
















Submission to Hawkes Bay Regional Council on Resource consent 
applications to take Tranche 2 water from the Ruataniwha Basin
Sharleen Baird

I would like to speak to my submission

I submit that No consent should be approved for this purpose - 
the Mauri of the rivers should be paramount.

Basically, if you take water out and only put a small percentage of 
(potentially polluted) water back into the river, the rivers and 
tributaries end up with much less water in them with all the 
associated negative effects on biodiversity within them. This is 
not augmentation - it’s depletion.
This depletion also has a knock-on effect for all current water 
users some of whom have drying wells and not enough water for 
their household or farming business operations.

Some tranche 2 applicants already have current consents for the 
majority of CHB’s over allocated water and still want even more.

We note applicants mention cropping, horticulture, etc as 
possibilities but still primarily mention irrigation of grass. 
Although careful not to state dairying, some of these are the 
largest dairy agribusiness applicants in the area and would be 
allowed to use this additional water for this purpose.

 HBRC Environmental policy should not allow or encourage 
expanded high water use operations with practices resulting in 
nitrate pollution, methane emissions, palm kernel and synthetic 
nitrogen use, etc 

All water consents need to include a fair allocation system to 
share amongst businesses that demonstrate low water use, and 
reduced pollution. Any economic benefits, including employment 
potential, should only be considered under these provisos.

























From: HBRC
To: Michaela Tinker
Cc: janeen@sageplanning.co.nz
Subject: HBRC - (Ruataniwha Basin - Tranche 2) [#15]
Date: Tuesday, 7 December 2021 11:33:25 am

Which consent does your submission relate to::
APP-123563 APP-123991 APP-123541 APP-123547 APP-123565 APP-124498 APP-123566 APP-124500
APP-123546 APP-125281
Person Making the Submission: James Giles
Address: 
Phone Number: 
Email: 
Are you a trade competitor for the purposes of section 308B of the RMA 1991: No
IF YES: Are you directly affected by an effect of the proposed activity that adversely effects the environment
and does not relate to, or the effects of trade competition: No
: I/We oppose the above application
The specific parts of the application that my submission relates to are (please enter the relevant number): I am
against Plantation Dairies APP-123547 water take
My submission is: (you may attach submission detail to this form)
* Include the reasons for your views: I am against Plantation Road Dairies APP-123547 water take, as this
effects me and my bore. They are taking all the water around my farm, and will dry up my bore. I was told back
in 2019 by the HBRC that there were going to be no more consents given for taking water and new large bores,
and no more would be given out as I wanted to get a consent for my farm. I find it unfair that 1 farm can take all
the water under them as well as from the surrounding farms. It is also draining the bores of people around my
farm and in Ongaonga town
I seek the following decision from the Hawke’s Bay Regional Council:
* Give precise details, including the parts of the application you wish to have amended and the general nature of
any conditions sought: I do not wish for the 3 new consents to go ahead and for them to reconsider the
information they tell other farmers about water take.
I wish to be heard in support of my submission: No
If others make a similar submission, I will consider presenting a joint case with them at the hearing: No
I wish to attend any pre-hearing meeting that may be convened.: No



From: HBRC
To: Michaela Tinker
Cc: janeen@sageplanning.co.nz
Subject: HBRC - (Ruataniwha Basin - Tranche 2) [#14]
Date: Tuesday, 7 December 2021 11:41:41 am

Which consent does your submission relate to::
APP-123563 APP-123991 APP-123541 APP-123547 APP-123565 APP-124498 APP-123566 APP-124500
APP-123546 APP-125281
Person Making the Submission: Morley Davis
Associated Organisation (of applicable): -
Address: 
Phone Number: 
Mobile Number: 
Email:
Are you a trade competitor for the purposes of section 308B of the RMA 1991: No
IF YES: Are you directly affected by an effect of the proposed activity that adversely effects the environment
and does not relate to, or the effects of trade competition: No
: I/We oppose the above application
The specific parts of the application that my submission relates to are (please enter the relevant number): ALL
APPLICATIONS
My submission is: (you may attach submission detail to this form)
* Include the reasons for your views: It is a basic human right to have access to surface water for living.
"Permitting" 8 entities to extract more than 15 million cu m of deep water p annum is a transfering of these
basic rights. If you are bigger and more needy than the small people you get to be first in line and take as much
as you need. This is simply wrong. The ground water table has clearly been lowering steadily over the last 25
years. This cannot go on. I realize there is no easy solution but don't take my drinking water away or the
livelihood of those dependant on river flow. This comes first and needs to be guaranteed before any more deep
water extraction takes place.

