so draconian. There was no warning.
I look forward to meeting the Hearings Committee.
227 Jessica Bagge |2 |VOIume 1 15 Resource Quality (Water, Air, Soil) |Issue 15D Oppose
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Decision
Requested

I will offer some ideas when | speak to the Hearings Committee.
In the meantime consider this:

If this is all driven by Government, then until Council has a complete handle on the where we are at the moment across Marlborough, and what is
contributing to the issues, then the best thing to do is simply stand up to Government and let them know that when we are organised and have a plan, we'll
do something. This piecemeal, panicked reactive response to yet another Government imposed regulation is hurting the people Council is supposed to
represent. You are paid by the ratepayer, not the tax payer. There are bigger things to worry about.

Removing the ability for homeowners to heat their homes to achieve so little in the PM 10 fight, without consultation and scant education or forewarning, is
heavy handed and unnecessary. Nobody is saying we shouldn't do something, but the outright banning of fires and logburners (older than 15 years) is
so draconian. There was no warning.

I look forward to meeting the Hearings Committee.

227 Jessica Bagge |3 |VOIume 1 15 Resource Quality (Water, Air, Soil) |15.M.28 Support in Part
Decision
Requested |! will offer some ideas when I speak to the Hearings Committee.
In the meantime consider this:
If this is all driven by Government, then until Council has a complete handle on the where we are at the moment across Marlborough, and what is
contributing to the issues, then the best thing to do is simply stand up to Government and let them know that when we are organised and have a plan, we'll
do something. This piecemeal, panicked reactive response to yet another Government imposed regulation is hurting the people Council is supposed to
represent. You are paid by the ratepayer, not the tax payer. There are bigger things to worry about.
Removing the ability for homeowners to heat their homes to achieve so little in the PM 10 fight, without consultation and scant education or forewarning, is
heavy handed and unnecessary. Nobody is saying we shouldn't do something, but the outright banning of fires and logburners (older than 15 years) is
so draconian. There was no warning.
I look forward to meeting the Hearings Committee.
227 Jessica Bagge |4 |VOIume 2 5 Urban Residential 1 and 2 Zone 5.5.5. Oppose




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision
Decision
Requested |! will offer some ideas when I speak to the Hearings Committee.
In the meantime consider this:
If this is all driven by Government, then until Council has a complete handle on the where we are at the moment across Marlborough, and what is
contributing to the issues, then the best thing to do is simply stand up to Government and let them know that when we are organised and have a plan, we'll
do something. This piecemeal, panicked reactive response to yet another Government imposed regulation is hurting the people Council is supposed to
represent. You are paid by the ratepayer, not the tax payer. There are bigger things to worry about.
Removing the ability for homeowners to heat their homes to achieve so little in the PM 10 fight, without consultation and scant education or forewarning, is
heavy handed and unnecessary. Nobody is saying we shouldn't do something, but the outright banning of fires and logburners (older than 15 years) is
so draconian. There was no warning.
| look forward to meeting the Hearings Committee.
372 Milton and Pauline Bailey 1 Volume 3 Appendix 6 Environmental Flows and Schedule 3 Support in Part
Levels
Decision
Requested Delete the Minimum Flows and Levels for Water Takes applying to the Wairau Aquifer Central Springs Freshwater Management Unit, Wairau Aquifer Northern
Springs Freshwater Management Unit and the Wairau Aquifer Urban Springs Freshwater Management Unit. (/nferred)
782 James Baker |1 |AII All | Oppose
Decision
Requested | This information is included to complete the submission database only.
As set out in MFA and AQNZ submission.
351 Helen Mary Ballinger |1 |Vo|ume 2 3 Rural Environment Zone 3.2.1.13. Support in Part
Decision
Requested | SEEK that the provisions in Chapter 3 Rural Environment Zone relating to excavation and filling
are extended to cover the Limestone Coastline.
The submitter has not identified the additional controls around excavation and filling they would like included. It is been inferred that the
following headings and standards are:
*  Heading 3.3.14 Excavation and standards 3.3.14.1 to 3.3.14.12
« Heading 3.3.16 Filling of land with clean fill and standards 3.3.16.1 to 3.3.16.11
351 Helen Mary Ballinger |2 |VOIume 2 3 Rural Environment Zone 3.3.6.2. Support in Part




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision
Decision
Requested | SEEK that the provisions in Chapter 3 Rural Environment Zone relating to excavation and filling
are extended to cover the Limestone Coastline.
The submitter has not identified the additional controls around excavation and filling they would like included. It is been inferred that the
following headings and standards are:
« Heading 3.3.14 Excavation and standards 3.3.14.1 to 3.3.14.12
« Heading 3.3.16 Filling of land with clean fill and standards 3.3.16.1 to 3.3.16.11
351 Helen Mary Ballinger |3 |VOIume 2 3 Rural Environment Zone 3.3.14.8. Support in Part
Decision
Requested | SEEK that the provisions in Chapter 3 Rural Environment Zone relating to excavation and filling
are extended to cover the Limestone Coastline.
The submitter has not identified the additional controls around excavation and filling they would like included. It is been inferred that the
following headings and standards are:
*  Heading 3.3.14 Excavation and standards 3.3.14.1 to 3.3.14.12
« Heading 3.3.16 Filling of land with clean fill and standards 3.3.16.1 to 3.3.16.11
351 Helen Mary Ballinger |4 |Vo|ume 2 3 Rural Environment Zone 3.3.16.10. Support in Part
Decision
Requested | SEEK that the provisions in Chapter 3 Rural Environment Zone relating to excavation and filling
are extended to cover the Limestone Coastline.
The submitter has not identified the additional controls around excavation and filling they would like included. It is been inferred that the
following headings and standards are:
e Heading 3.3.14 Excavation and standards 3.3.14.1 to 3.3.14.12
« Heading 3.3.16 Filling of land with clean fill and standards 3.3.16.1 to 3.3.16.11
351 Helen Mary Ballinger |5 |VOIume 2 3 Rural Environment Zone 3.2.1.14. Support in Part
Decision
Requested | SEEK that the provisions in Chapter 3 Rural Environment Zone relating to excavation and filling

are extended to cover the Limestone Coastline.

The submitter has not identified the additional controls around excavation and filling they would like included. It is been inferred that the
following headings and standards are:

*  Heading 3.3.14 Excavation and standards 3.3.14.1 to 3.3.14.12
« Heading 3.3.16 Filling of land with clean fill and standards 3.3.16.1 to 3.3.16.11




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision

351 Helen Mary Ballinger 6 Volume 2 3 Rural Environment Zone 3.3.6.2. Support in Part
Decision
Requested | SEEK that the provisions in Chapter 3 Rural Environment Zone relating to excavation and filling
are extended to cover the Limestone Coastline.
The submitter has not identified the additional controls around excavation and filling they would like included. It is been inferred that the
following headings and standards are:
«  Heading 3.3.14 Excavation and standards 3.3.14.1 to 3.3.14.12
» Heading 3.3.16 Filling of land with clean fill and standards 3.3.16.1 to 3.3.16.11
351 Helen Mary Ballinger |7 |VOIume 2 3 Rural Environment Zone 3.3.14.8. Support in Part
Decision
Requested | SEEK that the provisions in Chapter 3 Rural Environment Zone relating to excavation and filling
are extended to cover the Chalk Range.
The submitter has not identified the additional controls around the siting and reflectance of buildings they would like included. It is been
inferred that the relevant heading and standard is:
e Heading 3.2.1 Construction and siting of a building ... and standard 3.2.1.13.
The submitter has not identified the additional controls around the planting of commercial forestry they would like included. It is been
inferred that the relevant heading and standard is:
« Heading 3.3.6 Commercial forestry planting and carbon
sequestration forestry planting (non-permanent) and standard 3.3.6.2 Planting must not be in, or within:
351 Helen Mary Ballinger |8 |VOIume 2 |3 Rural Environment Zone 3.3.16.10. Support in Part
Decision
Requested | SEEK that the provisions in Chapter 3 Rural Environment Zone relating to excavation and filling

are extended to cover the Chalk Range.

The submitter has not identified the additional controls around the siting and reflectance of buildings they would like included. It is been
inferred that the relevant heading and standard is:

* Heading 3.2.1 Construction and siting of a building ... and standard 3.2.1.13.

The submitter has not identified the additional controls around the planting of commercial forestry they would like included. It is been
inferred that the relevant heading and standard is:

* Heading 3.3.6 Commercial forestry planting and carbon sequestration forestry planting (non-permanent) and standard 3.3.6.2
Planting must not be in, or within:




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision
351

Helen Mary Ballinger 9 Volume 2 3 Rural Environment Zone 3.3.14.8. Support in Part

Decision
Requested

SEEK that the provisions in Chapter 3 Rural Environment Zone relating to excavation and filling
are extended to cover the Inland Kaikoura Range.

The submitter has not identified the additional controls around the siting and reflectance of buildings they would like included. It is been
inferred that the relevant heading and standard is:

* Heading 3.2.1 Construction and siting of a building ... and standard 3.2.1.13.

The submitter has not identified the additional controls around the planting of commercial forestry they would like included. It is been
inferred that the relevant heading and standard is:

* Heading 3.3.6 Commercial forestry planting and carbon sequestration forestry planting (non-permanent) and standard 3.3.6.2
Planting must not be in, or within:

351

Helen Mary Ballinger |10 |VOIume 2 3 Rural Environment Zone |3.3.16.10. |Support in Part

Decision
Requested

SEEK that the provisions in Chapter 3 Rural Environment Zone relating to excavation and filling
are extended to cover the Inland Kaikoura Range.

The submitter has not identified the additional controls around the siting and reflectance of buildings they would like included. It is been
inferred that the relevant heading and standard is:

« Heading 3.2.1 Construction and siting of a building ... and standard 3.2.1.13.

The submitter has not identified the additional controls around the planting of commercial forestry they would like included. It is been
inferred that the relevant heading and standard is:

« Heading 3.3.6 Commercial forestry planting and carbon sequestration forestry planting (non-permanent) and standard 3.3.6.2
Planting must not be in, or within:

351

Helen Mary Ballinger |11 |VOIume 2 3 Rural Environment Zone |3. |Oppose

Decision
Requested

SEEK that similar controls on the location and reflectance of new buildings, the planting of

commercial forestry and limits on excavation and filling of land are applied to large areas of Outstanding Landscapes in south Marlborough that do
not appear to have any land use activity controls in place.




Sub No Submitter

Point Volume Provision

Chapter

351 Helen Mary Ballinger 12 Volume 2 4 Coastal Environment Zone 4.2.1.11. Support

Decision

Requested | SEEK that appropriate controls apply to all of the Marlborough Sounds environment (both Outstanding and Coastal Landscape).

351 Helen Mary Ballinger |13 |VOIume 2 3 Rural Environment Zone 3.3.6.1. |Support in Part

Decision

Requested | SEEK additional control requiring assessment of the risk of tree spread using the industry Spread Risk calculator, prior to planting taking place. In addition,
any spread that is
obviously from a plantation area (ie "tree rain" spreading out of a planted area), should be required to be controlled by the landowner to avoid it becoming a
future threat.

