Appendix |: Table of submission points
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349.4

Kim Robinson on behalf of
Lochiel Farmlands Limited

Not Stated

Amend Rule 22.2.4 Hazardous substances, to replace
the reference from "Appendix 6 (Hazardous
Substances)" to "Appendix 5".

Rule 22.2.4 - hazardous substances appears
to be a typo and should be Appendix 5 as is
the Appendix for hazardous substances.

Accept

19.2

FS1386.496

Mercury NZ Limited for Mercury
C

Oppose

Null

At the time of lodging this further submission,
neither natural hazard flood provisions nor
adequate flood maps were available, and it is
therefore not clear from a land use
management perspective, either how effects
from a significant flood event will be managed,
or whether the land use zone is appropriate
from a risk exposure. Mercury
considers it is necessary to analyse the results
of the flood hazard assessment prior to
designing the district plan policy framework.
This is because the policy framework is
intended to include management controls to
avoid, remedy and mitigate significant flood risk
in an appropriate manner to ensure the level of
risk exposure for all land use and development
in the Waikato River Catchment is appropriate.

Reject

19.2

378.100

Fire and Emergency New
Zealand

Oppose

Amend Rule 19.2.5 Hazardous Substances, as
follows: (a) The use, storage or disposal of any
hazardous substance where: (i) The aggregate
quantity of any hazardous substance of any hazard
classification on a site is less than the quantity
specified for the Business Zone Tamahere in Table
6.1 contained within Appendix 5 (Hazardous
Substances); (ii) The storage or use of radioactive
materials is in approved equipment for medical and
diagnostic purposes, or specified as an exempt
activity or article in the Radiation Safety Act and
Regulations 2017. (iii) Rule 19.2.5(a) (i) excludes fire
stations and associated fire service operations.
AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make further
or consequential amendments as necessary to
address the matters raised in the submission.

Fire and Emergency New Zealand opposes
Rule 19.2.5 as while fire stations and
associated firefighting activities involve the
use and storage of hazardous substances at
quantities that are considered minor, it is
possible that the permitted provisions may
not enable for this, and could affect Fire and
Emergency New Zealand's ability to
operate as easily and smoothly as needed.
Fire and Emergency New Zealand requests
that fire stations and associated firefighting
activities are excluded from Rule 19.2.5 for
the following reasons: The 8.3 classification
(Table 5.1 contained within Appendix 5
(Hazardous Substances)) has a relatively
low limit in the Business Town Centre
Zone, and is quite low in other areas- lots
of household products are eye corrosives
from dishwashing to laundry powder. This

Reject

16.2
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would limit and potentially prevent Fire and
Emergency New Zealand having a
HAZMAT vehicle based in this zone
because they carry neutralizing agents
which are eye corrosives. A greater
concern is that some of Fire and Emergency
New Zealand's fire retardants and foams
also have this classification and this limit
could potentially require that Fire and
Emergency New Zealand need a resource
consent to hold a small amount or and
other these chemicals on site, as a lower
limit would be largely taken up by ordinary
household chemicals used on site. The 8.3A
classification is for eye corrosion. A person
is only affected by this hazard class if they
come into direct contact with a product
with this classification. This hazard is also
managed under the health and safety at
work and HSNO legislation usually via
labelling and PPE requirements. Fire and
Emergency New Zealand considers that
there is no logic in restricting the amount of
these substances held as it relates to Fire
and Emergency New Zealand operations,
particularly if they are in enclosed
containers for systems. Some of Fire and
Emergency New Zealand's fire retardants
are solids rather than liquids and the
reasons for the limits specified in the plan
do not make sense for solids. Fire and
Emergency New Zealand current main fire
retardant is a powder but Fire and
Emergency New Zealand are also looking at
new foams which come in bricks. As such,
higher restrictions for waterways do not
make sense for these products as they do
not leak or flow. Fire and Emergency New
Zealand often requires the temporary
storage of chemicals necessary for providing
an emergency response, during an
emergency and within a short period after
the emergency, i.e. there is a small grace
period for example if Fire and Emergency
New Zealand need a truck to remove a
container which has firefighting chemicals in

Page 2 of 147



Submission Submitter Support Decision requested Reasons Recommendatio | Section of
point Oppose n this report
where the
submissio
n point is
addressed
it, they may need to wait for a few working
days after the emergency has finished for a
contractor to do that work. Not providing
for this could restrict Fire and Emergency
New Zealand's ability to respond to bush
or other major events, e.g. large acid spills
and other HAZMAT events. This could also
result in a breach of the RMA in order to
bring in the necessary products to resolve
the issue and prevent harm to people/the
environment.
FS1035.207 Pareoranga Te Kata Support Obtain statement of performance expectation (SPE) to Fire safety and fire prevention to undertake Reject 16.2
allow submission to be accepted. training activities for fire fighters within the
region.
378.104 Fire and Emergency New Oppose Amend Rule 20.2.6 Hazardous Substances, as Fire and Emergency New Zealand opposes Reject 17.2

Zealand

follows: (a) The use, storage or disposal of any
hazardous substance where: (i) the aggregate
quantity of a hazardous substance of any hazard
classification on a site is less than the quantity
specified for the Industrial Zone in Table 51
contained within Appendix 5 (Hazardous
Substances). (i) Rule 20.2.6 (a) (i) excludes fire
stations and associated fire service operations.
AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make further
or consequential amendments as necessary to
address the matters raised in the submission.