Morley Davis
Ongaonga.
I seek the following decision from the Hawke’s Bay Regional Council:
* Give precise details, including the parts of the application you wish to have amended and the general nature of
any conditions sought: Halt further granting of deep water extraction consents and enter into a full and
comprehensive consultation process with all stakeholders, scientists, agronomists etc.
I wish to be heard in support of my submission: No
If others make a similar submission, I will consider presenting a joint case with them at the hearing: No
I wish to attend any pre-hearing meeting that may be convened.: No



From: HBRC
To: Michaela Tinker
Cc: janeen@sageplanning.co.nz
Subject: HBRC - (Ruataniwha Basin - Tranche 2) [#16]
Date: Tuesday, 7 December 2021 12:28:57 pm

Which consent does your submission relate to::
APP-123563 APP-123991 APP-123541 APP-123547 APP-123565 APP-124498 APP-123566 APP-124500
APP-123546 APP-125281
Person Making the Submission: Clint Deckard
Associated Organisation (of applicable): Inglis Bush Community Trust
Address: 
Contact Person (if different to above, or if submitter is an organisation): Clint Deckard
Phone Number: 
Mobile Number: 
Email: 
Are you a trade competitor for the purposes of section 308B of the RMA 1991: No
IF YES: Are you directly affected by an effect of the proposed activity that adversely effects the environment
and does not relate to, or the effects of trade competition: No
: I/We oppose the above application
The specific parts of the application that my submission relates to are (please enter the relevant number): We
oppose all consent applications related to Tranche 2
My submission is: (you may attach submission detail to this form)
* Include the reasons for your views: Inglis Bush Scenic Reserve.

“Although small, this is a unique reserve containing the best stand of low altitude podocarp forest in Hawke’s
Bay.”
-Dept of Conservation Inventory
11 June 1987 E.Y. Walls
19 November 1986 P.A. Williams

“A superb remnant of podocarp forest of towering totara, kahikatea and matai. The understory is dense in places
with the most prominent species being tawa, titoki and mahoe. The wetland has a fringe of kahikatea and a
distinctive shrubland of Oleria virgata.”
-DoC Land Inventory Report

“An outstanding feature of the forest is the dense stand of kahikatea. Within Hawke’s Bay this can only be
compared with the magnificent podocarp stands at Ball’s Clearing Scenic Reserve, Puketitiri. […] Its
importance, therefore, is derived from the surmise that it is the best and only stand of its ecological type which
has survived on the plains and river terraces. This reserve is clearly of national significance.”
-Dept of Conservation Management Plan 1984.

“The reserve should be regarded as having as much right to water as any other land use or user. At present,
increased agricultural use is already seen to be prejudicing the reserve, as manifest in the failure of the seepage
springs.”
-Landcare Research report June 1996.

The Inglis Bush Community Trust opposes the applications. Current levels of extraction have had a significant
negative effect on this reserve to date and further extraction is bound to have  further detrimental effects
particularly on the spring system that feeds this reserve. Piezometers installed in the reserve in the late 1990’s to
monitor surface water levels are now entirely dry year round.
One of the applicants, Tukituki Awa Limited, farming operation adjoins the reserve but there is no mention of
the Inglis Bush Scenic Reserve or the wetland contained within. This important wetland is home to, among
other fauna, the Spotless Crake/ Pūweto which is classed as ‘declining’ and rare flora such as Oleria virgata.
The reserve is home to a colony of Long tailed bats/Pekapeka  and 17 roost sites have been recently located. 
We believe the environmental assessment is inadequate. The methods used to identify and assess wetlands are
clearly ineffective as this important reserve has been entirely overlooked. There are very few monitored bores
or wells in the area, therefore any assumptions about direct or indirect effects have very little data on which to
base them.



This reserve, if it is to survive in its current state, needs urgent attention to reactivate the springs.
These applications, if successful,  will add further stress on the already declining ground water levels.
I seek the following decision from the Hawke’s Bay Regional Council:
* Give precise details, including the parts of the application you wish to have amended and the general nature of
any conditions sought: I request that Hawke's Bay Regional Council reject all applications for Tranche 2 water.
I wish to be heard in support of my submission: Yes
If others make a similar submission, I will consider presenting a joint case with them at the hearing: No
I wish to attend any pre-hearing meeting that may be convened.: Yes



  SUBMISSION AGAINST TRANCHE 2 APPLICATION TO THE HBRC FROM GREN 
CHRISTIE 
 
 I am Opposed to any granting of tranche 2 water consents for the following reasons. 
 
Water in our aquifer is already over allocated.  This is caused by 6 large intensive dairy farms having 
42% of the total allocation.  
Farms in this region are prone to suffer from drought so if the wrong type of farming is happening, 
massive amounts of water are required to keep the grass growing. 
 
