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Upper Hutt
| wish to be heard in support of my submission at a hearing.

Disclosures: | could gain an advantage in trade competition through this
submission; Yes [ No

The following is the submission | wish to make on the proposed change to the
Regional Policy Statement,

| autharise the Mangaroa Peatland Focus Group to present this submission on

my behalf.

In preparing this submission the relevant text from the proposed plan change
is shown in black.

Signature:

Observations are shown in red

The decision that requested is shown in green.
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Take adaptation action to Increase the resilience of our communities, the
natural and built environment to prepare for the changes that are already
occurring and those that are coming down the line, Critical to this is the need
to protect and restore natural ecosystems so they can continue to provide the



Important services that ensure clean water and air, support indigenous
biodiversity and ultimately, people,

This clause sees the Introduction of the cencept of restoration, which Is
inadeguately defined at the canclusion of the RPS. Bésed on the past track
record of GWRC zcologists, the community doas not trust GWRC with open
ended powers which an action tonceptof this nature wauld give. There is ng
argument against protecting that which cur rently-exists, but [ssue is taken with
the concept of returning something to s loosely defined prior state.

The community s incraasingly troubled by the council's apparent belief
that it has the right, power and mandate 1o regulate matters more
properly the domain of central government, and te ignore limits
impased by central government where the council disagrees.

Decision requested — remove the words and restore from this clayse.

Policy 18: Protecting and restoring aquatic ecological function health of water
bodies - regional plans

(a) there is no further loss of extent of natural inland wetiands and coastal
wetlands, their values are protected, and their restoration is promoted.

When |t comes to GWRC making statements relating Lo wetlands and the
cancept of restoration, the Mzangaroz Peatiznds community have svery reason
to be sceptical. The document Implles that natural wetiands in the region are
snirinking when In fact they have been expanding which posas the guestion
"loss since when?” GWRC have a past track recard of taking punitive action
agalnst both members of the community and the Upper Hutt City Council.
Thair actions have besn referred to as draconian by the Environment Caurt
and thelr lll-considared case has cost the ratepayers of the Wellington Region
in excess of one milllon dollars.

We have an record Councillar Ros Connglly informing the peatland COMMmunity
that she was in tavour of the peatiand water tabla belng raised by over 2
metres In order to restorethe wetland and that sha was in favour of
compensation being paid to aHected property owners.



The peatland is not now a natural wetland and has not been a natural wetland
since the late 1800's and 2arly 1900's as canfirmad in evidence to the
Envirenment Court, which hearing which was Initiated by GWRC, We consider
that the phrase “and their restoration 1s promoated” should be deleted from
tha RPS as lts presence will he interpretad by the eco factions within GWRE as
llcense to proceed slong extreme lines.

For the avoidance of doubt, the RPS should also acknowledge that it
respects and observes the Environment Court's finding in
GWRC v Adams.and ors that the land subject to that decision was not

and is not a natural wetland

Decision requested — delete the phrase “and their restoration Is
promoted”,
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Policy 47: Managing effects on indigenous ecosystems and habitats with

significant indigenous biodiversity values

(b) providing adequate buffering around areas of significant indigenous
ecosystems and habitats from other land uses

The entire concept of bu'ffenng has not heen adequately defined and there has
beEen no consultation with communities that would be impacted. There has
baen no definition as to the dimensions of any buffar zane, no deliniticn as to
what constitutes "adequate’ nor has there been any clear direction as to what
activitizs within the buffer would be constralned. Not anly will there nesd 10
be effective consultation with the landowner whiere the SNA is situated but
there would also need to be another layer of consultation for those
landowners within the buffer zone. Thie concept has not been thoroughly
thaught through and GWRC has falled in its obligation ta cansult,

To consult meaningfully, we nsed to understand matters like the
dimensions of any buffer zone, the scientific basis on which those
buffers are being drawn, whal constitutes ‘adzquats’ and the restrictions
that might be imposed on aclivities within the buffer,



To reiterate. before a buffer zone could be imposed, there would nead tw)
b€ effective consullation with the landowner whers the SNA is Situated
as wsll as consultation for landowners within the buffer zone.

Decision requested = GWRC be required to tlearly define the concept of
buffering, Including all relevant factore and rules that would apply to the buffar
zone. GWRC be required to undertake axtensive community consultation prior
1a Issuing a consultation document. It is not acceptable for GWRC to be left to
make up detailed regulations on the fiy.
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Insert a new definition of nature-based solutions as follows: Nature-based
solutions

Examples include:

Reducing greenhouse gas emissions (climate change mitigation):

* planting forests to sequester carbon

¢ protecting peatland to retain carbon stores

OWRE must claarly state what It means by “protecting” paatland and exactly
whattorm that protection would taks.

The Mangarsa pestland Overiay encompasses ovar 75 Indlvidual landewners
and not onie single gne has been consultad.

The community feels vary strangly regarding the high-handed approach takan
Ly GWRC and the devious way ILappesrs to be trying to gain control of all
SSPECLS ragarding the peatland.

Tha Inclusion of the reference 1o peatiand within a definition constitutes
af sllempt to regulste by stealth, and flies In the face of the Envircnment
Coun's gxpactation that peaple on tha peatiand would be left to the Quiest
enjoyment of thelr land. |t smacks of bad faith regulation.

The community 1s aware that GWRGC officials have long sought to limit
use of the peatiand. first through wetland rules, than
using SNA rules and now, it seems Ry citing It &8s & carbon sink.

Decision requested — GWRC be instructed to cease and desist in yet another
attempt to gain control over the Mangarca peatland. That the concept of




“protecting peatland to retain carban stores” is struck out pending thorough
and extensive consultation with the community and Upper Hutt City Councll.
That GWRC be required to formulate extensive rules regarding the peatland
and the implications around and tompensation for any loss of use by
landowners,
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Restoration The active intervention and management of modified or degraded
habitats, ecosystems, landforms and landscapes in order to reinstate
indigenous natural character, ecological and physical processes, and cultural
and visual qualities. The aim of restoration actions is to return the
environment, either wholly or in part, to a desired former state, including
reinstating the supporting ecological processes.

The process of restoration as outlined In Ihe definition is so wide
swesping that it needs lo be redefined. It should nat be undertaken
wilhout extensive cammunily censultation and support

The perspeclive - whose desired former slale it Is — needs ta be
defined, as does the time at which that formsr slate existad, Some
reference 1o expert opinion needs 1o be included, The assessment of
whal |s needad to restore a habitat ste should not come down 1o the
subjactive opinlan of a council official givan that GWRC has stronaly
slated environmental goals

Balancing perspectives are needed from expent advisors and from
paople dirsctly affected In the local community

The perspectives of people Indirectly affected may also be relevant bul
should be given less weight than those directly affecled

Decision requested — insert a clause requiring GWRC to engage with the
community end anly proceed ance they have community approval In each
case.
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End of submission