Rule 20.2.6 as while fire stations and
associated firefighting activities involve the
use and storage of hazardous substances at
quantities that are considered minor, it is
possible that the permitted provisions may
not enable for this and could affect Fire and
Emergency New Zealand's ability to
operate as easily and smoothly as needed.
Fire and Emergency New Zealand requests
that fire stations and associated firefighting
activities are excluded from the Rule 20.2.6
for the following reasons: The 8.3
classification (Table 5.1 contained within
Appendix 5 (Hazardous Substances)) has a
relatively low limit in the Business Town
Centre Zone, and is quite low in other
areas- lots of household products are eye
corrosives from dishwashing to laundry
powder. This would limit and potentially
prevent Fire and Emergency New Zealand
having a HAZMAT vehicle based in this
zone because they carry neutralizing agents
which are eye corrosives. A greater
concern is that some of Fire and Emergency
New Zealand's fire retardants and foams
also have this classification and this limit
could potentially require that Fire and
Emergency New Zealand need a resource
consent to hold a small amount or and
other these chemicals on site, as a lower
limit would be largely taken up by ordinary
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household chemicals used on site. The 8.3A
classification is for eye corrosion. A person
is only affected by this hazard class if they
come into direct contact with a product
with this classification. This hazard is also
managed under the health and safety at
work and HSNO legislation usually via
labelling and PPE requirements. Fire and
Emergency New Zealand considers that
there is no logic in restricting the amount of
these substances held as it relates to Fire
and Emergency New Zealand operations,
particularly if they are in enclosed
containers for systems. Some of Fire and
Emergency New Zealand's fire retardants
are solids rather than liquids and the
reasons for the limits specified in the plan
do not make sense for solids. Fire and
Emergency New Zealand current main fire
retardant is a powder but Fire and
Emergency New Zealand are also looking at
new foams which come in bricks. As such,
higher restrictions for waterways do not
make sense for these products as they do
not leak or flow. Fire and Emergency New
Zealand often requires the temporary
storage of chemicals necessary for providing
an emergency response, during an
emergency and within a short period after
the emergency, i.e. there is a small grace
period for example if Fire and Emergency
New Zealand need a truck to remove a
container which has firefighting chemicals in
it, they may need to wait for a few working
days after the emergency has finished for a
contractor to do that work. Not providing
for this could restrict Fire and Emergency
New Zealand's ability to respond to bush
or other major events, e.g. large acid spills
and other HAZMAT events. This could also
result in a breach of the RMA in order to
bring in the necessary products to resolve
the issue and prevent harm to people/the
environment.

FS1035.211

Pareoranga Te Kata

Support

Obtain statement of performance expectation (SPE) to
allow submission to be accepted.

Fire safety and fire prevention to undertake
training activities for fire fighters within the

Reject

17.2
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region.

FS1388.69

Mercury NZ Limited for Mercury
E

Oppose

Null

At the time of lodging this further submission,
neither natural hazard flood provisions nor
adequate flood maps were available, and it is
therefore not clear from a land use
management perspective, either how effects
from a significant flood event will be managed,
or whether the land use zone is appropriate
from a risk exposure.

Mercury considers it is necessary to analyse the
results of the flood hazard assessment prior to
designing the district plan policy framework.
This is because the policy framework is
intended to include management controls to
avoid, remedy and mitigate significant flood risk
in an appropriate manner to ensure the level of
risk exposure for all land use and development
in the Waikato River Catchment is appropriate.

Accept

17.2

378.110

Fire and Emergency New
Zealand

Oppose

Amend Rule 21.2.6 Hazardous Substances, as
follows: (a) The use, storage or disposal of any
hazardous substance where: (i) the aggregate
quantity of hazardous substance of any hazard
classification on a site is less than the quantity
specified for the Heavy Industrial Zone in Table 5.1
contained within Appendix 5 (Hazardous
Substances). (i) Rule 21.2.6 (a) (i) excludes fire
stations and associated fire service operations.
AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to make further
or consequential amendments as necessary to
address the matters raised in the submission.

Fire and Emergency New Zealand opposes
Rule 21.2.6 as while fire stations and
associated firefighting activities involve the
use and storage of hazardous substances at
quantities that are considered minor, it is
possible that the permitted provisions may
not enable for this, and could affect Fire and
Emergency New Zealand's ability to
operate as easily and smoothly as needed.
Fire and Emergency New Zealand requests
that fire stations and associated firefighting
activities are excluded from the Rule 21.2.6
for the following reasons: The 8.3
classification (Table 5.1 contained within
Appendix 5 (Hazardous Substances)) has a
relatively low limit in the Business Town
Centre Zone, and is quite low in other
areas- lots of household products are eye
corrosives from dishwashing to laundry
powder. This would limit and potentially
prevent Fire and Emergency New Zealand
having a HAZMAT vehicle based in this
zone because they carry neutralizing agents
which are eye corrosives. A greater
concern is that some of Fire and Emergency
New Zealand's fire retardants and foams

Reject

18.2
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also have this classification and this limit
could potentially require that Fire and
Emergency New Zealand need a resource
consent to hold a small amount or and
other these chemicals on site, as a lower
limit would be largely taken up by ordinary
household chemicals used on site. The 8.3A
classification is for eye corrosion. A person
is only affected by this hazard class if they
come into direct contact with a product
with this classification. This hazard is also
managed under the health and safety at
work and HSNO legislation usually via
labelling and PPE requirements. Fire and
Emergency New Zealand considers that
there is no logic in restricting the amount of
these substances held as it relates to Fire
and Emergency New Zealand operations,
particularly if they are in enclosed
containers for systems. Some of Fire and
Emergency New Zealand's fire retardants
are solids rather than liquids and the
reasons for the limits specified in the plan
do not make sense for solids. Fire and
Emergency New Zealand current main fire
retardant is a powder but Fire and
Emergency New Zealand are also looking at
new foams which come in bricks. As such,
higher restrictions for waterways do not
make sense for these products as they do
not leak or flow. Fire and Emergency New
Zealand often requires the temporary
storage of chemicals necessary for providing
an emergency response, during an
emergency and within a short period after
the emergency, i.e. there is a small grace
period for example if Fire and Emergency
New Zealand need a truck to remove a
container which has firefighting chemicals in
it, they may need to wait for a few working
days after the emergency has finished for a
contractor to do that work. Not providing
for this could restrict Fire and Emergency
New Zealand's ability to respond to bush
or other major events, e.g. large acid spills
and other HAZMAT events. This could also

Page 6 of 147



Submission
point

Submitter

Support
Oppose

Decision requested

Reasons

Recommendatio
n

Section of
this report
where the
submissio
n point is
addressed

result in a breach of the RMA in order to
bring in the necessary products to resolve
the issue and prevent harm to people/the
environment.

F§1035.217

Pareoranga Te Kata

Support

Obtain statement of performance expectation (SPE) to
allow submission to be accepted.

Fire safety and fire prevention to undertake
training activities for fire fighters within the
region.

Reject

18.2

378.8

Fire and Emergency New
Zealand

Support

Retain Objective 10.1.1 Effects of hazardous
substances.

Fire and Emergency New Zealand supports
the objective on the basis that residual risk
associated with storage, use or disposal of
hazardous substances is managed to ensure
that the effects on people, property and the
environment are acceptable.

Accept

52

FS1035.113

Pareoranga Te Kata

Support

Obtain statement of performance expectation (SPE) to
allow submission to be accepted.

Fire safety and fire prevention to undertake
training activities for fire fighters within the
region.

Accept

52

FS1388.20

Mercury NZ Limited for Mercury
E

Oppose

Null.

At the time of lodging this further submission,
neither natural hazard flood provisions nor
adequate flood maps were available, and it is
therefore not clear from a land use
management perspective, either how effects
from a significant flood event will be managed,
or whether the land use zone is appropriate
from a risk exposure.