Like most farmers, the applicants see a reliable water supply as key for production and resilience. 
However if that means big irrigators pumping out millions of cubic meters of limited resource for 
months on end that also means others who could either have a shorter irrigation period or a longer 
one putting water on by the drop miss out. 
 
We are not short of water in CHB. 
 The problem is how it is being used and the solution is land change and the HBRC clawing back 
some existing water consents from those enterprises using water in an unwise way.  
 It would be a big mistake to repeat history and have more of the same problems we have already. 
 
Some reports have lead me to believe that if tranche 2 is approved, it could led to earlier minimum 
river flows. 
This would have a very bad economic effect on existing surface water takers who are already being 
squeezed due to the over-allocation of water to big dairy. 
Economic hardship would then have a negative flow-on impact on local business and the 
communities these support.  
 
The life forms that exist in aquifers have not evolved to cope with the tide-like changes that big 
irrigators cause and are likely to suffer. 
That could lead to water quality problems in the future. 
It is theorized that purity of aquifer water comes not only from surface water being filtered through 
the ground but also the positive actions of the life forms living there. 
 
Much of the catchment area the applicants farms are in already have too much nitrogen in their 
waterways. Most of this is from existing farms who are big irrigators, so once again we need less of 
this type of farming not more .  
 
The HBRC are mapping our aquifers but that process is not yet completed. 
To even contemplate taking more water from our aquifer before the outcome of that is known 
would be incredibly irresponsible. 
 
Further water take from our aquifer is likely to mean depleting the water in streams and wetlands  
This along with reduced river flows and further pollution is going to harm biodiversity. 
 
 
Climate change is happening and amongst other things that will mean more droughts for much of  
The east coast. 
As 90% of ground water recharge comes from rainfall that means there will be less ground water      

              when needed most.   This could be caused by winter droughts or more than one drought in a row.           



 It would then be stupid to encourage further reliance on high water takes from the aquifer but 
some water resilience could be achieved by less high water use dependency 
 
If we were to reduce the demands on the aquifer that would mean there could be some available 
water for modest use when the droughts come. 
However like water stored in any form, there’s only some water security if the water is left in in place 
until times of drought otherwise it won’t be there when needed. 
 
Climate change makes any predictions about aquifer replenishment totally unreliable and should be 
ignored. 
 
 



From: HBRC
To: Michaela Tinker
Cc: janeen@sageplanning.co.nz
Subject: HBRC - (Ruataniwha Basin - Tranche 2) [#21]
Date: Monday, 13 December 2021 1:49:27 pm

Which consent does your submission relate to::
APP-123563 APP-123991 APP-123541 APP-123547 APP-123565 APP-124498 APP-123566 APP-124500
APP-123546 APP-125281
Person Making the Submission: Adrienne  Tully
Address: 
Phone Number: 
Mobile Number: 
Email: 
Are you a trade competitor for the purposes of section 308B of the RMA 1991: No
IF YES: Are you directly affected by an effect of the proposed activity that adversely effects the environment
and does not relate to, or the effects of trade competition: No
: I/We oppose the above application
My submission is: (you may attach submission detail to this form)
* Include the reasons for your views: I am opposed to all the applications to access tranche 2 water. This water
needs to stay in the ground.
I seek the following decision from the Hawke’s Bay Regional Council:
* Give precise details, including the parts of the application you wish to have amended and the general nature of
any conditions sought: Decline all the applications.
I wish to be heard in support of my submission: No
If others make a similar submission, I will consider presenting a joint case with them at the hearing: No
I wish to attend any pre-hearing meeting that may be convened.: No



From: Dalia Zarour
To: Michaela Tinker
Subject: FW: submission on tranche 2 water allocation
Date: Monday, 13 December 2021 4:51:50 pm
Attachments: ATT00001.png

ATT00005.png

Hi Michaela,
 
Another one. The only thing missing is his phone number form the list you sent me. Is that okay, or do we need it?
I have not acknowledged it either.
 
Cheers,
Dalia
 

Dalia Zarour
Consents Planner
06 835 9200 | 027 357 7527
Hawke's Bay Regional Council | Te Kaunihera ā-rohe o Te Matau a Māui
159 Dalton Street, Napier 4110 | hbrc.govt.nz
Enhancing Our Environment Together | Te Whakapakari Tahi I Tō Tātau
Taiao

 

HBRC Consents
Section is ISO
9001:2015
certified

Let us know how we’re doing, give your feedback here.
This communication, including any attachments, is confidential. Refer to the disclaimer on our website.