351 Helen Mary Ballinger |14 |Vo|ume 2 |4 Coastal Environment Zone 4.3.6. Support

Decision

Requested |SUPPORT Stanadards 4.3.6..1(a) and (b) Commercial forestry replanting regarding setbacks from rivers and wetlands.

351 Helen Mary Ballinger |15 |Vo|ume 2 4 Coastal Environment Zone |4.3.6. |Oppose

Decision

Requested |SEEK larger setbacks from the coastal marine area, could be related to slope, ie 30m where the slope for a distance of 500m is less than 20 degrees,
otherwise 100 metres. This is likely to have benefits in reducing sedimentation as well as landscape benefits. (refer Urlich Report)

351 Helen Mary Ballinger |16 |VOIume 2 |4 Coastal Environment Zone |4.3.7. |Support in Part

Decision

Requested |SEEK further provisions relating to the management of any commercial forest species that causes wilding issues, including where existing forestry operations
are required to set back for future planting and harvesting (i.e. from the coastal marine area). There should be requirements to control re-growth and
manage these areas back into permanent native cover for long term landscape and other benefits.

351 Helen Mary Ballinger |17 |VOIume 2 |3 Rural Environment Zone 3.2.1.13. |Support in Part

Decision

Requested |In regard to all of the references to exterior paint requiring a light reflectance value of 45% or less, | SEEK that this is amended to include " all exterior
cladding must have a reflectance value of 45%1 or less" to avoid large areas of unpainted highly reflective corrugated iron on new buildings (including roof).

351 Helen Mary Ballinger |18 |Vo|ume 2 3 Rural Environment Zone 3.3.21. |Oppose




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision

Decision
Requested | The decision | SEEK is that:
« Livestock should be excluded from the beds of lakes, and Significant Wetlands and suitable setbacks to avoid adverse effects, a minimum of 1 metre
from the bank of rivers and a minimum of 3 metres when break feeding practices are in place.
e All cattle, pigs and deer should all be required to be excluded from rivers, lakes and the coastal marine area on all paddock blocks with an average
slope of less than 15 degrees.
« Sheep should also be excluded where they are being break fed or otherwise very intensively grazed.
e Exclusion could be through permanent or temporary electric fencing as appropriate. This would capture most of the more intensively farmed lowland
areas while not capturing the less intensively farmed hill country areas.
« Anyone wanting to apply for consent to allow livestock access to waterways could then be required to monitor upstream and downstream of this
activity to ensure it is not having adverse effects on water quality, thereby putting the onus for monitoring onto the landowner.
* Another way to clarify requirements would be to exclude stock from the rivers listed in Volume 1 Chapter 15 as degraded and at risk of degradation
(inferred Tables 15.1 and 15.2). This is based on long-term monitoring information and most of these rivers are in areas where livestock access is
clearly a contributing factor to the poorer water quality.
351 Helen Mary Ballinger |19 |Vo|ume 2 4 Coastal Environment Zone 4.3.20. Oppose
Decision
Requested | The decision | SEEK is that:

e Livestock should be excluded from the beds of lakes, and Significant Wetlands and suitable setbacks to avoid adverse effects, a minimum of 1 metre
from the bank of rivers and a minimum of 3 metres when break feeding practices are in place.

e All cattle, pigs and deer should all be required to be excluded from rivers, lakes and the coastal marine area on all paddock blocks with an average
slope of less than 15 degrees.

* Sheep should also be excluded where they are being break fed or otherwise very intensively grazed.

« Exclusion could be through permanent or temporary electric fencing as appropriate. This would capture most of the more intensively farmed lowland
areas while not capturing the less intensively farmed hill country areas.

* Anyone wanting to apply for consent to allow livestock access to waterways could then be required to monitor upstream and downstream of this
activity to ensure it is not having adverse effects on water quality, thereby putting the onus for monitoring onto the landowner.

* Another way to clarify requirements would be to exclude stock from the rivers listed in Volume 1 Chapter 15 as degraded and at risk of degradation
(inferred Tables 15.1 and 15.2). This is based on long-term monitoring information and most of these rivers are in areas where livestock access is
clearly a contributing factor to the poorer water quality.

351 Helen Mary Ballinger |20 |VOIume 1 8 Indigenous Biodiversity |8. Support

Decision

Requested || also SUPPORT the voluntary partnership approach with landowners as the primary means for protection on private land (inferred Policy 8.2.2) with the
proviso that this should be well resourced and the results of the approach monitored to make sure that real gains are being made. This also means that for
significant natural area sites to be reasonable protected from clearance, the clearance rules need scrutiny.

351 Helen Mary Ballinger |21 |Vo|ume 2 3 Rural Environment Zone |3.3.11. Support




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision

Decision

Requested |Retain standards under Heading 3.3.11 in Volume 2 Chapter 3 Rural Environment Zone apart from standard 3.3.11.5 (Clearance of indigenous forest
must not exceed 1,000m2 per Computer Register in any 5 year period).

351 Helen Mary Ballinger |22 |VOIume 2 |3 Rural Environment Zone |3.3.11.5. Oppose

Decision

Requested |Submitter does not believe any indigenous forest in south Marlborough should be able to be cleared as a permitted activity. However, no decision requested
has been included in the submission. It is inferred that the status of this activity should be discretionary activity.

351 Helen Mary Ballinger |23 |Vo|ume 2 |4 Coastal Environment Zone |4.3.10. Support

Decision

Requested |Retain standards 4.3.10 in Volume 2 Chapter 4 Coastal Environment Zone apart from standard 4.3.10.5 (Clearance of indigenous forest must not
exceed 1,000m2 per Computer Register in any 5 year period).

351 Helen Mary Ballinger |24 |Vo|ume 2 |4 Coastal Environment Zone |4.3.10.5. Oppose

Decision

Requested |Submitter does not believe any indigenous forest in south Marlborough should be able to be cleared as a permitted activity. However, no decision requested
has been included in the submission. It is inferred that the status of this activity should be discretionary activity.

351 Helen Mary Ballinger |25 |VOIume 2 24 Subdivision |24. Oppose

Decision

Requested |Reference to the need for landscape requirement, as set out in the Subdivision Code of Practise and the Urban Design Protocol. This requirement should read
something like this:
'To provide for tree planting within new urban residential, business, and industrial developments, that a dedicated grass berm width of a minimum of 1.5
metres or alternative tree planting sites of a minimum of 9mZ2 be included, with no intrusion of underground or overhead services within that space.’

351 Helen Mary Ballinger |26 |VOIume 2 24 Subdivision 24.3.1. Support in Part

Decision ) o ) _

Requested |Rule 24.3.1 and more particularly those provisions under the heading 'Matters over which

the Council has reserved control' should have the following matter or words to a similar effect added to it.
New standard to be added:

24.3.1.27. Landscape planting and development including land shaping and tree species and location and ornaments, street furniture and pathways and
other structures within the road reserves and other part of the subdivision proposed to be vested jn Council or held under corporate body or other
community ownership and administration within the subdivision that are required by Rule 24. 1.




351 Helen Mary Ballinger 27 Volume 2 24 Subdivision 24.1. Oppose
Decision
Requested |Rule 24.1 should have the following rules added to it:
Under the heading Esplanade Reserves and Esplanade Strips;
A landscape planting and land shaping plan shall be provided for all esplanade reserves and esplanade strips shall be provided with any application for
consent to subdivide. The landscape plan shall show landscape planting and development including land shaping and tree species and location and
ornaments, furniture and pathways and other structures.
351 Helen Mary Ballinger |28 |VOIume 2 24 Subdivision 24.1. Oppose
Decision
Requested |Rule 24.1 Under the heading 7elecommunications;
All telecommunication lines shall be located underground.
351 Helen Mary Ballinger |29 |VOIume 2 24 Subdivision 24.1. Oppose
Decision ) o
Requested Rule 24.1 Under the heading Electricity;
All electricity lines shall be located underground.
351 Helen Mary Ballinger |30 |Vo|ume 2 24 Subdivision 24.1. Oppose
Decision
Requested |Rule 24.1

Under the heading 'Roading’;

Applications for subdivision consent shall provide a landscape planting and land shaping plan shall be provided for all roads within the subdivision The

landscape plan shall show any proposed landscape planting and development including land shaping and tree species and location and ornaments, furniture

and pathways and other structures. The landscape plan shall provide at a minimum, a tree located within the area of road reserve adjacent to each
allotment, where this is possible.




351 Helen Mary Ballinger 32 Volume 2 24 Subdivision 24.1. Oppose

Decision

Requested |Under a new heading Reserves and other public spaces, excluding esplanade reserves and esplanade strips;
Applications for subdivision consent shall provide a landscape planting and /and shaping plan shall be provided for all roads within the subdivision The
landscape plan shall show any proposed landscape planting and development including land shaping and tree species and location and ornaments, furniture
and pathways and other structures. The landscape plan shall provide at a minimum, a tree located within the area of road reserve adjacent to each allotment.

351 Helen Mary Ballinger |33 |Vo|ume 2 24 Subdivision 24.4.1.10. Oppose

Decision ] o ] )

Requested |Rule 24.4.1. and more particularly those provisions under the heading ‘Matters over which
the Council has restricted its discretion” should have the following matter or words to a
similar effect added to it.
Add a new standard: 24. 4. 1. 15. Landscape planting and development including land shaping and tree species and location and public garden and
ornaments, street furniture and pathways and other structures and public utilities and services proposed to be vested within the road reserves and other parts
of the subdivision which will be vested in Council and how existing trees are incorporated in the subdivision layout.

351 Helen Mary Ballinger |34 |VOIume 2 24 Subdivision 24.2.1. Oppose

Decision

Requested | The following rules or words to a similar effect should be added to Rule 24.2.1;
24.2. 1.2. All network utilities lines shall be located underground.
New Standard 24.2.1.3 All structures, located within roadways and other land areas being vested, including, but not exclusively, cases and containers
containing services and utilities and other equijpment required or proposed to be located above ground surface shall be coloured in low reflectivity colours ....
... [these are to be specified in the rule] ...... . and screened from the road frontage and adjacent lots by landscape planting or land shaping or combination of
these.

351 Helen Mary Ballinger |35 |Vo|ume 2 24 Subdivision 24.5. Oppose

Decision

Requested |Rule 24.5 should have the following rule or words to a similar effect added to it, or words to a similar effect;
New Standard 24. 5. 4. Any application for consent to subdivide that does not comply with rules 24.1. 7., 24.1 .12, 24.1.18, 24.1 .1.1, 24.2.1.3 and 24.2.1.2
as applicable (requested by this submission to be added to the Plan) shall be publically notified.