Mercury considers it is necessary to analyse the
results of the flood hazard assessment prior to
designing the district plan policy framework.
This is because the policy framework is
intended to include management controls to
avoid, remedy and mitigate significant flood risk
in an appropriate manner to ensure the level of
risk exposure for all land use and development
in the Waikato River Catchment is appropriate.

Reject

52

378.9

Fire and Emergency New
Zealand

Support

Retain Policy 10.1.2 Location of new hazardous
facilities.

Fire and Emergency New Zealand supports
the policy on the basis that residual risk
associated with storage, use or disposal of
hazardous substances is managed to ensure
that the effects on people, property and the
environment are acceptable.

Accept in part

6.2

FS1035.114

Pareoranga Te Kata

Support

Obtain statement of performance expectation (SPE) to
allow submission to be accepted.

Fire safety and fire prevention to undertake
training activities for fire fighters within the
region.

Accept in part

6.2

FS51388.21

Mercury NZ Limited for Mercury
E

Oppose

Null.

At the time of lodging this further submission,
neither natural hazard flood provisions nor
adequate flood maps were available, and it is
therefore not clear from a land use

Reject

6.2
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management perspective, either how effects
from a significant flood event will be managed,
or whether the land use zone is appropriate
from a risk exposure.

Mercury considers it is necessary to analyse the
results of the flood hazard assessment prior to
designing the district plan policy framework.
This is because the policy framework is
intended to include management controls to
avoid, remedy and mitigate significant flood risk
in an appropriate manner to ensure the level of
risk exposure for all land use and development
in the Waikato River Catchment is appropriate.

581.36

Penny Gallagher for Synlait
Milk Ltd

Oppose

Delete Rule 21.2.6 Hazardous substances.

The inclusion of rules for hazardous
substances in the Proposed District Plan
duplicated legislation and offers no
additional environmental protections to
those already achieved through other
regulations, such as in the Heavy Industrial
Zone provisions where hazardous
substances are anticipated.

Reject

18.2

FS1388.955

Mercury NZ Limited for Mercury
E

Oppose

Null

At the time of lodging this further submission,
neither natural hazard flood provisions nor
adequate flood maps were available, and it is
therefore not clear from a land use
management perspective, either how effects
from a significant flood event will be managed,
or whether the land use zone is appropriate
from a risk exposure. Mercury
considers it is necessary to analyse the results
of the flood hazard assessment prior to
designing the district plan policy framework.
This is because the policy framework is
intended to include management controls to
avoid, remedy and mitigate significant flood risk
in an appropriate manner to ensure the level of
risk exposure for all land use and development
in the Waikato River Catchment is appropriate.

Accept

18.2

FS1341.53

Hynds Pipe Systems Limited

Support

Null

* This submission supports the industrial
strategic growth node along McDonald Road
and in particular the importance of appropriate
land to enable heavy industrial use. Importantly
the submission seeks to protect the location of
Heavy Industrial Zone land from encroachment

Reject

18.2
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by sensitive activities and proposal  for
residential re-zoning. * Hynds supports the
submission as it relates to these matters
because it is also concerned that rezoning of
land adjacent to the Heavy Industrial land will
create reverse sensitivity effects on the existing
and proposed industrial business operations. *
Ensuring there is no encroachment by sensitive
activities on the heavy industrial land is the
most appropriate way for the Council to
exercise its functions and to ensure the
efficiency and effectiveness of the proposed
plan provisions.

FS1134.82

Counties Power Limited

Support

Seeks that the submission point be allowed.

The removal of 21.2.6 is acceptable as the risk
is appropriately managed via other legislation.

Reject

18.2

692.62

WEL Networks Limited

Support

Retain Policy 10.2.2 Managing the use of
contaminated land.

Sets a clear direction for contaminated land
in accordance with the NES.

Accept

9.2

692.61

WEL Networks Limited

Support

Retain Policy 10.1.4 Reverse sensitivity effects.

Sets a clear direction for hazardous
facilities.

Accept in part

8.2

FS1387.369

Mercury NZ Limited for Mercury
D

Oppose

Null

At the time of lodging this further submission,
neither natural hazard flood provisions nor
adequate flood maps were available, and it is
therefore not clear from a land use
management perspective, either how effects
from a significant flood event will be managed,
or whether the land use zone is appropriate
from a risk exposure. Mercury
considers it is necessary to analyse the results
of the flood hazard assessment prior to
designing the district plan policy framework.
This is because the policy framework is
intended to include management controls to
avoid, remedy and mitigate significant flood risk
in an appropriate manner to ensure the level of
risk exposure for all land use and development
in the Waikato River Catchment is appropriate.

Accept in part

8.2

692.60

WEL Networks Limited

Support

Retain Policy 10.1.3 Residual risks of hazardous
substances.

Sets a clear direction for hazardous
facilities.

Accept

72

692.59

WEL Networks Limited

Support

Retain Policy 10.1.2 Location of new hazardous
facilities.

Sets a clear direction for hazardous
facilities.

Accept in part

6.2
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FS1387.368 Mercury NZ Limited for Mercury Oppose Null At the time of lodging this further submission, | Reject 6.2
D neither natural hazard flood provisions nor
adequate flood maps were available, and it is
therefore not clear from a land use
management perspective, either how effects
from a significant flood event will be managed,
or whether the land use zone is appropriate
from a risk exposure. Mercury
considers it is necessary to analyse the results
of the flood hazard assessment prior to
designing the district plan policy framework.
This is because the policy framework is
intended to include management controls to
avoid, remedy and mitigate significant flood risk
in an appropriate manner to ensure the level of
risk exposure for all land use and development
in the Waikato River Catchment is appropriate.
692.40 WEL Networks Limited Support Retain Objective 10.2.1 Contaminated Land. The provision sets a clear direction for Accept 8.8
contaminated land in accordance with the
NES.
692.39 WEL Networks Limited Support Retain Objective 10.1.1 Effects of Hazardous The provision sets a clear direction for Accept 5.2
substances. hazardous facilities.
581.42 Penny Gallagher for Synlait | Oppose Delete Section 10.1 Hazardous Substances and its Inclusion of objectives and policies for Reject 5.2
Milk Ltd attendant Objective 10.1.1 and Policies 10.1.1.4; hazardous substances in the Proposed
OR District Plan duplicates legislation and offer
Amend Section 10.1 so that the objectives and not additional protections. This is
policies in the Proposed District Plan only concern particularly relevant in the Heavy Industry
the management of the Hazardous Substances in Zone where hazardous substances are
highly sensitive environments such as Significant anticipated.
Natural Areas.
FSI1168.163 Horticulture New Zealand Support Accept submission. HortNZ opposes the provisions in Ch 10 in | Reject 52
part and supports the replacement or deletion
of the provisions.
FS1388.957 Mercury NZ Limited for Mercury Oppose Null At the time of lodging this further submission, | Accept 52

E

neither natural hazard flood provisions nor
adequate flood maps were available, and it is
therefore not clear from a land use
management perspective, either how effects
from a significant flood event will be managed,
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or whether the land use zone is appropriate
from a risk exposure. Mercury
considers it is necessary to analyse the results
of the flood hazard assessment prior to
designing the district plan policy framework.
This is because the policy framework is
intended to include management controls to
avoid, remedy and mitigate significant flood risk
in an appropriate manner to ensure the level of
risk exposure for all land use and development
in the Waikato River Catchment is appropriate.