From: Peter Meredith  
Sent: Monday, 13 December 2021 4:37 PM
To: Dalia Zarour <Dalia.Zarour@hbrc.govt.nz>
Subject: submission on tranche 2 water allocation
 
12th Dec 2021
Submission on the proposed  tranche 2 water allocation consents
HBRC
 
From: Peter Meredith

 
I do not wish to speak to my submission,thankyou
 
I oppose the tranche 2 allocation of  water from Ruataniwha aquifer for the following reasons-
 
The available water  in the Ruataniwha basin is already over allocated .
 
The water levels in the aquifer are dropping year by year.
 
Many shallow water takes are being compromised 
 
It is likely that further deep water takes will make this situation worse
 
The challenge of future climate change will make water allocation important for everyone 
 
Surface water depletion is having serious enviromental effects,springs and shallow streams  are drying up,trees and
Bush blocks are dying [ Inglis Bush ],aquatic life is affected
 
.Augmentation will not mitigate all the enviromental  and shallow bore implications as the majority of the water will run
straight to main rivers
 
Depleting a natural resource such as the Ruataniwha aquifer for personal gain ,to such an extent that it will  effect the
enviroment,other property viability and water supply and private and public well being is a crime.We cleared the trees
and drained the wetlands,are we now going to drain the aquifer.I strongly oppose these consents.
 
Thankyou for the opportunity to submitt



From: HBRC
To: Michaela Tinker
Cc: janeen@sageplanning.co.nz
Subject: HBRC - (Ruataniwha Basin - Tranche 2) [#24]
Date: Monday, 13 December 2021 5:37:00 pm

Which consent does your submission relate to::
APP-123563 APP-123991 APP-123541 APP-123547 APP-123565 APP-124498 APP-123566 APP-124500
APP-123546 APP-125281
Person Making the Submission: Michael Rittson-Thomas
Associated Organisation (of applicable): Totara Hills
Address: 
Phone Number: 
Mobile Number: 
Email: 
Are you a trade competitor for the purposes of section 308B of the RMA 1991: No
IF YES: Are you directly affected by an effect of the proposed activity that adversely effects the environment
and does not relate to, or the effects of trade competition: Yes
: I/We oppose the above application
The specific parts of the application that my submission relates to are (please enter the relevant number):
Excessive water take from an already over allocated aquifer.
My submission is: (you may attach submission detail to this form)
* Include the reasons for your views: Excessive water take from an already over allocated aquifer.

Risk of loss of water to stock water bores

Risk of loss of water to irrigation bores currently in place.

Risk to our on farm water infrastructure and investments to date. Especially to those in the immediate vicinity to
proposed bores/water takes.

Clear directive for land use intensification following the allocation of tranche 2 water. Subsequent further
negative effects on DIN levels in the catchment.
Higher stocking rates following on from high yielding pastures and feed crops, special risk around winter feed
crops. Direct effect on Mangaonuku Stream

Negative effects on CHB underground water flows in general. Modelling lacks substance, appears subjective
and claims unfounded.

Significant animal welfare concerns following loss of stock water due to stock water bores running dry.

Household water supply (from bore's) potentially running dry. Major risks to Tikokino and Onga Onga village's.

Less surface water available for fire fighting. eg. dams, creek and rivers.

Loss of surface water flows effecting the ability to service future sustainable irrigation incentives eg: water
storage dams etc

Potential to alter current natural water flows (eg streams, creeks) directly effecting native biodiversity including
(but not limited to) bush and birdlife.
I seek the following decision from the Hawke’s Bay Regional Council:
* Give precise details, including the parts of the application you wish to have amended and the general nature of
any conditions sought: I strongly believe the HBRC should decline the applications for Tranche 2 water from all
applicants.
I wish to be heard in support of my submission: Yes
If others make a similar submission, I will consider presenting a joint case with them at the hearing: Yes
I wish to attend any pre-hearing meeting that may be convened.: Yes



From: HBRC
To: Michaela Tinker
Cc: janeen@sageplanning.co.nz
Subject: HBRC - (Ruataniwha Basin - Tranche 2) [#25]
Date: Monday, 13 December 2021 5:55:21 pm

Which consent does your submission relate to::
APP-123563 APP-123991 APP-123541 APP-123547 APP-123565 APP-124498 APP-123566 APP-124500
APP-123546 APP-125281
Person Making the Submission: Marei Apatu
Associated Organisation (of applicable): Te Taiwhenua o Heretaunga
Address: 
Phone Number: 
Mobile Number: 
Email: 
Are you a trade competitor for the purposes of section 308B of the RMA 1991: No
IF YES: Are you directly affected by an effect of the proposed activity that adversely effects the environment
and does not relate to, or the effects of trade competition: No
: I/We oppose the above application
The specific parts of the application that my submission relates to are (please enter the relevant number): All of
the applications for Ruataniwha Tranche 2 groundwater abstraction
My submission is: (you may attach submission detail to this form)
* Include the reasons for your views: Our submission is attached
I seek the following decision from the Hawke’s Bay Regional Council:
* Give precise details, including the parts of the application you wish to have amended and the general nature of
any conditions sought: The decisions we seek are in our substantive submission attached. These include either:

A - Decline the applications for resource consents in their current form as they are deficient due to a significant
lack of detail in the Assessments of Environmental Effects and the applications themselves, OR

B - Require a range of robust consent conditions to referred to in section 8 of our submission, to help avoid or
remedy adverse effects of the proposed activities, that are more than minor, and to conform to or give effect to
higher level policy in the NPSFM 2020, the relevant NES and the RPS.
I wish to be heard in support of my submission: Yes
If others make a similar submission, I will consider presenting a joint case with them at the hearing: Yes
I wish to attend any pre-hearing meeting that may be convened.: Yes
        Attach a File: https://napier.wufoo.com/cabinet/e0e73559-4cf5-4c78-a227-af7bcd97d343 - 668.74 KB



 
 

 
 

  

 IN THE MATTER OF   The Resource Management Act, 1991  

 

 

 

 

  

 AND IN THE MATTER OF Applications for resource consents sought   

     by various parties for Tranche 2 groundwater as  

     regulated through provisions in the Hawke’s Bay  

     Regional Resource Management Plan 

 

 

 

 

___________________________________________________________________________ 

A submission from 
Te Taiwhenua o Heretaunga 

 

10 DECEMBER 2021 
___________________________________________________________________________ 
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1. To:  

Dalia Zarour 
Consents Planner 
Hawke’s Bay Regional Council 
Private Bag 6006 
Napier 
4142 
Email: dalia.zarour@hbrc.govt.nz 

  

 

2. Submitter 

Te Taiwhenua o Heretaunga 

 

 

3.  

 
 

 
 

 
 

  
 

 

 

 

4. Submission to the following consent applications 

The consents being sought under the Regional Resource Management Plan for the 
abstraction of Tranche 2 groundwater from various locations within the Ruataniwha 
Basin area in Central Hawke’s Bay. 

 
 

5. We are not a trade competitor for the purposes of section 308B of the Resource 
Management Act. 
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7. The parts of the consent applications our submission relates to are the applications in 
their entirety. We oppose the applications in their current form. 

 
 
8. Specific decisions sought 

That the applications be declined or substantially amended to restrict water takes and 
ensure through consent conditions that: 
 
a) Total Tranche 2 (T2) abstraction quantities are reduced so they do not exceed 

fifteen Million cubic metres per irrigation season; 
 
b) Abstractions for T2 groundwater cease when the recorded monthly levels in the 

HBRC State of the Environment monitoring bores for the Ruataniwha Plains fall 
below the corresponding monthly levels recorded in the 2015 – 16 fiscal year; 

 
c) The application of fertilisers and all nutrient sources on irrigated land that use T2 

groundwater does not result in water quality decline in groundwater and nearby 
surface waters; 

 
d) The applicants are required to restrict total nitrogen applications from all sources 

onto T2 irrigated land to a maximum of 90kg per hectare per year; 
 
e) A consent condition prevents the use of fertigation, or where fertigation methods 

are used, the irrigation is managed as a discharge of nutrients and/or 
contaminants to land, the quantities of nutrient form part of the total 90kg/ha/yr 
allowance, and additional consents are applied for and gained from HBRC; 

  
f) The sensitive catchment policies and rules in the RRMP are adhered to, along with 

acknowledgement of their restrictions; 
 
g) Each consent for T2 ground water takes prevents adverse effects on domestic 

water supply wells down gradient and within a radius of 3 kilometres of Tranche 
2 irrigated land in terms of: 

 

i) decline in water quality due to increased nitrate concentrations, and 

ii) reduced accessibility to groundwater through loss of well pressure or 
decline in water levels. 

