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INTRODUCTION

The New Zealand Defence Force (NZDF) has military interests throughout New Zealand.
Defence facilities are key strategic infrastructure of national and regional importance, playing
a significant role in both military training and civil and/or national defence operations. They
also play an important role in supporting search and rescue operations and infrastructure
support capabilities (for example deployment of water purification and supply facilities as
used in the aftermath of the Canterbury earthquakes).

While NZDF does not currently have facilities in the Tasman District, NZDF may wish to
undertake temporary military training activities (TMTA) within the District from time to time.
Although TMTA may be undertaken on an intermittent and relatively infrequent basis within
the District, NZDF wishes to ensure that the capability to conduct training as required,
throughout the district, is maintained. Training assists in maintaining operational capability
and in fulfilling its obligations under the Defence Act 1990.

TMTA can include a range of activities, from office / classroom based activities to large scale
military exercises and might involve search and rescue, infrastructure support, bomb
deactivation training, weapons firing, dental treatment training, personnel deployment etc.

They may be undertaken over a period of days or weeks on an intermittent or continuous
basis, during both day and night.
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Table 1: NZDF submission
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Submission | Provision Support / Relief Sought Reasons
Point Oppose /
Amend
1 Definition of Support Retain as notified. This definition identifies temporary military training
Temporary Military activities (TMTA) as separate from other temporary
Training Activity activities, which NZDF considers to be appropriate.
This definition is consistent with the definition
included in many other district plans nationwide.
2 Definition of Reverse | Support Retain as notified or wording to similar effect. | The proposed definition is considered appropriate.
sensitivity
3 Definition of Support Retain as notified. Itis appropriate to exclude TMTA from this definition
Community Activity and specifically stating this provides clarification to
users of the plan,
4 Rule 16.8.2.2 - Support Retain as notified. itis appropriate that TMTA are provided for as a
Permitted Activities permitted activity, subject to specific and appropriate
(Temporary Military standards. NZDF must undertake training in order to
Training Activities) fulfil its statutory obligations under the Defence Act
1990. It therefore requires certainty that such
activities can take place when required.
5 Figure 16.8A: Noise | Support with Retain as notified with one amendment to NZDF is pleased to see that the requested noise
Controls table amendment clause (1)(2){c) relating to the requirement for

(Rule 16.8.2.2)

a noise management plan, as shown in track
changes below:

“The activity is undertaken in accordance with
a Noise Management Plan prepared by a
suitably qualified expert and provided to
appreved-by Council at least 15 working days
prior to the activity taking place.”

standards have been included in the proposed Plan
Change.

As TMTA are uniquely military in nature, it is
appropriate to have specific provisions to address
their effects. To this end, NZDF has commissioned
professional acoustic advice from Malcolm Hunt and
has developed a set of noise standards specific to
TMTA to replace those currently included in district
plans. This is the subject of a nationwide project by
NZDF to achieve consistency in district plans across
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Submission
Point

Provision

Support /
Oppose /
Amend

Relief Sought

Reasons

New Zealand.

NZDF has recently updated its provisions, to amend
clause (1)(2){c) of the table. As the standards are
permitted activity standards, it is considered best
practice to provide a copy of the Noise Management
Plan (NMP) to Council for information and records
purposes rather than obtain the approval of Council
for the NMP. The requested amendment to clause
(1)(2)(c) reflect this.

Rule 16.8.3.3

Support

Retain rule as notified.

Itis appropriate that TMTAs which dec not meet the
relevant permitted activity standards are provided
for as controlled activities.

NZDF must undertake training in order to fuffil its
statutory obligations under the Defence Act 1990.
Controlled activity status provides certainty to NZDF
that an activity can proceed, and allows Council the
control to ensure effects are appropriately managed.
In determining what conditions to impose, Council
should limit its control to the matters over which it
has reserved its control under Rule 16.8.2.3.

Section 16.8.20 -
Principle reasons for
rules — heading
Temporary military
training activities

Support

Retain as notified.