351 Helen Mary Ballinger |36 |VOIume 3 |Appendix 7 Scheme Plan Requirements Oppose




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision

Decision
Requested

Appendix 7 should have the following rule added under the heading 'Information’;
New point under Heading /nformation

Point 13. A landscape planting and development including land shaping and tree species and location and public garden and ornaments, street furniture and
pathways and other structures and public utilities and services proposed to be vested within the road reserves and other parts of the subdivision which will
be vested in Council and how existing trees are incorporated in the subdivision layout.

351 Helen Mary Ballinger |37 |Vo|ume 1 4 Use of Natural and Physical Resources |Issue 4C Support in Part
Decision . o o
Requested |Add the following Objective or words to similar effect;
Maintain, preserve and, enhance and increase the amenities of ....... provided in road environments.
Add the following policy or words to similar effect;
Rules within each zone applying to public roadways and reserves and other areas of public land and thoroughfares shall include requirements for existing
trees to be retained and resource consent for their removal, applications for subdivision consent will be required to provide landscape plans, pruning or
removal of any trees within street, reserves and other areas of public thoroughfare shall require resource consent and where telecommunication or lines for
similar purpose and electricity lines are being installed or replaced these shall be installed underground
Inferred that this new Objective and policy is under Issue 4C
351 Helen Mary Ballinger |38 |Vo|ume 1 |12 Urban Environments |Issue 12A Support in Part
Decision _ o o
Requested [Add the following Objective or words to similar effect;

Maintain, preserve and, enhance and increase the amenities of .... ... [refer to the headings of chapter 12] .. ... provided in road environments.
Add the following policy or words to similar effect;

Rules within each zone applying to public roadways and reserves and other areas of public land and thoroughfares shall include requirements for existing
trees to be retained and resource consent for their removal, applications for subdivision consent will be required to provide landscape plans, pruning or
removal of any trees within street, reserves and other areas of public thoroughfare shall require resource consent and where telecommunication or lines for
similar purpose and electricity lines are being installed or replaced these shall be installed underground.

Inferred that the new Objective and policy is under Issue 12A




351 Helen Mary Ballinger 39 Volume 1 14 Use of the Rural Environment Issue 14B Support in Part
Decision . o o
Requested |Add the following Objective or words to similar effect;
Maintain, preserve and, enhance and increase the amenities of .... ... [refer to the headings of chapter 14] .. ... provided in road environments.
Add the following policy or words to similar effect;
Rules within each zone applying to public roadways and reserves and other areas of public land and thoroughfares shall include requirements for existing
trees to be retained and resource consent for their removal, applications for subdivision consent will be required to provide landscape plans, pruning or
removal of any trees within street, reserves and other areas of public thoroughfare shall require resource consent and where telecommunication or lines for
similar purpose and electricity lines are being installed or replaced these shall be installed underground.
Inferred that the new Objective and policy is under Issue 14B
351 Helen Mary Ballinger |40 |Vo|ume 1 |7 Landscape |7. Support in Part
Decision _ o o
Requested [Add the following Objective or words to similar effect;
Maintain, preserve and, enhance and increase the amenities of .... ... [refer to the headings of chapter 7] .. ... provided in road environments.
Add the following policy or words to similar effect;
Rules within each zone applying to public roadways and reserves and other areas of public land and thoroughfares shall include requirements for existing
trees to be retained and resource consent for their removal, applications for subdivision consent will be required to provide landscape plans, pruning or
removal of any trees within street, reserves and other areas of public thoroughfare shall require resource consent and where telecommunication or lines for
similar purpose and electricity lines are being installed or replaced these shall be installed underground.
351 Helen Mary Ballinger |41 |VOIume 2 2 General Rules 2. Support in Part




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision

Decision
Requested

Add the following rules to the rules in each zone.

*  EXxisting trees within roads shall be retained unless they are replaced within 1 month of their removal.

*  Any new subdivisions shall include trees planted within the road reserves and the applications for consent to subdivide shall include a landscape
planting and land shaping plan including street trees at a minimum of one tree located within the area of the road reserve that is adjacent to each lot
within the subdivision.

¢ Pruning or removal of any trees within street, reserves and other areas of public thoroughfare shall require resource consent.

*  Any trees removed for the purpose of protecting existing lines shall be replaced by new trees.

«  Where any telecommunication or lines for similar purpose and electricity lines are being installed or replaced these shall be installed underground.

»  Rules making these requirements shall be included within each of the zones within the Plan.

« Equipment, structures and containers associated with services and utilities located within roadways shall be screened by vegetation and coloured in
low reflectivity colours [these will need to be specified in the rule].

Note, the above rules deal with road reserve, which is un-zoned in the proposed MEP. Therefore, it is more appropriate to include them in
the General Rules.

351 Helen Mary Ballinger |42 |VOIume 1 10 Heritage Resources and Notable Trees|10. Support in Part

Decision

Requested | DECISION | SEEK rewording of paragraph 1in Chapter 10 to say something like "Trees which are not heritage or notable trees are also important to our
district. The ongoing planting and management of all trees in both private and public areas is important for the ongoing maintenance and replenishment of
our district's tree population.”
ANOTHER DECISION I SEEK a reassessment of the resources the Council has to monitor and manage the rules around Notable Trees and the Resource
Consents related to them. | fear that unless the rules are monitored, then there will be a disregard for them by developers and contractors, as well as private
property owners.

351 Helen Mary Ballinger |43 |VOIume 2 2 General Rules 2.28. Support in Part

Decision

Requested |DECISION | SEEK a reassessment of the resources the Council has to monitor and manage the rules around Notable Trees and the Resource Consents
related to them. | fear that unless the rules are monitored, then there will be a disregard for them by developers and contractors, as well as private property
owners.

351 Helen Mary Ballinger |44 |VOIume 1 19 Climate Change 19. Support in Part




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision

Decision
Requested |Include the following statement to the start of Line 1, Paragraph 1 of the Introduction:
"Society currently relies on fossil fuels as an energy source but needs to find alternatives as quickly as possible. The consumption of these fuels and livestock
farming are the two major contributors to the large increase in the release of carbon dioxide and other greenhouse gases into the atmosphere over the last
150 years."
Re-word Line 5, Paragraph 1 of the Introduction to read:
"Global temperatures are approximately 1.2°C higher than pre-industrial levels and 0.6°C higher rew than they-were in the early 1990s. To prevent
dangerous and potentially irreversible impacts of climate change global temperatures must be kept well below 2°C above preindustrial levels."”
Re-word Line 6, Paragraph 1 of the Introduction by deleting "Whe-therefs-rot-unantmous-agreement' and start sentence with " 7here is now strong
evidence... "
Re-word Line 1, Paragraph 2 of the Introduction to read "In Marlborough, NiWA-prediets-it is predicted that the mean temperature will increase by
approximately +degree 1. 8 degrees C by 2040 and 2 2. 8 degrees C by 2090 above the pre-industrial mean. "
Line 4, Paragraph 3 of the Introduction Adverse long term effects of global warming are likely to outweigh any regional short term benefits that may
occur and should be reflected in this statement.
351 Helen Mary Ballinger |45 |VOIume 1 19 Climate Change Issue 19A Support in Part
Decision
Requested |Issue 19A Paragraph 4 explanation Recognition of the far greater likelihood of adverse effects from global warming should be put last in this section.
351 Helen Mary Ballinger 146 |Volume 1 19 Climate Change Objective 19.1 Oppose
Decision
Requested |Line 4 Explanatory paragraph I suggest a stronger emphasis be placed on ecologically wise use, development and protection of natural and physical
resources.
Remove the word "offset' the policy statement and replace with "reduce" (inferred).
351 Helen Mary Ballinger |47 |VOIume 1 |19 Climate Change Policy 19.1.1 Support in Part




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision

Decision

Requested |Make the following changes to the policy statement Policy 19.1.1 — Promote actions within Marlborough to reduce er-6ftset carbon emissions.
Policy 19.1.1 Explanation Line 4 (inferred) Make the following change: For example, the Council cottd will assess and then address the carbon footprint
of delivering its own services to the community and encourage businesses to do likewise.

351 Helen Mary Ballinger |48 |VOIume 1 19 Climate Change Policy 19.1.2 Support in Part

Decision

Requested |Include in the explanatory paragraph and the Anticipated Environmental Result 19.AER.1 on how this policy is to be achieved in practice.
Inclusion of public outreach or education programme or consultative process in the AERs to get local people and businesses up to speed with the
environmental changes, how to prepare for them and take actions to mitigate them (inferred).

351 Helen Mary Ballinger |49 |Vo|ume 1 |19 Climate Change |Po|icy 19.1.3 |Oppose

Decision

Requested | Include any moves towards diversification of the primary industries (inferred).

351 Helen Mary Ballinger |50 |VOIume 1 |19 Climate Change |Po|icy 19.1.4 |Support

Decision

Requested |Retain Policy 19.1.4

351 Helen Mary Ballinger |51 |VOIume 1 |19 Climate Change |Policy 19.1.5 |Supp0rt in Part

Decision

Requested |Add wording (underlined) to Policy 19.1.5 (c) "enabling the storage of water during perioas of high river flow for subsequent .... "

351 Helen Mary Ballinger |52 |VOIume 1 |19 Climate Change |19.M.1 |Support in Part

Decision

Requested |Make the following changes (strlkethrough) to 19 M.1 CounC|I carbon footprlnt "lnvest/gate Council operations to establish their carbon footprint, set goals
for reducing carbon emissions £ Aei and develop an action plan to reach those goals’.

351 Helen Mary Ballinger |53 |Vo|ume 1 19 Climate Change 19.M.2 Support in Part

Decision

Requested |Make the following changes (strikethrough and underlined) to 19.M.2 Marlborough Regional Land Transport Plan: €ensitler; /n1 the review of the Marlborough
Regional Land Transport Plan, Council will include provisions to reduce emissions of greenhouse gases.

351 Helen Mary Ballinger |54 |VOIume 1 19 Climate Change 19.M.4 Support in Part




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision

Decision

Requested |Make the following changes (underlined) to 19.M.4 Research: Apply the findings of international and national climate change research to Marlborough's
environment to the extent that is possible and support research in Marlborough. The findings can then be applied to determine and better understand the
implications of climate change.

351 Helen Mary Ballinger |55 |VOIume 1 19 Climate Change 19.M.5 Support

Decision

Requested |Retain Method of Implementation 19.M.5 Information.

351 Helen Mary Ballinger |56 |Vo|ume 1 19 Climate Change 19.M.7 Support

Decision

Requested |Retain Method of Implementation 19.M.7 District rules.

351 Helen Mary Ballinger |57 |VOIume 1 19 Climate Change 19.M.8 Support in Part

Decision

Requested |Add the following (italics) to 19.M.8 Advisory Group: Establish an advisory group of science, industry, business and community representatives to work with
Council in a collaborative way on identifying climate change threats in Marlborough and on devising appropriate responses.

351 Helen Mary Ballinger |58 |Vo|ume 1 19 Climate Change 19. Support in Part

Decision _ .

