
Submission Number 
Office use only Submission Form 

Send your submission to reach us by 
4:00 pm on Wednesday, 14 December 2016 

Post: The Chief Executive 
Bay of Plenty Regional Council 
PO Box 364 
Whakatāne 3158

or Fax: 0800 884 882 or email:  waterquantity@boprc.govt.nz

Submitter Name: ___Gerald Mathis__________________________________________________________________________________ 

This is a submission on Region-wide Water Quantity – Proposed Plan Change 9 to the Bay of Plenty Regional Water and Land Plan 

1 I could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission. 
2 The details of my submission are in the attached document. 

3 I wish to be heard in support of my submission.  

13 December 2016 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ ___________ 
[Signature of person making submission or person authorised to sign on behalf of person making submission.]      Date 
[NOTE: A signature is not required if you make your submission by electronic means.]

Address for Service of Submitter: 4303 Galatea Road, RD 1, Galatea 

Telephone: Daytime:  0272402498 After Hours: 0272402498

Email: Geraldmathis3@gmail.com Fax:

Contact person: [Name and Designation if applicable] Gerald Mathis 

BOPRC ID: A2445641 
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SUBMISSION POINTS: General comments 

 

I own a 100ha dairy farm milking 300 cows. I also own a 30ha runoff. 

I take water for animal drinking, dairy shed wash down, dwellings and irrigating. Approximately 70% centre pivot & 20% laterals of our 100ha is irrigated. 
Irrigation is consented at 45 litres a second. In the future, I plan to take the same amount of water so we can keep on running our business to continue to 
be sustainable. 

 

I am concerned about the following water issues; the possible restrictions that may come in the future on our business that will inhibit our ability to run our 
business, I think the hydro takes  have too much of a say and too much consent, the flow of the Rangitaikei River needs to be taken with accurate  and up 
to date science and information, overall I think comprehensive and accurate research needs to back proposed restricitions. 

 

I support the submission that has been lodged by Federated Farmers.  I am particularly concerned about the following aspects of Plan Change 9: 

 The conservative and arbitrary interim limits. 
 The proposal to phase out over allocation by 2027. 
 The lack of an enabling policy for renewal of existing water take consents. 
 The discretionary activity status for renewal of existing water take consents in catchments or aquifers that are over allocated on the basis of the interim 

limits. 
 The framework for the WMA community groups to consider setting values, objectives and flow and allocation regimes. 

 

I am concerned about the implications all of this will have for my property and for my current activity as described above.  I set out my concerns more 
specifically in the table below. 
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SUBMISSION POINTS: Specific comments 

Page 
No 

 

Reference 

(e.g. Policy, or 
Rule number) 

Support or 
Oppose 

Decision sought 

Say what changes to Plan Change 
9 you would like 

Give Reasons 

10 WQ P2 Oppose Amend WQ P2 as requested by 
Federated Farmers in their 
submission. 

WQ P2 sets the framework for the WMA community groups to 
consider water quantity issues.   
 
It is important that the WMA community groups undertake a robust 
cost benefit analysis when setting the values, objectives and flow and 
allocation regime for catchments.  It is very important that any 
decision making is informed by good quality science and information.    

11 WQ P3 Oppose Amend WQ P3 as requested by 
Federated Farmers in their 
submission. 

WQ P3 requires over allocation to be phased out by 1 October 2027. 
 
I am very concerned about the implications of this policy for our 
property.  I am concerned that if our surface water or ground water is 
over allocated, my consent will not be renewed.  2021 our irrigation 
consent comes up for renewal our system is set up for the water we 
take which is efficient any restrictions in water will severely impact our 
business.  

12 WQ P5 Oppose Amend WQ P5 as requested by 
Federated Farmers in their 
submission. 

WQ P5 sets interim limits for water allocation. 
 
I am very concerned that the interim limits are arbitrary and 
conservative.  I am concerned that the proposed interim limits have 
ignored the available science and the result is that the majority of 
surface water catchments are over allocated and around one third of 
ground water aquifers are over allocated. 2021 our irrigation consent 
comes up for renewal our system is set up for the water we take 
which is efficient any restrictions in water will severely impacts our 
business. I have observed in our area there is plenty of water. 
 
 

13 WQ P7 Oppose Amend WQ P7 as requested by 
Federated Farmers in their 
submission. 

WQ P7 requires council to take a precautionary approach to water 
allocation. 
 
I am concerned about the direction to be cautious about allocating 
water and that there is no enabling policy for the renewal of existing 
water takes.  I am concerned that my take will not be renewed.  The 
implications for me being in a extremely drought prone area is we will 
be severely restricted in our ability to feed our stock. 
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Page 
No 

 

Reference 

(e.g. Policy, or 
Rule number) 

Support or 
Oppose 

Decision sought 

Say what changes to Plan Change 
9 you would like 

Give Reasons 

23 WQ P24 Oppose Amend WQ P24 as requested by 
Federated Farmers in their 
submission. 

WQ P24 requires metering and electronic reporting for a variety of 
takes over and above the requirements in the Resource Management 
Water Metering Regulations. 
 
I oppose the imposition of higher metering standards than the national 
standards.  I also oppose the requirement to separately meter animal 
drinking takes. 
 
I support the use of models or estimation for animal drinking takes 
and permitted activity takes.   
 

40 WQ R2 Oppose  Amend WQ R2 as requested by 
Federated Farmers in their 
submission. 

WQ R2 allows up to 35m3 of ground water per day per property to be 
taken as a permitted activity. 
 
I am concerned that the conditions on this permitted take are too 
onerous.  I take ground water for dairy shed, stock water and 
dwellings. I am concerned about the costs for my activity if the 
standards are too onerous.  These costs will include cost of 
separately metering animal drinking takes, costs of telemetry and the 
ongoing cost on our business to comply with council regulations 

41 WQ R3 Oppose Amend WQ R3 as requested by 
Federated Farmers in their 
submission. 

WQ R3 allows up to 15m3 of surface water per day per property to be 
taken as a permitted activity. 
 
I am concerned that this limit is too low and that the conditions on this 
permitted take are too onerous.  I consider that large surface water 
bodies can support higher takes than this. 

43 WQ R4 Oppose Amend WQ R4 as requested by 
Federated Farmers in their 
submission. 

WQ R4 allows dairy farmers to obtain consent for dairy shed wash 
down as a controlled activity provided that consent is applied for 
within 12 months of the rule becoming operative. 
 
I am concerned about the 12 month time limit and about the 
conditions that are imposed on this water take. 
 
I take water for my dairy shed wash down I am very concerned about 
any arbitrary restrictions or measurements of “efficient take”.  I 
consider that the water should be reasonable for the activity and allow 
for any spikes in use e.g. changes in season, changes in operators 
etc.  I do not agree that 55 litres per cow per day is efficient. This is 
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only 16500 litres for 300 cows which is not enough water to hose 
down the shed.  

47 WQ R10 Oppose Amend WQ R10 as requested by 
Federated Farmers in their 
submission. 

WQ R10 provides for certain takes to be restricted discretionary.  I 
consider that takes from waterways or aquifers that are over allocated 
on the basis of interim limits should be restricted discretionary. 
 
I am concerned that the interim limits are too low and that many 
existing consents will not be renewed.  The implications for me if my 
consent is not renewed or if the amount of water I take is reduced are; 
I would have to find alternative sources, I would have to sell my 
property, I would need to invest in water storage which then becomes 
unaffordable. 
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