FS1341.59

Hynds Pipe Systems Limited

Support

Null

» This submission supports the industrial
strategic growth node along McDonald Road
and in particular the importance of appropriate
land to enable heavy industrial use. Importantly
the submission seeks to protect the location of
Heavy Industrial Zone land from encroachment
by sensitive activities and proposal  for
residential re-zoning. * Hynds supports the
submission as it relates to these matters
because it is also concerned that rezoning of
land adjacent to the Heavy Industrial land will
create reverse sensitivity effects on the existing
and proposed industrial business operations. ¢
Ensuring there is no encroachment by sensitive
activities on the heavy industrial land is the
most appropriate way for the Council to
exercise its functions and to ensure the
efficiency and effectiveness of the proposed
plan provisions.

Reject

52

749.49

Housing New Zealand
Corporation

Oppose

Delete the term and the definition of "Hazard" in
Chapter |3 definitions.

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan as consequential
or additional relief as necessary to address the
matters raised in the submission as necessary.

It is not clear why the term 'hazard’ is
included for a definition. ~ The term can
apply to a range of matters that is not
included in the proposed definition such as
natural hazards or hazards related to health
& safety.  There are definitions already
provided for "hazardous facility",
"hazardous substance" and "hazardous
waste".  The submitter considers it is not
necessary to have a specific definition of
"hazard" included in the Proposed District
Plan.

Accept

10.13

F51387.1012

Mercury NZ Limited for Mercury
D

Oppose

Null

At the time of lodging this further submission,
neither natural hazard flood provisions nor
adequate flood maps were available, and it is
therefore not clear from a land use

Reject

10.13
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management perspective, either how effects
from a significant flood event will be managed,
or whether the land use zone is appropriate
from a risk exposure. Mercury
considers it is necessary to analyse the results
of the flood hazard assessment prior to
designing the district plan policy framework.
This is because the policy framework is
intended to include management controls to
avoid, remedy and mitigate significant flood risk
in an appropriate manner to ensure the level of
risk exposure for all land use and development
in the Waikato River Catchment is appropriate.
578.48 Ports of Auckland Limited Not Stated Add exceptions to the definition of "Hazardous The inland port operations are such they Accept in part 10.10
facility" in Chapter |3 Definitions as follows: store hazardous substances within plant and
Hazardous facility Means activities involving machinery on the site. This needs to be
hazardous substances and premises at which these recognised in the definition.  Hazardous
substances are used, stored or disposed of. Storage substances also travel through the freight
includes vehicles for their transport located at a hub regularly as part of cargo, break bulk
facility for more than short periods of time,_and and bulk cargo. Maximum dwell times for
excludes:  fuel in mobile plant, motor vehicles, such cargo are less than one week.
boats and small engines; and _the temporary Significant cost and operational implications
storage, handling and distribution of national or if the above matters are not excluded from
international cargo. the definition of hazardous facilities.
AND
Amend the Proposed District Plan to make
alternative or consequential amendments as
necessary to address the matters raised in the
submission.
FS1388.852 Mercury NZ Limited for Mercury Oppose Null At the time of lodging this further submission, | Accept in part 10.10

E

neither natural hazard flood provisions nor
adequate flood maps were available, and it is
therefore not clear from a land use
management perspective, either how effects
from a significant flood event will be managed,
or whether the land use zone is appropriate
from a risk exposure. Mercury
considers it is necessary to analyse the results
of the flood hazard assessment prior to
designing the district plan policy framework.
This is because the policy framework is
intended to include management controls to
avoid, remedy and mitigate significant flood risk
in an appropriate manner to ensure the level of
risk exposure for all land use and development
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in the Waikato River Catchment is appropriate.

578.110

Ports of Auckland Limited

Support

Retain Objective 10.1.1 Effects of hazardous
substances, as notified.

Support objective as notified.

Accept

5.2

578.111

Ports of Auckland Limited

Support

Retain Policy 10.1.2 Location of new hazardous
facilities, as notified.

Support policy as notified.

Accept in part

6.2

FS1388.882

Mercury NZ Limited for Mercury
E

Oppose

Null.

At the time of lodging this further submission,
neither natural hazard flood provisions nor
adequate flood maps were available, and it is
therefore not clear from a land use
management perspective, either how effects
from a significant flood event will be managed,
or whether the land use zone is appropriate
from a risk exposure. Mercury
considers it is necessary to analyse the results
of the flood hazard assessment prior to
designing the district plan policy framework.
This is because the policy framework is
intended to include management controls to
avoid, remedy and mitigate significant flood risk
in an appropriate manner to ensure the level of
risk exposure for all land use and development
in the Waikato River Catchment is appropriate.

Accept in part

6.2

578.112

Ports of Auckland Limited

Support

Retain Policy 10.1.3 Residual risks of hazardous
substances, as notified.

Support policy as notified.

Accept

72

FS1388.883

Mercury NZ Limited for Mercury
E

Oppose

Null.

At the time of lodging this further submission,
neither natural hazard flood provisions nor
adequate flood maps were available, and it is
therefore not clear from a land use
management perspective, either how effects
from a significant flood event will be managed,
or whether the land use zone is appropriate
from a risk exposure. Mercury
considers it is necessary to analyse the results
of the flood hazard assessment prior to
designing the district plan policy framework.
This is because the policy framework is
intended to include management controls to
avoid, remedy and mitigate significant flood risk
in an appropriate manner to ensure the level of
risk exposure for all land use and development
in the Waikato River Catchment is appropriate.

Reject

7.2

578.113

Ports of Auckland Limited

Support

Retain Policy 10.1.4 Reverse sensitivity effects, as
notified.

Support policy as notified.

Accept in part

82

F51388.884

Mercury NZ Limited for Mercury

Oppose

Null.