 
h) Irrigation of T2 groundwater is restricted to the period 01 November to 30 April 

within each irrigation season; 
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i) T2 groundwater takes are required to cease when the minimum flow(s) in affected 

down gradient and surface water bodies are breached (flows fall below minimum 
flow), particularly for the Mangaonuku site u/s from the confluence with the 
Waipawa River, the Tukipo site at Ashcott Road, the Waipawa River at RDS and 
the Tukituki at Tapairu Road and Red Bridge; 

 
j) All wells within a specific radius of T2 irrigated land, or of wells that access and 

utilise T2 groundwater, are monitored at the Tranche 2 consent holders’ expense 
for a range of parameters including nitrate concentrations, piezometric 
pressure/water levels; 

 
k) Water that is pumped or discharged into bores as mitigation/augmentation, does 

not result in degradation of the water quality in the Ruataniwha Plains Aquifer 
system, particularly dissolved oxygen content or increased nutrient/contaminant 
concentrations; 

 
l) Relevant land-use consents (including consents for necessary infrastructure and 

discharge of contaminants) are obtained and surface water quality limits in Tables 
5.9.1A, 5.9.1B and 5.9.1D are complied with, or a logical trajectory towards 
achievement of their targets assured through specific T2 consent conditions prior 
to Tranche 2 groundwater abstractions being granted and/or commencing; 

 
m) The consents and their operation as proposed are consistent with the priority 

setting within the NPSFM2020, and contribute to the upholding of the health and 
well-being of groundwater where it is in a healthy state, or enhances and 
improves where it is not so as to achieve catchment or zone limits and/or targets 
(within a specified timeframe); 

 
n) Up-to-date FEMPs that provide for the achievement of limits, or targets within a 

specific timeframe, have been drafted and accepted by HBRC; 
 
o) Flow augmentation quantities are increased to at least 50% of T2 groundwater 

takes in consideration of cumulative adverse effects, both up gradient and down 
gradient (groundwater flow); 

 
p) The consents are issued for a maximum of 10 years duration, and there is no 

expectation given or implied, they will be renewed where effects have been found 
to be more than minor; 
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q) A charge is placed on T2 abstractions on a per cubic metre basis to enable 
environmental and cultural monitoring and assessment of effects. We suggest in 
the region of 5 cents per cubic metre, tagged to allocation totals. 

 
r) The reservation of a percentage of deep groundwater specifically for flow (or 

groundwater) augmentation after all irrigation has ceased, due to the delay 
between groundwater abstraction and stream depletion effects. 

 
s) Adverse effects on the Kahahakuri Streams and the Ongaonga Stream, including 

induced flow loss and interception of surface water recharge, are reduced 
through additional augmentation. 

 
t) A percentage of the T2 water takes from each application is reserved for 

emergency use or crop survival purposes during low-flow and/or drought periods. 
 

u) Within 3 years of the consents being granted - a cultural impact assessment is 
resourced by the applicants and undertaken by tangata whenua and their 
representatives to monitor, assess and report on the affected surface water 
bodies and their mauri state. 

 
v) A 3-yearly review of consents and consent conditions to:  

 
i) assess the accuracy of modelled predictions with real-time monitoring of 

water quality and water quantity parameters; 

ii) assess and check alignment of consent conditions with any operative RRMP 
provisions, or proposed RPS or regional plan provisions that become 
operative or that are beyond legal challenge; 

iii) ensure alignment and compliance with any relevant NES or NPSFM 
provisions; 

iv) avoid or remedy adverse effects from any activities undertaken as part of 
each consent that over time are found to be more than minor, so the 
operation and management of the consents are effective, promote 
sustainable management, and  

v) amend existing consent conditions where adverse effects are worse than 
modelled predictions, and reduce allocation amounts where these have 
not all been used, so as to achieve the matters in clauses i) – (iv) above. 
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9. Reasons 
a) The applications in their current form do not adequately assess or address the 

adverse effects of the activities for which consents are being sought, with three 
applications likely to require non-complying consents. 

 
b) The assessment of effects on small streams/tributaries is not robust, and in our 

view require additional monitoring and aquatic ecology assessment to gauge 
actual and potential risks and adverse effects. The applications have not 
considered or addressed cumulative effects on streams from Tranche 2 plus 
existing groundwater takes (including permitted takes). Emerging information is 
confirming that stream depletion effects from groundwater takes are worse than 
previously thought. 

 
c) The applications have not provided a logical pathway towards avoiding, 

remedying or mitigating all relevant adverse effects on environmental and 
cultural values, concerns or priorities that are more than minor, in particular 
effects on the relationships that Māori have with the streams and rivers in Central 

Hawke’s Bay. 
 
d) Cumulatively, all eight applications have capacity to produce adverse effects right 

across the Ruataniwha Basin. Regular state of the Environment monitoring of 
wells indicates a declining trend in groundwater levels that already manifests as 
stream-depleting effects. The augmentation methods proposed are insufficient to 
offset or mitigate all relevant effects of these additional abstractions within an 
appropriate timeframe. 

 
e) Some augmentation is to be “abstracted from one or more new future deep 

bores,” i.e., from bores that have yet to be drilled and assessed as to well yield, 
stream depletion and well interference effects. 