Requested [Add a new Method of Implementation 19.M.X Tree Planting
Council to assist to improve co-ordination between community-based groups and industry groups and help to provide an overall strategy around what tree
species are planted and where, and simply encourage the planting of trees in this way, and also through Council's operations.

351 Helen Mary Ballinger |59 |Vo|ume 1 |19 Climate Change |Issue 19B |Supp0rt in Part

Decision

Requested |Make the following change (strikethrough) to Line 3 Paragraph 3 Issue 19B T7/is rise potefitiatly-increases the risk of inundation at the coast.

351 Helen Mary Ballinger |60 |VOIume 1 |19 Climate Change |Objective 19.2 |Support in Part

Decision

Requested |Amend the wording in paragraphs 1 and 2 of Objective 19.2 to acknowledge the need to support investigations of where and how these effects will be felt,
and into future-proofing communities to create resilience to sea level rise.

351 Helen Mary Ballinger |61 |VOIume 1 19 Climate Change Policy 19.2.1 Support




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision

Decision
Requested |Retain Policy 19.2.1 - Monitor flood hazard on an ongoing basis.
351 Helen Mary Ballinger |63 |VOIume 1 19 Climate Change Policy 19.2.2 Support in Part
Decision
Requested |Retain Policy 19.2.2 Avoid any inundation of new buildings and where appropriate infrastructure within the coastal environment by ensuring that adequate

allowance is made for the following factors when locating, designing and/or constructing any building or infrastructure:
351 Helen Mary Ballinger |64 |VOIume 1 19 Climate Change 19.AER.1 Support in Part
Decision
Requested |Retain 19.AER.1 The community’s understanding of the effects of climate change and sea level rise improves over time.
351 Helen Mary Ballinger |65 |VOIume 1 19 Climate Change 19.AER.2 Support in Part
Decision
Requested |Retain 19.AER.2 Primary producers are able to adapt to the effects of climate change.
351 Helen Mary Ballinger |66 |VOIume 1 19 Climate Change 19.AER.3 Support in Part
Decision
Requested |Retain 19.AER.3 Buildings and infrastructure established after the notification of the MEP are not inundated by the sea.
351 Helen Mary Ballinger |67 |VOIume 1 19 Climate Change 19. Support in Part
Decision . )
Requested |Add the following AER to Chapter 19 Climate Change

19.AER.4 "There is a significant reduction in the carbon footprint of the Marlborough District".
1011 Peter Banks |1 |Vo|ume 1 |7 Landscape |Policy 7.2.2 |Support
Decision
Requested | To endorse the recommendations listed in the above proposal.
1011 Peter Banks |2 |Vo|ume 1 |7 Landscape |Po|icy 7.2.3 |Support
Decision
Requested | To endorse the recommendations listed in the above proposal.




1011 Peter Banks 3 Volume 1 7 Landscape Policy 7.2.4 Support
Decision

Requested | To endorse the recommendations listed in the above proposal.

1011 Peter Banks |4 |Volume 1 7 Landscape Policy 7.2.5 Support
Decision

Requested | To endorse the recommendations listed in the above proposal.

1011 Peter Banks |5 |VOIume 1 7 Landscape Policy 7.2.6 Support
Decision

Requested | To endorse the recommendations listed in the above proposal.

1011 Peter Banks |6 |VOIume 1 7 Landscape Policy 7.2.7 Support
Decision

Requested | To endorse the recommendations listed in the above proposal.

1011 Peter Banks |7 |Volume 1 14 Use of the Rural Environment Policy 14.4.12 Support
Decision

Requested | To endorse the recommendations listed in the above proposal.

1011 Peter Banks |8 |VOIume 1 14 Use of the Rural Environment Policy 14.4.13 Support
Decision

Requested | To endorse the recommendations listed in the above proposal.

1048 Robyn Anne Barclay |1 |Volume 2 16 Coastal Marine Zone 16.7.2. Oppose
Decision

Requested [Amend the Rule as follows (strike through and bold) -

"“From-9-June2022-the The discharge of human sewage, except Grade A or B treated sewerage, from a ship within 1666m 500m of MHWS."




1048 Robyn Anne Barclay 2 Volume 2 16 Coastal Marine Zone 16.7.3. Oppose

Decision

Requested |Amend the Rule as follows (strike through and bold) -
"From-9-dune2022-the The discharge of human sewage, except Grade A or B treated sewerage, from a ship within 1666m 500m of a marine farm."

317 David Arthur Barker |1 |VOIume 1 7 Landscape Policy 7.1.1 Support in Part

Decision

Requested |! ask that the Council include Lake Elterwater in the outstanding natural features and landscapes of South Marlborough.

317 David Arthur Barker |2 |Vo|ume 1 5 Allocation of Public Resources Policy 5.2.3 Oppose

Decision

Requested |l ask the Council to prohibit further instream dams in the Lake Elterwater catchment to allow freshwater within its system to maintain the existence of the
lake.

317 David Arthur Barker |3 |VOIume 1 4 Use of Natural and Physical Resources |Policy 4.1.3 Oppose

Decision

Requested |! ask the Council to prohibit further instream dams in the Lake Elterwater catchment to allow freshwater within its system to maintain the existence of the
lake.

317 David Arthur Barker |4 |VOIume 4 Overlay Maps Oppose

Decision

Requested |l ask that the Council remove the erosion prone strip marked on our property.

1103 Stuart Barnes 1 Volume 1 2 Background Identifying regionally |Oppose

significant issues

Decision

Requested |Add a new issue to Volume 1 to recognise that aquaculture, farming, forestry and vineyards are regionally significant sectors in Marlborough’s economy that
sustains our communities.

1103 Stuart Barnes |2 |VOIume 1 4 Use of Natural and Physical Resources |Issue 4B Oppose

Decision

Requested

Amend issue 4B to recognise that regionally significant sectors are at risk if unable to operate efficiently and effectively.




1103 Stuart Barnes 3 Volume 1 4 Use of Natural and Physical Resources |Objective 4.2 Oppose

Decision

Requested |Amend Objective 4.2 to recognise that regionally significant sectors are at risk if unable to operate efficiently and effectively.

1103 Stuart Barnes |4 |VOIume 1 4 Use of Natural and Physical Resources |Policy 4.2.1 Oppose

Decision

Requested |Add to Policy 4.2.1 a list of areas of significant aquaculture and wine development.

1103 Stuart Barnes |5 |VOIume 2 All Oppose

Decision

Requested [Add a new rule to Volume 2 to ensure that developments like marine farms, once consented, are allowed to stay as long as their owner does a good job and
obeys the rules.

1103 Stuart Barnes |6 |VOIume 1 All Oppose

Decision

Requested |Add a wider range of non-regulatory methods to the Plan aimed at building awareness.

1103 Stuart Barnes |7 |VOIume 1 4 Use of Natural and Physical Resources |Issue 4C Oppose

Decision

Requested |Amend Issue 4C and Objective 4.3 and flow on policies by recognising and providing for the existing and changing land and seascapes of use of aquaculture,
vineyards and pastoral farming.

1103 Stuart Barnes |8 |VOIume 1 4 Use of Natural and Physical Resources |Objective 4.3 Oppose

Decision

Requested |Amend Issue 4C and Objective 4.3 and flow on policies by recognising and providing for the existing and changing land and seascapes of use of aguaculture,
vineyards and pastoral farming.

1103 Stuart Barnes |9 |VOIume 1 6 Natural Character Issue 6A Oppose

Decision

Requested [Amend Issue 6A and Objective 6.1 and flow on policies by recognising and providing for the existing and changing land and seascapes of use of aquaculture,
vineyards and pastoral farming.

1103 Stuart Barnes |10 |VOIume 1 6 Natural Character Objective 6.1 Oppose




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision
Decision
Requested [Amend Issue 6A and Objective 6.1 and flow on policies by recognising and providing for the existing and changing land and seascapes of use of aquaculture,
vineyards and pastoral farming.
257 Gary Barnett |1 |AII |AII | |Support in Part
Decision
Requested |Federated Farmers opinions be considered
1104 Simon Barnett |1 |AII |AII | |Support in Part
Decision
Requested | This information is included to complete the submission database only.
As set out in MFA and AQNZ submission.
1258 Gary Barnett |1 |VOIume 2 |25 Definitions |25. |Oppose
Decision
Requested | The submission does not include a clear decision requested.
1258 Gary Barnett |2 |Vo|ume 2 |2 General Rules |2.9.9.1. |Oppose
Decision
Requested | That the following amendment (strike-through) is made to Standard 2.9.9.1 (inferred):
et
1258 Gary Barnett |3 |VOIume 2 |2 General Rules 2.11.4. Oppose
Decision
Requested | That the following amendment (strike-through) is made to Rule 2.11.4 (inferred).
1258 Gary Barnett |4 |Vo|ume 2 |2 General Rules 2.11.5. Oppose
Decision
Requested | That the following amendment (strike-through) is made to Rule 2.11.5 (inferred).
1258 Gary Barnett |5 |VOIume 2 25 Definitions 25. Oppose




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision
Decision
Requested | The submission does not include a decision requested.
1258 Gary Barnett |6 |VOIume 2 25 Definitions 25. Oppose
Decision
Requested | The submission does not include a clear decision requested.
1258 Gary Barnett |7 |VOIume 2 |3 Rural Environment Zone 3.7.4. Oppose
Decision
Requested
1258 Gary Barnett |8 |VOIume 2 |3 Rural Environment Zone 3.7.5. Oppose
Decision
Requested | That the following amendment (strike-through) is made to Rule 3.7.5 (inferred).
1258 Gary Barnett |9 |VOIume 2 |3 Rural Environment Zone 3.3.21.1. Oppose
Decision
Requested | That the following amendment (strike-through) is made to Standard 3.3.21.1 (inferred):
et
1258 Gary Barnett |10 |VOIume 1 5 Allocation of Public Resources Objective 5.4 Oppose
Decision
Requested | The submission does not include a clear decision requested.
1258 Gary Barnett |11 |Vo|ume 4 |Zoning Maps Zoning Map 80 Oppose
Decision
Requested || wish that the area shown on accompanying map (attached) be removed from this zone. Part of the area includes private land and the other part is subject
to a long term lease and is highly modified agricultural land.
1258 Gary Barnett |12 |VOIume 2 |3 Rural Environment Zone 3.7.7. Oppose




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision
Decision
Requested |Does this include a long drop and point source application ie caught short out on the farm? (7he submission does not include a specific decision requested.)
783 Juliet Barton |1 |AII All Oppose
Decision
Requested | This information is included to complete the submission database only.

As set out in MFA and AQNZ submission.