At the time of lodging this further submission,

Accept in part

8.2

Page 13 of 147



Submission Submitter Support Decision requested Reasons Recommendatio | Section of
point Oppose n this report
where the
submissio
n point is
addressed
E neither natural hazard flood provisions nor
adequate flood maps were available, and it is
therefore not clear from a land use
management perspective, either how effects
from a significant flood event will be managed,
or whether the land use zone is appropriate
from a risk exposure. Mercury
considers it is necessary to analyse the results
of the flood hazard assessment prior to
designing the district plan policy framework.
This is because the policy framework is
intended to include management controls to
avoid, remedy and mitigate significant flood risk
in an appropriate manner to ensure the level of
risk exposure for all land use and development
in the Waikato River Catchment is appropriate.
578.3 Ports of Auckland Limited Not stated Amend Rule 20.2.6 Pl Hazardous Substances, as A clarification is required in Rule 20.2.6 PI Reject 17.2
follows: (a) The use, storage or disposal of any to link the storage of hazardous substances
hazardous substances within a hazardous facility to a hazardous facility, thereby ensuring
where: (i) the aggregate quantity of a hazardous that the corresponding policies that are
substances of any hazard classification on a site is less | contained with Chapter 10 of the Proposed
than the quantity specified for the Industrial Zone in District Plan are implemented.
Table 5.1 contained within Appendix 5 (Hazardous
Substances).
OR
Add a new section 20.6 within Chapter 20 Industrial
Zone, specifically providing for the Horotiu Industrial
Park (see Schedule 2 of the submission for specific
provisions).
AND
Amend the Proposed District Plan to make
alternative or consequential amendments as
necessary to address the matters raised in the
submission.
FS1388.834 Mercury NZ Limited for Mercury Oppose Null. At the time of lodging this further submission, Accept 17.2

E

neither natural hazard flood provisions nor
adequate flood maps were available, and it is
therefore not clear from a land use
management perspective, either how effects
from a significant flood event will be managed,
or whether the land use zone is appropriate
from a risk exposure. Mercury
considers it is necessary to analyse the results
of the flood hazard assessment prior to
designing the district plan policy framework.
This is because the policy framework is
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intended to include management controls to
avoid, remedy and mitigate significant flood risk
in an appropriate manner to ensure the level of
risk exposure for all land use and development
in the Waikato River Catchment is appropriate.

578.4

Ports of Auckland Limited

Oppose

Amend Rule 20.2.6 D1 Hazardous Substances, from
a discretionary activity to a restricted discretionary
activity, as follows: RD| The use storage or disposal
of any hazardous substances that does not comply
with Rule 20.2.6 PI, P2 or CI. Council's discretion
shall be restricted to the following matters: (i) the
proposed operation and site layout; (i) the
separation distances from the receiving environment
and other land uses; (iii) the degree and acceptability
of residual risk; (iv) consideration of potential health
and environmental hazards and exposure pathways
arising from the proposed facility; (v) minimising
potential cumulative risks including in conjunction
with other nearby hazardous facilities; (vi) proposed
emergency management planning; (vii) transport
routes times and frequencies for the transport of
hazardous substances on and off-site; (viii) waste
management; (ix) compliance with relevant codes of
practice and standards for specific
materials/substances; (x) measures to minimise to

mitigate potential adverse effects that may result
from natural hazards; and (xi) the social and

economic benefits of hazardous facilities.

OR

Add a new section 20.6 within Chapter 20 Industrial
Zone, specifically providing for the Horotiu Industrial
Park (see Schedule 2 of the submission for specific
provisions). AND Amend the Proposed District Plan
to make alternative or consequential amendments as
necessary to address the matters raised in the
submission.

Does not support a discretionary activity
status for activities that do not comply with
the permitted rules, and seeks a restricted
discretionary activity status with respect to
this matter.

Reject

17.2

FS1388.835

Mercury NZ Limited for Mercury
E

Oppose

Null.

At the time of lodging this further submission,
neither natural hazard flood provisions nor
adequate flood maps were available, and it is
therefore not clear from a land use
management perspective, either how effects
from a significant flood event will be managed,
or whether the land use zone is appropriate
from a risk exposure. Mercury
considers it is necessary to analyse the results
of the flood hazard assessment prior to

Accept

17.2
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point Oppose n this report
where the
submissio
n point is
addressed
designing the district plan policy framework.
This is because the policy framework is
intended to include management controls to
avoid, remedy and mitigate significant flood risk
in an appropriate manner to ensure the level of
risk exposure for all land use and development
in the Waikato River Catchment is appropriate.
466.75 Brendan Balle for Balle Oppose No specific decision sought, but submission The justification in the s32 is inadequate. Reject 4.1
Bros Group Limited considers that hazardous substances are managed
through existing legislation and the approach of the
Proposed District Plan is over-regulation and
unnecessary.
466.64 Brendan Balle for Balle Oppose No specific decision sought but submission opposes No reasons provided. Reject 7.2
Bros Group Limited in part Policy 10.1.3 Residual risks of hazardous
substances and considers the Plan should avoid
duplication of effort with existing
legislation/regulation in managing residual risks from
hazardous substances.
FS1388.431 Mercury NZ Limited for Mercury Oppose Null At the time of lodging this further submission, | Accept 7.2
E neither natural hazard flood provisions nor
adequate flood maps were available, and it is
therefore not clear from a land use
management perspective, either how effects
from a significant flood event will be managed,
or whether the land use zone is appropriate
from a risk exposure. Mercury considers it is
necessary to analyse the results of the flood
hazard assessment prior to designing the
district plan policy framework. This is because
the policy framework is intended to include
management controls to avoid, remedy and
mitigate significant flood risk in an appropriate
manner to ensure the level of risk exposure for
all land use and development in the Waikato
River Catchment is appropriate.
FS1302.16 Mercer Airport Support Mercer Airport supports submission point 466.64 and Agree that the provisions are not required to be | Reject 7.2
seeks that the submission point is allowed. replicated unnecessarily.
466.49 Brendan Balle for Balle Oppose No specific decision sought but submission considers | The Plan should not duplicate the Reject 4.1

Bros Group Limited

that the provisions set out within the Plan should not
duplicate requirements set out in the Hazardous
Substances and New Organisms Act and in the
Health and Safety at Work Regulations, 2017, and

Hazardous Substances and New Organisms
Act and the Health and Safety at Work
Regulations 2017.
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that the submitter 'opposes in part' Section 0.1
Hazardous substances.