The content of this section provides helpful
background on the development of the noise
provisions requested by NZDF for inclusion in the
Plan.
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1.0 SUBMISSION

1.4 This submission relates to the extent of provisions within Plan Change 60 related to Rural
Industrial Activity and the provision of an appropriate Planning Framework for expansion of
those activities.

1.2 The Submitters previous request on submissions to the Draft Plan Change sought that
Council extend the scope to increasing the area of the Rural Industrial Zone at Blackbyre
Rd/SH 60. Regrettably the Council has not extended the scope of the Plan Change to
include zoning of further land at the Blackbyre Rd location, and therefore the focus of this
Submission is the appropriate recognition within the Rural Policy framework acknowledging
the expansion needs for Rural Industrial activity processing plant and animal production.

1.3 The Submitters seek that Plan Change 60 gives appropriate recognition to the significant
importance of rural industrial processing activities and their needs for expansion being
appropriately recognised within the Policy framework through the Introduction Statement
7.0, Policy 7.2.3.2, Policy 7.2.3.2(ea) and H, and the Principle Reasons and Explanation
under 7.1.30 and 7.2.30.

1.4 The specific wording required in relation to the above Objectives, Policies and Reasons are
set out under Section 3.0 of this submission. Attached is a Site Plan illustrating the
landholdings and zoning of the current cluster of Rural Industrial Activities at Blackbyre
Rd/SH 60.

2.0. REASONS FOR THE SUBMISSIONS

2.1. New Zealand Hops (NZH) is the processing and distribution arm of a significant and
growing Hops industry in Tasman District. Currently in Tasman District there is
approximately 425ha of hops under production. The Tasman District is the only commercial
hop growing province in New Zealand. The hop crop has a gross value of approximately
$19million, however this is simply the direct value of the crop that is processed for
distribution from the Submitter’s site. The actual value downstream of the product through
use in beer and other related products, is significantly more. Hops are widely distributed
internationally, and domestically including within the Nelson/Tasman/Marlborough area.
There has been in recent years a significant increase in the volume, and number, of craft
brewers.

2.2 The Hop industry is expanding to keep up with the demand for hops, from craft brewers,
both domestically and internationally. As such the number of hectares under production is
expected to significantly increase in the District, with the projected increase taking the area
planted in hops to 600ha by 2020.

2.3. NZH owns three titles of land on the corner of Blackbyre Rd and State Highway 60 at
Appleby. NZH owns Lot 1 DP5802 and Lot 2 DP307291 located on the corner of SH 60
and Blackbyre Rd. Until recently NZH also owned Lot 3 DP307291 known as the ‘Percy
block’ which fronts SH 60, but this has recently been transferred to the neighbour
Pharmalink Extracts Ltd. This transfer happened at the same time as Lot 2 DP6665,
fronting Blackbyre Rd, was transferred from Pharmalink Extracts Ltd to NZH Ltd. These
land transfers have been done to accommodate existing use in relation to the Percy block,
and future expansion aspirations of Pharmalink in relation to the Percy block and NzH
future expansion aspirations in relation to the ex Aitkenhead block. Attached to this
Submission is a Plan noting the location of the NZH landholdings and Pharmalink Extracts
Ltd landholdings. The Plan notes the current Rural Industrial Zoning and Rural 1 Zoning.
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The zoning does not reflect the current rural industrial land use activities let alone
necessary expansion of those activities.

2.4, The recent transfers of land between the two adjoining landowners reflects the long
standing relationship between NZH and Pharmalink Extracts Ltd and its predecessors.
NZH jointly established (and owned for a period) the Extract Plant, which is now owned by
Pharmalink Extracts Ltd, but used for some processing of hops.

2.5, There is a history of Resource Consents for the two related business activities that extends
back to the Resource Consent in 2001 which was granted jointly to NZH and Nutrizeal Ltd
(a predecessor to the current business Pharmalink Extracts Ltd). This consent related to
the erection of the joint venture Extraction plant, provision of a range of extended buildings
for nutriceutical manufacturing, and the undertaking of subdivision to create a separate title
for the Extracts Plant and put in place appropriate boundaries and provision for access.