 
f) “Some applications and the activities that will result, are within dissolved 

inorganic nitrogen (DIN) exceeding areas or sensitive catchments and are 
therefore reliant on gaining additional consents and/or conforming to specific 
consent conditions. 

 
g) Assessments to inform the consent applications are over-reliant on modelling and 

on Overseer, which a scientific advisory panel commissioned by the Ministry for 
the Environment and the Ministry for Primary Industries found to have major 
faults in determining nutrient losses. 
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h) Surface water augmentation is insufficient to address the cumulative stream 
depletion effects of T2 groundwater takes, or to uphold relevant surface water 
minimum flows. T2 takes will lead to irrigation bans for surface water users of 
greater frequency and longer durations.  

 
i) The total volume applied for exceeds the 15 Million cubic metres limit allowed for 

T2 takes. Seasonal restrictions from 01 November to 30 April will allow for 
groundwater levels to partly recover. 

 
j) Achievement of water quality limits and targets will be compromised if these 

applications in their current form are approved. Existing nitrate levels in 
Ruataniwha Plains’ groundwater already exceed ANZECC guidelines in some 
cases. 

 
k) The applications and their effects are inconsistent with the purpose and principles 

of the Resource Management Act, and with the Regional Policy Statement, the 
Regional Resource Management Plan, and the NPSFM 2020. 

 
l) The applications and assessment of environmental effects (AEE) are insufficient 

to base a sound decision on. For some applications there are also two AEE 
versions, with differing amounts of water being sought.  

 
m) Some applications do not specify what crops the irrigation will be for, which is 

problematic for determining water requirements and then necessary 
augmentations. This also implies that the applicants could be banking the water 
which prevents others from accessing it. 

 
n) The IrriCalc soil-water balance model typically overestimates water requirements, 

and the assumption that all pasture irrigation applies is inconsistent with other 
statements in the AEE referring to crops.  

 
o) Some mitigations are untested and their effectiveness unquantified and 

abstraction of T2 groundwater will also induce flow loss from streams up-
gradient. Augmentation of these should also be required for some T2 consents. 

 
p) No adequate assessment of effects on the cultural values and aspirations of 

tangata whenua, or on the mauri or mana of the affected surface water bodies in 
terms of the T2 consent applications, has been undertaken by the applicants. 
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13 December 2021 

10. Statement 
We wish to be heard in support of our submission at any pre-hearing or hearing 
convened to consider these consent applications. 
 
 

 

Signed:  ______________________    

 

Date:   ______________________   

 

 

Marei Apatu 
Te Kaihautū 
Te Taiwhenua o Heretaunga 
 

 
 

  



From: HBRC
To: Michaela Tinker
Cc: janeen@sageplanning.co.nz
Subject: HBRC - (Ruataniwha Basin - Tranche 2) [#26]
Date: Monday, 13 December 2021 8:44:37 pm

Which consent does your submission relate to::
APP-123563 APP-123991 APP-123541 APP-123547 APP-123565 APP-124498 APP-123566 APP-124500
APP-123546 APP-125281
Person Making the Submission: Kathie Rittson-Thomas
Associated Organisation (of applicable): Mowat Family Enterprises Limited
Address: 
Phone Number: 
Email: 
Are you a trade competitor for the purposes of section 308B of the RMA 1991: Yes
IF YES: Are you directly affected by an effect of the proposed activity that adversely effects the environment
and does not relate to, or the effects of trade competition: Yes
: I/We oppose the above application
The specific parts of the application that my submission relates to are (please enter the relevant number): APP-
123563, APP-123991, APP-123541, APP-123547, APP-123565, APP-124498, APP-123566, APP-124500,
APP-123546 and APP-125281
My submission is: (you may attach submission detail to this form)
* Include the reasons for your views: Excessive water take from an already over allocated aquifer.

Risk of loss of water to stock water bores

Risk of loss of water to irrigation bores currently in place.

Risk to our on farm water infrastructure and investments to date. Especially to those in the immediate vicinity to
proposed bores/water takes.

Clear directive for land use intensification following the allocation of tranche 2 water. Subsequent further
negative effects on DIN levels in the catchment.
Higher stocking rates following on from high yielding pastures and feed crops, special risk around winter feed
crops. Direct effect on Mangaonuku Stream

Negative effects on CHB underground water flows in general. Modelling lacks substance, appears subjective
and claims unfounded.

Significant animal welfare concerns following loss of stock water due to stock water bores running dry.

Household water supply (from bore's) potentially running dry. Major risks to Tikokino and Onga Onga village's.

Less surface water available for fire fighting. eg. dams, creek and rivers.