FS1388.424

Mercury NZ Limited for Mercury
E

Oppose

Null

At the time of lodging this further submission,
neither natural hazard flood provisions nor
adequate flood maps were available, and it is
therefore not clear from a land use
management perspective, either how effects
from a significant flood event will be managed,
or whether the land use zone is appropriate
from a risk exposure. Mercury considers it is
necessary to analyse the results of the flood
hazard assessment prior to designing the
district plan policy framework. This is because
the policy framework is intended to include
management controls to avoid, remedy and
mitigate significant flood risk in an appropriate
manner to ensure the level of risk exposure for
all land use and development in the Waikato
River Catchment is appropriate.

Accept

4.2

FS1302.15

Mercer Airport

Support

Mercer Airport supports submission point 466.49 and
seeks that the submission point is allowed.

Agree that the provisions are not required to be
replicated unnecessarily.

Reject

4.2

FS1353.33

Tuakau Proteins Limited

Support

Null

TPL support the submission which states that
the existing legislation of HSNO and the
NESCS govern the location certification,
management and detection of hazardous
substances respectively.

Reject

4.2

466.17

Brendan Balle for Balle
Bros Group Limited

Oppose

Delete Table 5.1 Activity Status Table - Permitted
Activity Thresholds from Appendix 5 Hazardous
Substances, in the context of opposing Rule 22.2.4 P|
Hazardous Substances.

The submitter opposes the inclusion of a
Table specifying quantities of hazardous
substances for the Rural Zone.

This is managed through existing legislation
and this is an unnecessary additional level of
regulation.

Reject

19.2

FS1388.408

Mercury NZ Limited for Mercury
E

Oppose

Null

At the time of lodging this further submission,
neither natural hazard flood provisions nor
adequate flood maps were available, and it is
therefore not clear from a land use
management perspective, either how effects
from a significant flood event will be managed,
or whether the land use zone is appropriate
from a risk exposure. Mercury considers it is
necessary to analyse the results of the flood
hazard assessment prior to designing the
district plan policy framework. This is because
the policy framework is intended to include
management controls to avoid, remedy and

Accept

19.2
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mitigate significant flood risk in an appropriate
manner to ensure the level of risk exposure for
all land use and development in the Waikato
River Catchment is appropriate.

F§1302.14

Mercer Airport

Support

Mercer Airport supports submission point 466.17 and
seeks that the submission point is allowed.

Agree that the provisions are not required to be
replicated unnecessarily.

Reject

19.2

695.62

Sharp Planning Solutions
Ltd

Neutral/Amend

Amend the definition for "Cumulative risk" in
Chapter |3 Definitions to objectively state if it
means other facilities on or off the site.

Use of the term "other facilities" is
meaningless.

Accept in part

10.16

FS1387.317

Mercury NZ Limited for Mercury
D

Oppose

Null

At the time of lodging this further submission,
neither natural hazard flood provisions nor
adequate flood maps were available, and it is
therefore not clear from a land use
management perspective, either how effects
from a significant flood event will be managed,
or whether the land use zone is appropriate
from a risk exposure. Mercury
considers it is necessary to analyse the results
of the flood hazard assessment prior to
designing the district plan policy framework.
This is because the policy framework is
intended to include management controls to
avoid, remedy and mitigate significant flood risk
in an appropriate manner to ensure the level of
risk exposure for all land use and development
in the Waikato River Catchment is appropriate.

Accept in part

10.16

749.63

Housing New Zealand
Corporation

Neutral/Amend

Amend the heading of the definition of "Use" in
Chapter |3 Definitions to refer to "Hazardous use".
AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan as consequential
or additional relief as necessary to address the
matters raised in the submission as necessary.

The term "use" is too broad and should not
be included in the definitions chapter.

The definition provided with the term "use"
should include the words "hazardous" as it
relates more to "Hazardous Use" than in a
general application of "use".

Reject

10.22

419.97

Jordyn Landers for
Horticulture New Zealand

Neutral/Amend

Amend the Proposed District Plan to ensure the
safe, responsible and appropriate storage and use of
hazardous substances that does not require
unnecessary compliance

AND

Amend the Proposed District Plan to incorporate an
approach to managing hazardous substances that
ensures most appropriate, effective and efficient
methods are used for storage and use of hazardous
substances, which are simple and clear, do not

There is a need to avoid duplication of the
Hazardous Substances and New Organisms
Act 1996.  There is no consideration of
specific provisions deemed necessary for
Waikato District. ~ The Activity Status
Table approach is unworkable for
horticulture growers. It does not
implement best practice for management of
hazardous substances. It is not required
as a result of the Resource

Reject

4.1
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point Oppose n this report
where the
submissio
n point is
addressed
duplicate the requirements under the Hazardous Management Amendment Act 2017.
Substances and New Organisms Act 1996 and avoid Activity status tables are not based on
confusion for users. specific effects that may arise from the
AND activity.
Delete the use of Activity Status Tables or quantity
trigger limits for the management of hazardous
substances.
AND
Any consequential or additional amendments as a
result of changes sought in the submission.
419.105 Jordyn Landers for Neutral/Amend | Amend Rule 14.4.4(a) NC8 Non-Complying The identification of hazardous substances Reject 12.2
Horticulture New Zealand Activities as follows: Ary-rew-hazardeus-facility-that | to be stored in the National Grid Yard
involves-the storage-and-handling-of hazardous should be defined by HSNO class. The
substances-with-explosive-or-flammable-intrinsic classes for explosive or flammable
i ithi i properties are Class 2-4.
National-Grid-Transmission-Line: The storage and
handling of hazardous substances HSNO Classes 2-4
with explosive or intrinsic flammable properties in
the National Grid Yard.
AND
Any consequential or additional amendments as a
result of changes sought in the submission.
FS1342.110 Hilary Walker on behalf of Support Allow submission point 419.105. The proposed amendments improve the clarity | Reject 12.2
Federated farmers and certainty of the rules framework.
FS1350.88 Pauline Whitney on behalf of Support Allow the submission point. The submission point is supported. Reject 12.2
Transpower Limited
419.123 Jordyn Landers for Oppose Delete the definition of "Hazardous facility" from The submitter does not consider that there | Reject 10.10
Horticulture New Zealand Chapter |3 Definitions. is a need for a definition of "hazardous
AND facility" given the approach that is sought
Any consequential or additional amendments as a for hazardous substances. The proposed
result of changes sought in the submission. definition would include a tractor or quad
bike with a spray tank with agrichemicals as
a hazardous facility and would hence make
the whole farm a hazardous facility.
FS1342.94 Hilary Walker on behalf of Support Allow submission point 419.123. FFNZ sought deletion of Chapter 10 and all Reject 10.10
Federated farmers associated provisions, and only sought
amendment to rules and definitions in that
chapter as a 2nd-order tier of relief.
FS1388.229 Mercury NZ Limited for Mercury Oppose Null. At the time of lodging this further submission, Accept 10.10