283 Craig Basham |1 |AII All Support in Part
Decision
Requested |Specific decision requested on notified provisions is not clear in the Submission.
263 Mark Batchelor |1 |Vo|ume 2 24 Subdivision 24.3.1. Oppose
Decision
Requested |Rule 24.3.1 and more particularly those provisions under the heading ‘Matters over which the Council has reserved control’ prescribed in rules 24.3.1.9 to
24.3.1.26, should have the following rules or words to a similar effect added to it.
24.3.1.27. Landscape plan including planting and existing trees, development including land shaping and tree species and location and ornaments, street
furniture and pathways and other structures within the road reserves and other parts of the subdivision proposed to be vested in Council or held under
corporate body or other community ownership and administration within the subdjivision.
The design of stormwater drains and swale areas and floodways and stormwater collection ponds, pedestrian pathways and amenity planting, including the
species of any planting within them.
How the landscape plan and any site development within public spaces comply with Crime Prevention through environmental design
(CEPTED) principle sand guidelines as referred to in Rule 24.1.
24.3.1.28 the extent to which the application provides for and should provide means of satisfying the Crime Prevention through environmental
design (CEPTED) principles and guidelines.
263 Mark Batchelor |2 |Vo|ume 2 All Oppose




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision

Decision

Requested |Add the following rules to the rules in each zone.
Existing trees within roads shall be retained unless they are replaced within 1 month of their removal.
Any new subdivisions shall include trees planted within the road reserves and the applications for consent to subdivide shall include a landscape planting and
land shaping plan including street trees at a minimum of one tree located within the area of the road reserve that is adjacent to each lot within the
subdivision.
Pruning or removal of any trees within street, reserves and other areas of public thoroughfare shall require resource consent.
Any trees removed for the purpose of protecting existing lines shall be replaced by new trees.
Where any telecommunication or lines for similar purpose and electricity lines are being installed or replaced these shall be installed underground.
Equipment, structures and containers associated with services and utilities located within roadways shall be screened by vegetation and coloured in low
reflectivity colours [these will need to be specified in the rule].

263 Mark Batchelor |3 |Vo|ume 1 14 Use of the Rural Environment 14. Oppose

Decision

Requested |Add the following Objective or words to similar effect;
Maintain, preserve and, enhance and increase the amenities of rural environments provided in road environments.
Add the following policy or words to similar effect;
Rules within each zone applying to public roadways and reserves and other areas of public land and thoroughfares shall include requirements for existing
trees to be retained and resource consent for their removal, applications for subdivision consent will be required to provide landscape plans, pruning or
removal of any trees within street, reserves and other areas of public thoroughfare shall require resource consent and where telecommunication or lines for
similar purpose and electricity lines are being installed or replaced these shall be installed underground.

263 Mark Batchelor |4 |Vo|ume 1 12 Urban Environments 12. Oppose




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision

Decision

Requested |Add the following Objective or words to similar effect;
Maintain, preserve and, enhance and increase the amenities of urban environments provided in road environments.
Add the following policy or words to similar effect;
Rules within each zone applying to public roadways and reserves and other areas of public land and thoroughfares shall include requirements for existing
trees to be retained and resource consent for their removal, applications for subdivision consent will be required to provide landscape plans, pruning or
removal of any trees within street, reserves and other areas of public thoroughfare shall require resource consent and where telecommunication or lines for
similar purpose and electricity lines are being installed or replaced these shall be installed underground.

263 Mark Batchelor |5 |VOIume 1 7 Landscape 7. Oppose

Decision

Requested |dd the following Objective or words to similar effect;
Maintain, preserve and, enhance and increase the amenities of landscape provided in road environments.
Add the following policy or words to similar effect;
Rules within each zone applying to public roadways and reserves and other areas of public land and thoroughfares shall include requirements for existing
trees to be retained and resource consent for their removal, applications for subdivision consent will be required to provide landscape plans, pruning or
removal of any trees within street, reserves and other areas of public thoroughfare shall require resource consent and where telecommunication or lines for
similar purpose and electricity lines are being installed or replaced these shall be installed underground.

263 Mark Batchelor |6 |VOIume 1 4 Use of Natural and Physical Resources |4. Oppose

Decision

Requested |Add the following Objective or words to similar effect;
Maintain, preserve and, enhance and increase the amenities of natural and physical resources provided in road environments.
Add the following policy or words to similar effect;
Rules within each zone applying to public roadways and reserves and other areas of public land and thoroughfares shall include requirements for existing
trees to be retained and resource consent for their removal, applications for subdivision consent wifl be required to provide landscape plans, pruning or
removal of any trees within street, reserves and other areas of public thoroughfare shall require resource consent and where telecommunication or lines for
similar purpose and electricity lines are being installed or replaced these shall be installed underground.

263 Mark Batchelor |7 |Vo|ume 3 Appendix 7 Scheme Plan Requirements Oppose




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision

Decision

Requested |Appendix 7 should have the following rule added under the heading ‘/nformatior’ ;
13. A landscape planting and development including land shaping and tree species and location and public garden and ornaments, street furniture and
pathways and other structures and public utilities and services proposed to be vested within the road reserves and other parts of the subdivision which will
be vested in Council and how existing trees are incorporated in the subdjvision layout.

263 Mark Batchelor E Volume 2 24 Subdivision 24.5. Oppose

Decision

Requested |Rule 24.5 should have the following rule or words to a similar effect added to it, or words to a similar effect;
24.5.4. Any application for consent to subdivide that does not comply with rules 24.1.7. 24.1.12, 24.1.18, 24.1.1.1, 24.2.1.3 and 24.2.1.2 as applicable
(requested by this submission to be added to the Plan)shall be publically notified.

263 Mark Batchelor |9 |VOIume 2 24 Subdivision 24.4.1. Oppose

Decision

Requested |Rule 24.4.1. and more particularly those provisions under the heading ‘Matters over which the Council has restricted its discretion” should have the following
matter or words to a similar effect added to it.
24.4.1.15. Landscape planting and development including land shaping and tree species and location and public garden and ornaments, street furniture and
pathways and other structures and public utilities and services proposed to be vested within the road reserves and other parts of the subdivision which will
be vested in Council and how existing trees are incorporated in the subdivision layout.

263 Mark Batchelor |10 |VOIume 2 24 Subdivision 24.2.1. Oppose

Decision

Requested | The following rules or words to a similar effect should be added to Rule 24.2.1;
24.2.1.2. All network utilities lines shall be located underground.
24.2.1.3 All structures, located within roadways and other land areas being vested, including, but not exclusively, cases and containers containing services
and utilities and other equipment required or proposed to be located above ground surface shall be coloured in low reflectivity colours ...[THESE ARE TO BE
DETERMINED IN THE REVIEW PROCESS]....[these are to be specified in the rule] ....... and screened from the road frontage and adjacent lots by landscape
planting or land shaping or combination of these.

263 Mark Batchelor |11 |VOIume 2 24 Subdivision 24.1. |Oppose




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision
Decision
Requested |Add the following rule under the heading ‘Roading’,
Applications for subdivision consent shall provide a landscape planting and land shaping plan for all roads within the subdivision. The plan shall show
any proposed landscape planting, existing trees and development including land shaping and tree species and location and ornaments, furniture
and pathways and other structures. The landscape plan shall provide at a minimum, one tree located within the area of road reserve adjacent to each
allotment.
263 Mark Batchelor |12 |VOIume 2 24 Subdivision 24.1. Oppose
Decision
Requested |Add the following rule under the heading Electricity;
All electricity lines shall be located underground.
263 Mark Batchelor |13 |VOIume 2 24 Subdivision 24.1. Oppose
Decision
Requested |Add the following rule under the heading 7elecommunications;
All telecommunication lines shall be located underground.
263 Mark Batchelor |14 |VOIume 2 24 Subdivision 24.1. Oppose
Decision
Requested |Add the following rule under the heading Esplanade Reserves and Esplanade Strips;
A landscape plan shall be provided including planting and existing trees land shaping plan shall be provided for all esplanade reserves and esplanade strjps
shall be provided with any application for consent to subdivide. The landscape plan shall show landscape planting and development including land shaping
and tree species and location and ornaments, furniture and pathways and other structures.
263 Mark Batchelor |15 |VOIume 2 24 Subdivision 24.1. Oppose




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision

Decision
Requested

Add new requirements under 24.1 as follows:
Under a new heading Reserves and other public spaces, excluding esplanade reserves and esplanade strips;

Applications for subdivision consent shall provide a landscape planting and land shaping plan showing any proposed landscape planting and development
including land shaping and tree species and location and ornaments, furniture and pathways and other structures.

Under a new heading ‘Stormwater drains and swale areas and floodways and stormwater collection ponds ’;

Stormwater drains and swale areas and floodways and stormwater collection ponds shall be designed to provide grades along their banks that make ingress
and egress on foot, provide pedestrian pathways along or around sides and amenity planting within them.

A new rule be added prescribing the following or wording to a similar effect;

Crime Prevention through environmental design (CEPTED)

The application shall include description and assessment of how the landscape plan satisfies the Crime Prevention through environmental design(CEPTED)
principles and guidelines specified by the ‘National guidelines for crime prevention through environmental design in New Zealand (Publication dated
November 2005 or any subsequent updates.

A new rule be added prescribing the following or wording to a similar effect;

Covenants and other restrictions and controls

Any covenants and any other restrictions and requirements on development, planting, fencing and walls along, on or parallel to the front boundaries placed
on properties shall be specified in the application. The application shall include description and assessment of how these satisfy the Crime Prevention
through environmental design (CEPTED) principles and guidelines specified by the ‘National guidelines for crime prevention through environmental design in
New Zealand (Publication date November 2005 or any subsequent upadates.

A new rule be added prescribing the following or wording to a similar effect;

The application shall include description and assessment of how the New Zealand Urban Design Protocol and any national standards or policy statements
relating to urban design.




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision

278 Mark Batchelor 1 Volume 1 12 Urban Environments Issue 12B Oppose
Decision
Requested |Additional Objectives and policies shall be added to Chapter 12 of the objectives and policies Volume 1 requiring the following or words to similar effect;

Objective 12.......

To provide opportunity for business development within Business zones adjoining residential areas while protecting the amenities of residential properties
and zones adjoining, facing, opposite to and adjacent to areas of Business Zone or on sites that Business activities may be permitted to be established on
within an Urban Residential zone.

Policy 12.......

Consideration of the design and appearance, scale, intensity and character of any business development and activity shall be concerned with protecting the
existing amenities and amenities that may be expected from the Permitted Activity standards of the surrounding Urban Residential zone.

Combination of the development and performance standards of the surrounding Urban Residential zone and existing development in

the immediately surrounding area shall be used to determine the appropriateness of the scale, intensity and character of building and site development for
the business activity.

The scale, intensity and character of buildings and site development and effects shall be similar or be designed to appear similar to and have effects similar
to the scale, intensity and character of development that may be expected from the Permitted Activity standards applicable to the surrounding Urban
Residential zone or alternatively that exist in the immediate locality.




Operational effects will comply with the performance standards applicable to the surrounding Urban Residential Area. In circumstances where the ambient
conditions applicable to those matters in regard to which performance standards are prescribed are less than the maximums prescribed by those standards
or have variable characteristics resulting from the residential nature of the locality, the operational effects of the business activity in these regards shall be no
greater than those ambient levels and characteristics.