Loss of surface water flows effecting the ability to service future sustainable irrigation incentives eg: water
storage dams etc

Potential to alter current natural water flows (eg streams, creeks) directly effecting native biodiversity including
(but not limited to) bush and birdlife.
I seek the following decision from the Hawke’s Bay Regional Council:
* Give precise details, including the parts of the application you wish to have amended and the general nature of
any conditions sought: I strongly believe the HBRC should decline the applications for Tranche 2 water from all
applicants
I wish to be heard in support of my submission: No
If others make a similar submission, I will consider presenting a joint case with them at the hearing: Yes
I wish to attend any pre-hearing meeting that may be convened.: Yes



From: HBRC
To: Michaela Tinker
Cc: janeen@sageplanning.co.nz
Subject: HBRC - (Ruataniwha Basin - Tranche 2) [#19]
Date: Sunday, 12 December 2021 1:53:50 pm

Which consent does your submission relate to::
APP-123563 APP-123991 APP-123541 APP-123547 APP-123565 APP-124498 APP-123566 APP-124500
APP-123546 APP-125281
Person Making the Submission: Sheryl Bayliss
Address: 
Phone Number: 
Email: 
Are you a trade competitor for the purposes of section 308B of the RMA 1991: No
IF YES: Are you directly affected by an effect of the proposed activity that adversely effects the environment
and does not relate to, or the effects of trade competition: No
: I/We oppose the above application
The specific parts of the application that my submission relates to are (please enter the relevant number): APP-
123563  APP-123991  APP-123541  APP-123547  APP-123565  APP-124498  APP-123566  APP-124500
APP-123546  APP-125281
My submission is: (you may attach submission detail to this form)
* Include the reasons for your views: I oppose the applications for use of Tranche2 ground water as I am
concerned about the impact it has on the water level of the aquifer.  Already the amount of water removed from
the aquifer has had an effect on the environment e.g. Kahikateas in Ingles Bush dying.   The proposed removal
of more water will only increase this problem resulting in negative effects on our environment including our
high value springfed streams and wetlands.
I seek the following decision from the Hawke’s Bay Regional Council:
* Give precise details, including the parts of the application you wish to have amended and the general nature of
any conditions sought: That all applications for the use of Tranche 2 groundwater be declined.
I wish to be heard in support of my submission: No
If others make a similar submission, I will consider presenting a joint case with them at the hearing: No
I wish to attend any pre-hearing meeting that may be convened.: No



 
December 2021 
Submission on the proposed granting of Tranche 2 Water consents 
Hawkes Bay Regional Council 
 
From: Louise Phillips 

 
 

 
 
I do not wish to speak to my submission 
 
Dear Councillors, 
 
I am opposed to the granting of Tranche 2 water consents to the present applicants and to any 
future applicants. I oppose these applications for the following reasons. 
 
It has been well recognised and documented that the Ruataniwha aquifers have been dropping 
over the last twenty or more years, and that current over allocation of water, and farming practice, 
in particular Dairy farming on free draining, summer dry soils has contributed to this decline. 
To grant consents to anyone for more water to be drawn from the aquifer is foolish. 
 
Currently HBRC are proposing a Managed aquifer recharge (MARS) trial to supposedly repair or 
prevent some of the aquifer decline. The MARS scheme proposes taking water from the river, 
storing it then putting it back in the river or aquifer at huge cost to all rate payers. Yet a few 
Tranche 2 applicants are taking water from the Aquifer then supposedly putting some back in the 
river and are not having to pay for the water itself. This is a contradiction that makes no sense, 
particularly as the Mars proposal is only a trial at this stage as the effectiveness is still unknown. 
 
Granting more water to eight applicants, also highlights inequities created by water availability and 
allocation. This would put more water into the hands of a few, compounding the inequities 
experienced by those farmers that are dependent on river water for irrigation and cannot use 
water during low flows, town residence that have to conserve water, and those Ongaonga and 
Tikokino residents whose wells have been lowering. 
 
Augmentation will involve monitoring and enforcement by HBRC this seems like an extra burden 
and cost in time and resources paid for by ratepayers with unknown benefit. 
 
Currently there are issues with the drying up of many springs in recent years in particular those 
that traditionally fed Inglis Bush. The result is that old stands of Native trees in particular Kahikatea 
are being lost. It has taken a lot of work from a few to get acknowledgement that this is happening, 
and why. Allowing more water to be drawn from the Aquifer at a time when there is so much 
historical damage to the environment, and the effects of this scheme unknown territory, is a 
contradiction to all work being done to address these issues. 
 
Thank you for considering this submission 
Louise Phillips 