E

neither natural hazard flood provisions nor
adequate flood maps were available, and it is
therefore not clear from a land use
management perspective, either how effects
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where the
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from a significant flood event will be managed,
or whether the land use zone is appropriate
from a risk exposure.
Mercury considers it is necessary to analyse the
results of the flood hazard assessment prior to
designing the district plan policy framework.
This is because the policy framework is
intended to include management controls to
avoid, remedy and mitigate significant flood risk
in an appropriate manner to ensure the level of
risk exposure for all land use and development
in the Waikato River Catchment is appropriate.
419.138 Jordyn Landers for Neutral/Amend | Amend the definition of "Storage" in Chapter |3 The proposed definition would mean thata | Reject 10.19
Horticulture New Zealand Definitions, as follows: Means in the context of a tractor or quad bike with a spray tank
hazardous substance or hazardous waste, the containing agrichemicals is a storage facility.
containment of a hazardous substance or hazardous
waste, either above ground or underground, in
enclosed packages, containers or tanks.-lt-includes
vehicles used to transport any hazardous substance
. e rcilityf
AND
Any consequential or additional amendments as a
result of changes sought in the submission.
FS1342.103 Hilary Walker on behalf of Support Allow submission point 419.138. For reasons stated by the submitter. Reject 10.19
Federated farmers
FS1388.234 Mercury NZ Limited for Mercury Oppose Null. At the time of lodging this further submission, Accept 10.19

E

neither natural hazard flood provisions nor
adequate flood maps were available, and it is
therefore not clear from a land use
management perspective, either how effects
from a significant flood event will be managed,
or whether the land use zone is appropriate
from a risk exposure.

Mercury considers it is necessary to analyse the
results of the flood hazard assessment prior to
designing the district plan policy framework.
This is because the policy framework is
intended to include management controls to
avoid, remedy and mitigate significant flood risk
in an appropriate manner to ensure the level of
risk exposure for all land use and development
in the Waikato River Catchment is appropriate.
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419.139 Jordyn Landers for Neutral/Amend | Amend the definition of "Use" in Chapter 13 The definition should specifically exclude Reject 10.22
Horticulture New Zealand Definitions, so that the application of agrichemicals the application of agrichemicals and
and fertiliser is excluded. fertilisers for the intended
AND use. Applications of agrichemicals and
Any consequential or additional amendments as a fertilisers are managed by the Waikato
result of changes sought in the submission. Regional Council as discharges and Waikato
District Council should not also be
regulating them.
FS1342.104 Hilary Walker on behalf of Support Allow submission point 419.139. For reasons stated by the submitter. Reject 10.22
Federated farmers
419.14 Jordyn Landers for Oppose Delete Appendix 5 Hazardous Substances and Table The submitter does not agree with the use Reject 11.2
Horticulture New Zealand 5.1 Activity Status Table - Permitted activity of Activity Status Tables and seeks that
thresholds. Appendix 5 be deleted. Rule 22.2.4
AND references Table 6.1 in Appendix 6 which is
Delete references to Appendix 6 and Table 6.1 assumed to be Table 5.1 in Appendix 5.
Activity Status Table in Rule 22.2.4 Hazardous
Substances.
AND
Any consequential or additional amendments as a
result of changes sought in the submission.
419.141 Jordyn Landers for Oppose No specific decision sought, however the submitter There is a need to avoid duplication with Reject 11.2
Horticulture New Zealand opposes the use of Activity Status Tables or quantity | the Hazard Substances and New Organisms
trigger limits for the management of hazardous Act 1996. There is no consideration of
substances. specific provisions deemed necessary for
Waikato District. The Activity Status Table
approach is unworkable for horticulture
growers. It does not implement best
practice for management of hazard
substances. It is not required as a result of
the Resource Management Amendment Act
2017.
419.143 Jordyn Landers for Oppose Amend the definition of "hazardous facilities" in It is uncertain what a "short period of time" | Reject 10.10

Horticulture New Zealand

Chapter |3: Definitions, as follows: Means activities
involving hazardous substances and premises at
which these substances are used, stored or disposed

of. Sterage-includes-vehiclesfor-their-transport

time-Storage and use does not include vehicles
transporting hazardous substances for their intended
use, such as agricultural spraying or application of
fertiliser.

AND

Any consequential or additional amendments as a

is and would make a whole farm or rural
property a hazardous facility, as a vehicle
may be used to transport agrichemicals or
fertiliser for application.
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result of changes sought in the submission.

FS1388.235

Mercury NZ Limited for Mercury
E

Oppose

Null.

At the time of lodging this further submission,
neither natural hazard flood provisions nor
adequate flood maps were available, and it is
therefore not clear from a land use
management perspective, either how effects
from a significant flood event will be managed,
or whether the land use zone is appropriate
from a risk exposure.

Mercury considers it is necessary to analyse the
results of the flood hazard assessment prior to
designing the district plan policy framework.
This is because the policy framework is
intended to include management controls to
avoid, remedy and mitigate significant flood risk
in an appropriate manner to ensure the level of
risk exposure for all land use and development
in the Waikato River Catchment is appropriate.

Accept

10.10

466.1

Brendan Balle for Balle
Bros Group Limited

Oppose

Delete the definition for "Hazardous Facility" from
Chapter |3 Definitions.

The submitter does not support the
definition provided for a hazardous facility.
The definition currently relates to both
activities involving hazardous substances
(with no quantification) and premises at
which these substances are used, stored or
disposed of, including vehicles for their
transport located at a facility for more than
‘short periods of time’. The
submitter considers that the Council has
likely tried to refer to terminology derived
from the MfE HAIL; however, the way this
definition is written makes no sense.
Ultimately, the definition could include
every quad bike and garage in the District.
HSNO and the NESCS govern the location
certification, management and detection of
hazardous substances respectively.
No definition for this is required in the
District Plan.

Reject

10.10

FS1168.100

Lynette Wharfe for Horticulture
Nz

Support

Allow the submission

The submitter does not support the definition
provided for a hazardous facility. The definition
currently relates to both activities involving
hazardous substances with no quantification,
and premises at which these substances are
used, stored or disposed of, including vehicles

Reject

10.10
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for their transport located at a facility for more
than ‘short periods of time’. It is considered
that the Council has likely tried to make
reference to terminology derived from the MfE
HAIL, however, the way this definition is written
makes no sense. Ultimately the definition could
include every quad bike and garage in the
District. HSNO and the NES govern the
location  certification, management  and
detection of hazardous substances respectively.
It is considered that no definition is required in
the District Plan.