278 Mark Batchelor |2 |Vo|ume 2 9 Business 1 Zone 9. Oppose
Decision
Requested | That the rules be altered to include the following additional rule or words to a similar effect.
Site adjoining or adjacent or facing residential zoned properties.
Development of the site and buildings, activities and operational characteristics are Controlled Activities.
Assessment of these applications shall include consideration of the objectives and policies relating to properties adjoining or adjacent or facing residential
zoned properties.
278 Mark Batchelor |3 |VOIume 2 11 Business 3 Zone 11. Oppose
Decision
Requested | That the rules be altered to include the following additional rule or words to a similar effect.
Site adjoining or adjacent or facing residential zoned properties.
Development of the site and buildings, activities and operational characteristics are Controlled Activities.
Assessment of these applications shall include consideration of the objectives and policies relating to properties adjoining or adjacent or facing residential
zoned properties.
278 Mark Batchelor |4 |VOIume 2 10 Business 2 Zone 10. Oppose
Decision
Requested | That the rules be altered to include the following additional rule or words to a similar effect.

Site adjoining or adjacent or facing residential zoned properties.

Development of the site and buildings, activities and operational characteristics are Controlled Activities.
Assessment of these applications shall include consideration of the objectives and policies relating to properties adjoining or adjacent or facing residential
zoned properties.




Sub No Submitter

Point Volume Provision

Chapter

361 Mark Batchelor 1 Volume 2 2 General Rules 2.31. Oppose

Decision

Requested |Include a new rule providing for reduction of onsite parking requirements on the basis of one space for each 5 bike racks under cover and associated

bathroom and shower facilities including storage for clothing being provided on the premises.

571 BDM Management Limited |1 |AII All Oppose

Decision

Requested | This information is included to complete the submission database only.

As set out in MFA and AQNZ submission.

733 Graeme L Beal 1 Volume 4 Overlay Maps Coastal Natural Oppose
Character 2

Decision

Requested |Remove natural character overlay from the vicinity of marine farm 8574 in Forsyth Bay; or record that aquaculture will not affect the relevant values.

733 Graeme L Beal 2 Volume 4 Overlay Maps Coastal Natural Oppose
Character 2

Decision

Requested |Remove natural character overlay from the vicinity of marine farm 8590 in Forsyth Bay; or record that aquaculture will not affect the relevant values.

733 Graeme L Beal 3 Volume 4 Overlay Maps Coastal Natural Oppose
Character 3

Decision

Requested |Remove natural character overlay from the vicinity of marine farm 8307 in Brightlands Bay; or record that aguaculture will not affect the relevant values.

733 Graeme L Beal 4 Volume 4 Overlay Maps Coastal Natural Oppose
Character 3

Decision

Requested [Remove natural character overlay from the vicinity of marine farm 8306 in Brightlands Bay; or record that aquaculture will not affect the relevant values.

733 Graeme L Beal 5 Volume 3 Appendix 2 Coastal Natural Character Oppose

Schedule of Values




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision

Decision

Requested |Remove natural character overlay from the vicinity of marine farms 8574 and 8590 in Forsyth Bay, and 8307 and 8306 in Brightlands Bay; or record that
aquaculture will not affect the relevant values.

733 Graeme L Beal |6 |VOIume 4 Overlay Maps Landscapes 4 Oppose

Decision

Requested |Remove outstanding natural feature and landscape overlay from the vicinity of marine farm 8574 in Forsyth Bay; or record that aquaculture will not affect
the relevant values.

733 Graeme L Beal |7 |Vo|ume 4 Overlay Maps Landscapes 5 Oppose

Decision

Requested |Remove outstanding natural feature and landscape overlay from the vicinity of marine farm 8574 in Forsyth Bay; or record that aquaculture will not affect
the relevant values.

733 Graeme L Beal |8 |VOIume 4 Overlay Maps Landscapes 4 Oppose

Decision

Requested |Remove outstanding natural feature and landscape overlay from the vicinity of marine farm 8590 in Forsyth Bay; or record that aquaculture will not affect
the relevant values.

733 Graeme L Beal |9 |VOIume 4 Overlay Maps Landscapes 5 Oppose

Decision

Requested |Remove outstanding natural feature and landscape overlay from the vicinity of marine farm 8590 in Forsyth Bay; or record that aquaculture will not affect
the relevant values.

733 Graeme L Beal |10 |VOIume 4 Overlay Maps Landscapes 4 Oppose

Decision

Requested |Remove outstanding natural feature and landscape overlay from the vicinity of marine farm 8307 in Brightlands Bay; or record that aquaculture will not
affect the relevant values.

733 Graeme L Beal |11 |VOIume 4 Overlay Maps Landscapes 4 Oppose

Decision

Requested |Remove outstanding natural feature and landscape overlay from the vicinity of marine farm 8306 in Brightlands Bay; or record that aquaculture will not
affect the relevant values.




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision
733 Graeme L Beal 12 Volume 3 Appendix 1 Landscape Schedule of Oppose
Values
Decision
Requested |Remove outstanding natural feature and landscape overlay from the vicinity of marine farms 8574 and 8590 in Forsyth Bay, and 8307 and 8306 in
Brightlands Bay; or record that aquaculture will not affect the relevant values.
608 Beal Family Trust |1 |AII All Support in Part
Decision
Requested |We support and agree with the submission lodged by MFIA and seek the same outcome.
1069 Beaver Bed and Breakfast |1 |VOIume 2 2 General Rules 2.32. Support in Part
Decision
Requested | That the following amendments (strike through and bold) are made to:
2.32 Standards that apply to specific permitted activities
Table 2.1 Parking and Queuing Space Requirements
Visitor accommodation or homestay
For homestays — 21 for each bedroom in addition to that required for the dwelling.
29 Beaver Limited and Clouston Sounds Trust |1 |VOIume 4 Zoning Maps Zoning Map 126 Oppose
Decision
Requested | The Coastal Living zone be extended over Lot 1 DP 10803 to a more logical boundary based on adjoining zonings.
452 Beconbrae Farm |1 |VOIume 1 14 Use of the Rural Environment Policy 14.4.12 Support
Decision
Requested Retain pO|ICy 14.4.12
452 Beconbrae Farm |2 |VOIume 1 14 Use of the Rural Environment Policy 14.4.13 Support
Decision
Requested Retain pO|ICy 14.4.13
452 Beconbrae Farm |3 |VOIume 1 7 Landscape Policy 7.2.2 Support




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision

Decision
Requested Retain PO|ICy 7.2.2

452 Beconbrae Farm |4 |VOIume 1 7 Landscape Policy 7.2.7 Support

Decision
Requested Retain PO|ICy 7.2.7

1053 Roger Bee 1 Volume 1 2 Background Identifying regionally |Oppose
significant issues

Decision
Requested |Add a new issue to Volume 1 to recognise that aquaculture, farming, forestry and vineyards are regionally significant sectors in Marlborough’s economy that

sustains our communities.

1053 Roger Bee |2 |VOIume 1 4 Use of Natural and Physical Resources |Issue 4B Oppose

Decision
Requested [Amend issue 4B to recognise that regionally significant sectors are at risk if unable to operate efficiently and effectively.

1053 Roger Bee |3 |Vo|ume 1 4 Use of Natural and Physical Resources |Objective 4.2 Oppose

Decision
Requested |Amend Objective 4.2 to recognise that regionally significant sectors are at risk if unable to operate efficiently and effectively.

1053 Roger Bee |4 |VOIume 1 4 Use of Natural and Physical Resources |Policy 4.2.1 Oppose

Decision
Requested |Add to Policy 4.2.1 a list of areas of significant aquaculture and wine development.

1053 Roger Bee |5 |VOIume 2 All Oppose

Decision
Requested |Add a new rule to Volume 2 to ensure that developments like marine farms, once consented, are allowed to stay as long as their owner does a good job and

obeys the rules.




1053 Roger Bee 6 Volume 1 All Oppose

Decision

Requested |Add a wider range of non-regulatory methods to the Plan aimed at building awareness.

1053 Roger Bee |7 |VOIume 1 4 Use of Natural and Physical Resources |Issue 4C Oppose

Decision

Requested [Amend Issue 4C and Objective 4.3 and flow on policies by recognising and providing for the existing and changing land and seascapes of use of aquaculture,
vineyards and pastoral farming.

1053 Roger Bee |8 |VOIume 1 4 Use of Natural and Physical Resources |Objective 4.3 Oppose

Decision

Requested |Amend Issue 4C and Objective 4.3 and flow on policies by recognising and providing for the existing and changing land and seascapes of use of aquaculture,
vineyards and pastoral farming.

1053 Roger Bee |9 |Vo|ume 1 6 Natural Character Issue 6A Oppose

Decision

Requested |Amend Issue 6A and Objective 6.1 and flow on policies by recognising and providing for the existing and changing land and seascapes of use of aquaculture,
vineyards and pastoral farming.

1053 Roger Bee |10 |VOIume 1 6 Natural Character Objective 6.1 Oppose

Decision

Requested [Amend Issue 6A and Objective 6.1 and flow on policies by recognising and providing for the existing and changing land and seascapes of use of aquaculture,
vineyards and pastoral farming.

41 Edward Ross Beech |1 |VOIume 2 3 Rural Environment Zone 3.3.6.1. Support

Decision

Requested |Retain the proposed standard. (inferred)

41 Edward Ross Beech |2 |VOIume 2 3 Rural Environment Zone 3.3.8.1. Support

Decision

Requested |Retain the proposed standard. (inferred)

41 Edward Ross Beech |3 |VOIume 2 3 Rural Environment Zone 3.3.10.1. Support




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision

Decision

Requested |Retain the proposed standard. (inferred)

41 Edward Ross Beech |4 |VOIume 2 |3 Rural Environment Zone |3.7.2. |Support
Decision

Requested |Retain the proposed standard. (inferred)

41 Edward Ross Beech |5 |VOIume 2 |4 Coastal Environment Zone |4.3.7.1. |Support
Decision

Requested |Retain the proposed standard. (inferred)

41 Edward Ross Beech |6 |VOIume 2 4 Coastal Environment Zone 4.3.9.1. Support
Decision

Requested |Retain the proposed standard. (inferred)

41 Edward Ross Beech |7 |Volume 2 4 Coastal Environment Zone 4.7.3. Support
Decision

Requested |Retain the proposed standard. (inferred)

41 Edward Ross Beech |8 |VOIume 2 7 Coastal Living Zone 7.5.3. Support
Decision

Requested |Retain the proposed standard. (inferred)

41 Edward Ross Beech |9 |VOIume 2 8 Rural Living Zone 8.3.7.1. Support
Decision

Requested |Retain the proposed standard. (inferred)

41 Edward Ross Beech |10 |Volume 2 8 Rural Living Zone 8.3.9.1. Support
Decision

Requested |Retain the proposed standard. (inferred)




41 Edward Ross Beech 11 Volume 2 8 Rural Living Zone 8.5.3. Support
Decision

Requested |Retain the proposed standard. (inferred)

42 Edward Ross Beech |1 |Vo|ume 1 |8 Indigenous Biodiversity |POIicy 8.1.1 |Supp0rt
Decision

Requested Retain the proposed provision. (inferred)

42 Edward Ross Beech |2 |VOIume 1 |8 Indigenous Biodiversity |Policy 8.1.2 |Support
Decision

Requested |Retain the proposed provision. (inferred)

42 Edward Ross Beech |3 |VOIume 1 8 Indigenous Biodiversity Policy 8.1.3 Support
Decision

Requested |Retain the proposed provision. (inferred)

42 Edward Ross Beech |4 |VOIume 1 8 Indigenous Biodiversity Policy 8.2.1 Support
Decision

Requested |Retain the proposed provision. (inferred)

42 Edward Ross Beech |5 |VOIume 1 8 Indigenous Biodiversity Policy 8.2.2 Support
Decision

Requested |Retain the proposed provision. (inferred)

42 Edward Ross Beech |6 |VOIume 1 8 Indigenous Biodiversity Policy 8.2.3 Support
Decision

Requested |Retain the proposed provision. (inferred)

42 Edward Ross Beech |7 |VOIume 1 8 Indigenous Biodiversity Policy 8.2.4 Support
Decision

Requested |Retain the proposed provision. (inferred)

42 Edward Ross Beech |8 |VOIume 1 8 Indigenous Biodiversity Policy 8.2.5 Support




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision

Decision

Requested |Retain the proposed provision. (inferred)

42 Edward Ross Beech |9 |VOIume 1 8 Indigenous Biodiversity Policy 8.2.6 Support
Decision

Requested |Retain the proposed provision. (inferred)

42 Edward Ross Beech |10 |Volume 1 8 Indigenous Biodiversity Policy 8.2.7 Support
Decision

Requested |Retain the proposed provision. (inferred)

42 Edward Ross Beech |11 |Vo|ume 1 8 Indigenous Biodiversity Policy 8.2.8 Support
Decision

Requested |Retain the proposed provision. (inferred)

42 Edward Ross Beech |12 |VOIume 1 8 Indigenous Biodiversity Policy 8.2.9 Support
Decision

Requested |Retain the proposed provision. (inferred)

42 Edward Ross Beech |13 |VOIume 1 8 Indigenous Biodiversity Policy 8.2.10 Support
Decision

Requested |Retain the proposed provision. (inferred)

42 Edward Ross Beech |14 |VOIume 1 8 Indigenous Biodiversity Policy 8.2.11 Support
Decision

Requested |Retain the proposed provision. (inferred)

42 Edward Ross Beech |15 |Volume 1 8 Indigenous Biodiversity Policy 8.2.12 Support
Decision

Requested |Retain the proposed provision. (inferred)

42 Edward Ross Beech |16 |VOIume 1 8 Indigenous Biodiversity Policy 8.2.13 Support




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision

Decision

Requested |Retain the proposed provision. (inferred)

42 Edward Ross Beech |17 |VOIume 1 8 Indigenous Biodiversity Policy 8.3.1 Support
Decision

Requested |Retain the proposed provision. (inferred)

42 Edward Ross Beech |18 |VOIume 1 8 Indigenous Biodiversity Policy 8.3.2 Support
Decision

Requested |Retain the proposed provision. (inferred)

42 Edward Ross Beech |19 |Vo|ume 1 8 Indigenous Biodiversity Policy 8.3.3 Support
Decision

Requested |Retain the proposed provision. (inferred)

42 Edward Ross Beech |20 |VOIume 1 8 Indigenous Biodiversity Policy 8.3.4 Support
Decision

Requested |Retain the proposed provision. (inferred)

42 Edward Ross Beech |21 |VOIume 1 8 Indigenous Biodiversity Policy 8.3.5 Support
Decision

Requested |Retain the proposed provision. (inferred)

42 Edward Ross Beech |22 |VOIume 1 8 Indigenous Biodiversity Policy 8.3.6 Support
Decision

Requested |Retain the proposed provision. (inferred)

42 Edward Ross Beech |23 |VOIume 1 8 Indigenous Biodiversity Policy 8.3.7 Support
Decision

Requested |Retain the proposed provision. (inferred)

42 Edward Ross Beech |24 |VOIume 1 8 Indigenous Biodiversity Policy 8.3.8 Support




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision

Decision
Requested |Retain the proposed provision. (inferred)

42 Edward Ross Beech |25 |VOIume 1 8 Indigenous Biodiversity 8.M.1 Support

Decision
Requested |Retain the proposed method. (inferred)

42 Edward Ross Beech |26 |Volume 1 8 Indigenous Biodiversity 8.M.2 Support

Decision
Requested |Retain the proposed method. (inferred)

42 Edward Ross Beech |27 |Volume 1 8 Indigenous Biodiversity 8.M.3 Support

Decision
Requested |Retain the proposed method. (inferred)

42 Edward Ross Beech |28 |VOIume 1 8 Indigenous Biodiversity 8.M.4 Support

Decision
Requested |Retain the proposed method. (inferred)

42 Edward Ross Beech |29 |VOIume 1 8 Indigenous Biodiversity 8.M.5 Support

Decision
Requested |Retain the proposed method. (inferred)

42 Edward Ross Beech |30 |VOIume 1 8 Indigenous Biodiversity 8.M.6 Support

Decision
Requested |Retain the proposed method. (inferred)

42 Edward Ross Beech |31 |VOIume 1 8 Indigenous Biodiversity 8.M.7 Support

Decision
Requested |Retain the proposed method. (inferred)

42 Edward Ross Beech |32 |VOIume 1 8 Indigenous Biodiversity 8.M.8 Support




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision

Decision
Requested |Retain the proposed method. (inferred)

42 Edward Ross Beech |33 |VOIume 1 8 Indigenous Biodiversity 8.M.9 Support

Decision
Requested |Retain the proposed method. (inferred)

42 Edward Ross Beech |34 |Volume 1 8 Indigenous Biodiversity 8.M.10 Support

Decision
Requested |Retain the proposed method. (inferred)

42 Edward Ross Beech |35 |VOIume 1 8 Indigenous Biodiversity 8.M.11 Support

Decision
Requested |Retain the proposed method. (inferred)

42 Edward Ross Beech |36 |VOIume 1 8 Indigenous Biodiversity 8.M.12 Support

Decision
Requested |Retain the proposed method. (inferred)

692 Edward Ross Beech |1 |Volume 2 |3 Rural Environment Zone |3.3.6.1. |Support

Decision
Requested |Retain Standard 3.3.6.1.

692 Edward Ross Beech |2 |VOIume 2 |3 Rural Environment Zone |3.3.8.1. |Support

Decision
Requested |Retain Standard 3.3.8.1.

692 Edward Ross Beech |3 |Volume 2 |3 Rural Environment Zone |3.3.10.1. |Support

Decision
Requested |Retain Standard 3.3.10.1.

692 Edward Ross Beech |4 |VOIume 2 |3 Rural Environment Zone |3.7.2. |Support

Decision
Requested Retain Rule 3.7.2.




692 Edward Ross Beech 5 Volume 2 4 Coastal Environment Zone 4.3.7.1. Support
Decision

Requested Retain Standard 4.3.7.1.

692 Edward Ross Beech |6 |VOIume 2 |4 Coastal Environment Zone |4.3.9.1. |Support
Decision

Requested |Retain Standard 4.3.9.1.

692 Edward Ross Beech |7 |VOIume 2 |4 Coastal Environment Zone |4.7.3. |Support
Decision

Requested Retain Standard 4.7.3.

692 Edward Ross Beech |8 |VOIume 2 |7 Coastal Living Zone |7.5.3. |Support
Decision

Requested |Retain Standard 7.5.3.

692 Edward Ross Beech |9 |VOIume 2 |8 Rural Living Zone |8.3.7.1. |Support
Decision

Requested Retain Standard 8.3.7.1.

692 Edward Ross Beech |10 |Volume 2 |8 Rural Living Zone |8.3.9.1. |Support
Decision

Requested |Retain Standard 8.3.9.1.

692 Edward Ross Beech |11 |VOIume 2 |8 Rural Living Zone |8.5.3. |Support
Decision

Requested Retain Rule 8.5.3.

693 Edward Ross Beech |1 |VOIume 1 |8 Indigenous Biodiversity |Issue 8A |Support
Decision

Requested [Support Issue 8A.

693 Edward Ross Beech |2 |VOIume 1 |8 Indigenous Biodiversity |Po|icy 8.1.1 |Support
Decision

Requested

Support Policy 8.1.1.




693 Edward Ross Beech 3 Volume 1 8 Indigenous Biodiversity Policy 8.1.2 Support
Decision

Requested Retain Policy 8.1.2.

693 Edward Ross Beech |4 |VOIume 1 |8 Indigenous Biodiversity |Po|icy 8.1.3 |Support
Decision

Requested Retain PO'ICy 8.1.3.

693 Edward Ross Beech |5 |VOIume 1 |8 Indigenous Biodiversity |Po|icy 8.2.1 |Support
Decision

Requested Retain Policy 8.2.1.

693 Edward Ross Beech |6 |VOIume 1 |8 Indigenous Biodiversity |Policy 8.2.2 |Support
Decision

Requested Retain PO'ICy 8.2.2.

693 Edward Ross Beech |7 |VOIume 1 |8 Indigenous Biodiversity |Po|icy 8.2.3 |Support
Decision

Requested |Retain Policy 8.2.3.

693 Edward Ross Beech |8 |VOIume 1 |8 Indigenous Biodiversity |Policy 8.2.4 |Support
Decision

Requested Retain PO'ICy 8.2.4.

693 Edward Ross Beech |9 |VOIume 1 |8 Indigenous Biodiversity |Po|icy 8.2.5 |Support
Decision

Requested Retain P0||Cy 8.2.5.

693 Edward Ross Beech |10 |VOIume 1 |8 Indigenous Biodiversity |Policy 8.2.6 |Support
Decision

Requested Retain PO|ICy 8.2.6.

693 Edward Ross Beech |11 |VOIume 1 |8 Indigenous Biodiversity |Po|icy 8.2.7 |Support
Decision

Requested

Retain Policy 8.2.7.




693 Edward Ross Beech 12 Volume 1 8 Indigenous Biodiversity Policy 8.2.8 Support
Decision

Requested |Retain Policy 8.2.8.

693 Edward Ross Beech |13 |VOIume 1 |8 Indigenous Biodiversity |Po|icy 8.2.9 |Support
Decision

Requested Retain PO'ICy 8.2.9.

693 Edward Ross Beech |14 |VOIume 1 |8 Indigenous Biodiversity |Po|icy 8.2.10 |Support
Decision

Requested |Retain Policy 8.2.10.