1345.1105

Alice Barnett on behalf of Genesis
Energy Limited

Support

Accept submission point in part.

Genesis supports the intent of the submission in
so far as HSNO regulations provide the
necessary regulation to manage hazardous
substances. However, there may be reverse
sensitivity policies relating to hazardous facilities
that require definition.

Reject

10.10

1388.398

Mercury NZ Limited for Mercury
E

Oppose

Null.

At the time of lodging this further submission,
neither natural hazard flood provisions nor
adequate flood maps were available, and it is
therefore not clear from a land use
management perspective, either how effects
from a significant flood event will be managed,
or whether the land use zone is appropriate
from a risk exposure.

Mercury considers it is necessary to analyse the
results of the flood hazard assessment prior to
designing the district plan policy framework.
This is because the policy framework is
intended to include management controls to
avoid, remedy and mitigate significant flood risk
in an appropriate manner to ensure the level of
risk exposure for all land use and development
in the Waikato River Catchment is appropriate.

Accept

10.10

466.2

Brendan Balle for Balle
Bros Group Limited

Neutral/Amend

Amend Policy 10.1.4 Reverse sensitivity effects to

separate sensitive land use activities from areas

where use and storage of hazardous substances is

lawfully established.

The submitter supports locating hazardous
substances remote from sensitive land use
activities however does not support the
current definition of hazardous facilities.

Reject

8.2

1388.399

Mercury NZ Limited for Mercury
E

Oppose

Null

At the time of lodging this further submission,
neither natural hazard flood provisions nor
adequate flood maps were available, and it is
therefore not clear from a land use
management perspective, either how effects

Accept

8.2
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from a significant flood event will be managed,
or whether the land use zone is appropriate
from a risk exposure.

Mercury considers it is necessary to analyse the
results of the flood hazard assessment prior to
designing the district plan policy framework.
This is because the policy framework is
intended to include management controls to
avoid, remedy and mitigate significant flood risk
in an appropriate manner to ensure the level of
risk exposure for all land use and development
in the Waikato River Catchment is appropriate.

797.18

Fonterra Limited

Oppose

Delete Section 10.1 Hazardous Substances,
comprising Objective 10.1.] and Policies 10.1.2,
10.1.3 and 10.1.4.

AND

Any consequential amendments or further relief to

give effect to the concerns raised in the submission.

Resource Legislation Amendments Act
2017 amended the RMA to remove
hazardous substances as an explicit function
of Council.  The Proposed District Plan
does not provide justification for inclusion
of provisions.

Reject

52,62

FS1168.164

Horticulture New Zealand

Support

Accept submission.

HortNZ opposes the provisions in Ch 10 in
part and supports the replacement or deletion
of the provisions.

Reject

52,62

FS1387.1264

Mercury NZ Limited for Mercury

D

Oppose

Null

At the time of lodging this further submission,
neither natural hazard flood provisions nor
adequate flood maps were available, and it is
therefore not clear from a land use
management perspective, either how effects
from a significant flood event will be managed,
or whether the land use zone is appropriate
from a risk exposure. Mercury
considers it is necessary to analyse the results
of the flood hazard assessment prior to
designing the district plan policy framework.
This is because the policy framework is
intended to include management controls to
avoid, remedy and mitigate significant flood risk
in an appropriate manner to ensure the level of
risk exposure for all land use and development
in the Waikato River Catchment is appropriate.

Accept

52,62

81.231

Waikato Regional Council

Support

Retain Policy 10.2.2(b) Managing the use of
contaminated land.

The use of 'human health and the
environment' is supported as it aligns with
the National Environmental Standard for
Assessing and Managing Contaminants in
Soil to Protect Human Health (NESCS) and

Accept

9.2
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section 31(1) (b) of the RMA.

81.230

Waikato Regional Council

Neutral/Amend

Amend Objective 10.2.1.(a) Contaminated land as
follows: (a)...contaminated land is sustainably
managed to protect...

To enable a broader range of
considerations when addressing
contaminated site remediation and/or
management propose amending the
wording to include the word 'sustainably' to
provide for, or encourage, sustainable
remediation techniques and/or in-situ
management.  The submitter supports the
use of human health and the environment
as it aligns with National Environmental
Standard for Contaminated Soil and section
31(1) (b) of the RMA.

Accept

8.8

81.229

Waikato Regional Council

Support

Retain Section 10.1 Hazardous Substances.

The objective and associated policies
address issues around sensitive land uses,
incompatible activities and the environment
being properly separated from hazardous
facilities, giving effect to WRPS Policy 14.4.

Accept

4.1

FS1223.58

Mercury NZ Limited

Support

Null

At the time of lodging this further submission,
neither natural hazard flood provisions nor
adequate flood maps were available, and it is
therefore not clear from a land use
management perspective, either how effects
from a significant flood event will be managed,
or whether the land use zone is appropriate
from a risk exposure perspective. ~ Mercury
considers it is necessary to analyse the results
of the flood hazard assessment prior to
designing the district plan policy framework.
This is because the policy framework is
intended to include management controls to
avoid, remedy and mitigate significant flood risk
in an appropriate manner to ensure the level of
risk exposure for all land use and development
in the Waikato River Catchment is appropriate.

Accept

4.1

797.38

Fonterra Limited

Oppose

Delete Appendix 5 Hazardous Substances.

AND

Any consequential amendments or further relief to
give effect to the concerns raised in the submission.

Control of hazardous substances is not a
matter that requires RMA management.

Reject

11.2

FS1198.51

Bathurst Resources Limited and
BT Mining Limited

Support

The submission point be allowed in full.

For the reasons given in the original submission.

Reject

11.2
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FS1168.211

Horticulture New Zealand

Support

Accept submission.

HortNZ supports deletion of Appendix 5 as
other legislation is adequate to manage risks
form use of hazardous substances.

Reject

11.2

FS1387.1276

Mercury NZ Limited for Mercury
D

Oppose

Null

At the time of lodging this further submission,
neither natural hazard flood provisions nor
adequate flood maps were available, and it is
therefore not clear from a land use
management perspective, either how effects
from a significant flood event will be managed,
or whether the land use zone is appropriate
from a risk exposure. Mercury
considers it is necessary to analyse the results
of the flood hazard assessment prior to
designing the district plan policy framework.
This is because the policy framework is
intended to include management controls to
avoid, remedy and mitigate significant flood risk
in an appropriate manner to ensure the level of
risk exposure for all land use and development
in the Waikato River Catchment is appropriate.

Accept

11.2