693 Edward Ross Beech |15 |VOIume 1 |8 Indigenous Biodiversity |Policy 8.2.11 |Support
Decision

Requested Retain PO'ICy 8.2.11.

693 Edward Ross Beech |16 |VOIume 1 |8 Indigenous Biodiversity |Po|icy 8.2.12 |Support
Decision

Requested Retain Policy 8.2.12.

693 Edward Ross Beech |17 |VOIume 1 |8 Indigenous Biodiversity |Policy 8.2.13 |Support
Decision

Requested Retain PO'ICy 8.2.13.

693 Edward Ross Beech |18 |VOIume 1 |8 Indigenous Biodiversity |Po|icy 8.3.1 |Support
Decision

Requested Retain P0||Cy 8.3.1.

693 Edward Ross Beech |19 |VOIume 1 |8 Indigenous Biodiversity |Policy 8.3.2 |Support
Decision

Requested Reatin PO|ICy 8.3.2.

693 Edward Ross Beech |20 |VOIume 1 |8 Indigenous Biodiversity |Po|icy 8.3.3 |Support
Decision

Requested

Retain Policy 8.3.3.




693 Edward Ross Beech 21 Volume 1 8 Indigenous Biodiversity Policy 8.3.4 Support
Decision

Requested Retain PO"Cy 8.3.4.

693 Edward Ross Beech |22 |VOIume 1 |8 Indigenous Biodiversity |Po|icy 8.3.5 |Support
Decision

Requested Retain PO'ICy 8.3.5.

693 Edward Ross Beech |23 |VOIume 1 |8 Indigenous Biodiversity |Po|icy 8.3.6 |Support
Decision

Requested |Retain Policy 8.3.6.

693 Edward Ross Beech |24 |VOIume 1 |8 Indigenous Biodiversity |Policy 8.3.7 |Support
Decision

Requested Retain PO'ICy 8.3.7.

693 Edward Ross Beech |25 |VOIume 1 |8 Indigenous Biodiversity |Po|icy 8.3.8 |Support
Decision

Requested |Retain Policy 8.3.8.

693 Edward Ross Beech |26 |VOIume 1 |8 Indigenous Biodiversity |8.M.1 |Support
Decision

Requested Retain 8.M.1.

693 Edward Ross Beech |27 |VOIume 1 8 Indigenous Biodiversity 8.M.2 Support
Decision

Requested Retain 8.M.2.

693 Edward Ross Beech |28 |VOIume 1 8 Indigenous Biodiversity 8.M.3 Support
Decision

Requested Retain 8.M.3.

693 Edward Ross Beech |29 |VOIume 1 8 Indigenous Biodiversity 8.M.4 Support
Decision

Requested

Retain 8.M.4.




693 Edward Ross Beech 30 Volume 1 8 Indigenous Biodiversity 8.M.5 Support
Decision

Requested Retain 8.M.5.

693 Edward Ross Beech |31 |Volume 1 8 Indigenous Biodiversity 8.M.6 Support
Decision

Requested Retain 8.M.6.

693 Edward Ross Beech |32 |VOIume 1 8 Indigenous Biodiversity 8.M.7 Support
Decision

Requested Retain 8.M.7.

693 Edward Ross Beech |33 |VOIume 1 8 Indigenous Biodiversity 8.M.8 Support
Decision

Requested Retain 8.M.8.

693 Edward Ross Beech |34 |Volume 1 8 Indigenous Biodiversity 8.M.9 Support
Decision

Requested Retain 8.M.9.

693 Edward Ross Beech |35 |VOIume 1 8 Indigenous Biodiversity 8.M.10 Support
Decision

Requested Retain 8.M.10.

693 Edward Ross Beech |36 |VOIume 1 8 Indigenous Biodiversity 8.M.11 Support
Decision

Requested Retain 8.M.11.

693 Edward Ross Beech |37 |VOIume 1 |8 Indigenous Biodiversity |8.M.12 |Support
Decision

Requested Retain 8.M.12.

699 Pete and Takutai Beech |1 |VOIume 2 |4 Coastal Environment Zone |4.3.6.1. |Support in Part




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision

Decision
Requested

That the following amendments (strike through and bold) are made to standard 4.3.6.1:

4.3.6.1. Replanting must not be in, or within:
(c) 36 200 metres of the coastal marine area.

That the following new standards are included (inferred)
A buffer zone for all forest plantations is comprised of native bush with its associated under-story.

Any pine plantation adjacent to DOC or private land should be made to stop the planting 100 metres from the ridge lines to stop the pines from dominating
the skyline and allowing spill over and allowing wilding pines to spread.

Any forest that is regarded as an uneconomic forest and the owners have no intention of reharvesting should be compelled to boom spray to kill all the
regenerating pines and allow the native bush to regenerate.

A harvesting management plan should be required prior to harvest and should include contacting Iwi and Eco tour operators to see if there are any cultural?
or environmental issues that they need to be aware of and pay attention too.

Every stream bed from the harvest site needs to have debris dams and engineered soak pits or sediment traps that filter out and prevent the sediment from
filling up the bays with mud and smothering the benthic life.

Kaimoana beds are protected from sedimentation and restored.

699 Pete and Takutai Beech |2 |Vo|ume 1 13 Use of the Coastal Environment 13. Oppose
Decision
Requested | That bottom dredging is banned in the Sounds for both Commercial and recreational uses.

That the practice of set netting and long lines is banned.

That a sustainable management plan is included for the Sounds recreational fishery.




699 Pete and Takutai Beech 3 Volume 1 8 Indigenous Biodiversity 8.M.7 Support in Part
Decision
Requested | That a Dolphin protection programme for the Sounds is undertaken.
699 Pete and Takutai Beech |4 |Vo|ume 2 16 Coastal Marine Zone 16.3.1. Support
Decision
Requested |Ferry speeds should be limited to 15 kts. No Grandfather clauses.
Retain standard 16.3.1.
699 Pete and Takutai Beech |5 |VOIume 1 13 Use of the Coastal Environment Issue 131 Oppose
Decision
Requested | That all shipping is prohibited in Tory Channel (inferred).
699 Pete and Takutai Beech |6 |VOIume 1 |13 Use of the Coastal Environment |Objective 13.9 |Oppose
Decision
Requested | The submission does not include a decision requested.
699 Pete and Takutai Beech |7 |VOIume 1 |13 Use of the Coastal Environment |13. |Oppose
Decision
Requested | That greater recognition is given to Picton as being "The Environmental Capital of the Sounds” (inferred).
459 Beef and Lamb New Zealand |1 |AII All | Support
Decision
Requested |*  Ensure all rules within the MEP are effects based, rather than regulating actual farming activities.
« Consequential restructuring or amendments to the Plan and other provisions such as the definitions, objectives and policies, or parts thereof, arising from
the material amendments sought.
459 Beef and Lamb New Zealand |2 |AII All Support in Part
Decision
Requested |* Include an alternative pathway in the MEP to encourage proactive on-farm behaviour through the adoption of Farm Environment Plans.

e The alternative pathway could be to the effect of:




Farming (except intensive farming) undertaken in accordance with a council approved Farm Environment Plan template is a permitted activity, provided the
Farm Environment Plan is prepared and implemented in accordance with (schedule X or to like effect), and provided to Marlborough District Council on
request.

OR

e introduce a method that allows farmers to develop a farm environment plan that enables them to demonstrate compliance with permitted activity rules

e Schedule X could be to the effect of:

A map or aerial photograph showing:

- The boundaries of the property or within the farm enterprise;

- The boundaries of land management units on the property or within the farm enterprise

- The location of permanent and intermittent rivers, streams, lakes, drains or ponds;

- The location of riparian vegetation and fences adjacent to water bodies;

- The location of any areas within the property that are identified in a District Plan as “significant indigenous biodiversity;” and

- The location of any known and recorded heritage sites.

e A description of the Good Management Practices that will be implemented to target the following management areas, where relevant:
- Nutrient Management;

- Irrigation Management;

- Soils Management;

- Waterbody Management; and/or

- Point sources (e.g. offal pits).




Sub No Submitter Point Volume Chapter Provision

459 Beef and Lamb New Zealand 3 All All Support in Part

Decision

Requested |Delete reference to specific species within the rules, standards, and appendices;
Amend rules relating to pest species so that they refer back to the Marlborough Regional Pest Management Strategy for direction on management/ control
actions.

459 Beef and Lamb New Zealand |4 |Vo|ume 2 |2 General Rules 2.11.4. |Oppose

Decision

Requested [Amend the MEP so that activities that Council has classified as prohibited (rules 2.11.4, 3.7.4; 4.7.4; 3.7.1; 4.7.1.;7.5.1;8.5.1) are downgraded to non-
complying or discretionary activities.

459 Beef and Lamb New Zealand |5 |VOIume 2 |3 Rural Environment Zone 3.7.4. |Oppose

Decision

Requested |Amend the MEP so that activities that Council has classified as prohibited (rules 2.11.4, 3.7.4; 4.7.4; 3.7.1; 4.7.1.;7.5.1;8.5.1) are downgraded to non-
complying or discretionary activities.

459 Beef and Lamb New Zealand |6 |VOIume 2 |4 Coastal Environment Zone 4.7.4. |Oppose

Decision

Requested |Amend the MEP so that activities that Council has classified as prohibited (rules 2.11.4, 3.7.4; 4.7.4; 3.7.1; 4.7.1.;7.5.1;8.5.1) are downgraded to non-
complying or discretionary activities.

459 Beef and Lamb New Zealand |7 |VOIume 2 |3 Rural Environment Zone 3.7.1. |Oppose

Decision

Requested [Amend the MEP so that activities that Council has classified as prohibited (rules 2.11.4, 3.7.4; 4.7.4; 3.7.1; 4.7.1.;7.5.1;8.5.1) are downgraded to non-
complying or discretionary activities.

459 Beef and Lamb New Zealand |8 |VOIume 2 |4 Coastal Environment Zone 4.7.1. |Oppose

Decision

Requested [Amend the MEP so that activities that Council has classified as prohibited (rules 2.11.4, 3.7.4; 4.7.4; 3.7.1; 4.7.1.;7.5.1;8.5.1) are downgraded to non-
complying or discretionary activities.

459 Beef and Lamb New Zealand |9 |VOIume 2 |7 Coastal Living Zone 7.5.1. |Oppose




Sub No Submitter

Point Volume Provision

Chapter

Decision
Requested

Downgrade some of the prohibited activity controls within the MEP
B+LNZ submits that some of prohibited activities used within the MEP appear unnecessarily restrictive.

459 Beef and Lamb New Zealand |10 |VOIume 2 |8 Rural Living Zone 8.5.1. |Oppose

Decision

Requested |Amend the MEP so that activities that Council has classified as prohibited (rules 2.11.4, 3.7.4; 4.7.4; 3.7.1; 4.7.1.;7.5.1;8.5.1) are downgraded to non-
complying or discretionary activities.

459 Beef and Lamb New Zealand 