2.6. It was accepted by the Council in 2001 that the co-location of NZH activities and the
activities now owned by Pharmalink Ltd were appropriate, notwithstanding the mixed zoning
which included the Rural Industrial Zoning over a portion of the landholdings with Rural 1
zoning over the remainder of the land. It was accepted that the adverse effects on
productive land were outweighed by the efficiencies of co-location with NZH and the Extract
plant. Overall the Council considered that the development was for an integrated package
which had enormous potential benefit for the rural sector providing for further processing
options for high value, low volume product. Council stated in their Decision the following:

“The co location of the three inter related plants is considered fo promote the
sustainable use of the land resources at this location and also the physical resources
existing, and those proposed.”

2.7. While there is no longer joint ownership of the activities of NZH and Pharmalink there is an
ongoing working relationship that remains in respect of the use of building resources and
other infrastructure. Both businesses are in the process of planning for future growth and
development for their activities. The land that is zoned Rural Industrial, as is illustrated by
the attached Plan, provides little future potential for growth as the two blocks that would
provide for growth are the Percy block for Pharmalink Extracts Ltd and the Aitkenhead
block for NZH and both are zoned Rural 1. Given the level of investment at this location by
NZH it is not practical to look to other locations for future expansion, this would be an
inefficient use of their resources. As such NZH seeks to secure an appropriate planning
framework that supports the growth of their Rural Industrial activities at this location, as it is
imperative that the business actively plans for the increase in the hop crop.

2.8. The Submitter is concerned that the Plan Change does not extend to expansion of the
Rural Industrial Zone at this location given the importance of the hop industry to the region.
In the absence of an expansion of the Zoning, it is critical to the future of the industry, that
the Policy framework recognises the need for expansion of this Rural Industrial activity at
this location given the investment and infrastructure at this location to support the existing
and expanded processing and plant facilities required.

2.9.  NZH needs certainty that their future growth and development can be undertaken at this
location given the growth experienced to date, which will continue with the expansion of the
hop crop in order to meet the demands in the market place, particularly from craft brewing.

2.10.  The expectation of a review of rural land use and subdivision carries with it an expectation
that the priority is recognition of the productive capacity, but also the supporting
infrastructure required to process rural production. The latter seems to have little attention
in the Plan Change and the focus seems to be on housing within the rural area. While
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housing is also a necessary activity to support those working in rural production it would not
be a normal expectation that a rural land review would have housing as a high priority.

2.11. Increase in rural production being achieved in many parts of the rural sector has to be
matched by increasing capacity of processing which was the reason that the Submitter
sought through the Draft Plan Change to have the scope of the Plan Change widened to
expansion of zoning. That request has not been incorporated into the scope of this Plan
Change which places more significance on the Policy framework for appropriately
recognising not only existing rural industrial activities but the need for those activities to
expand.

2.12. Aspects of the Plan Change do seek to acknowledge the role of rural industrial activity
where it is directly associated with plant and animal production such as Policy 7.1.3.6D, but
this is not taken through the proposed Plan Change in a consistent manner through the
issue statement under 7.0, the reasons related to the Objectives and Policies under 7.1.30,
and the Objectives, Policies and Reasons under 7.2. as there is little acknowledgement of
expansion requirements.

2.13. In the Draft Plan Change there was a Policy committing the Council to review the
appropriateness of the Rural 1 and 2 Zoning of existing clusters of dwellings and Rural
Industries. This was certainly the next best option to the Council extending the Rural
Industrial Zone under this current Plan Change. However, Council has now removed from
the Plan Change what was a clearly stated Policy commitment in the Draft Plan Change to
reviewing zoning.

2.14. Policy 7.2.3.2 seeks to enable sites in specific locations to be used primarily for Rural
Industrial, Tourist Services and Papakainga activity. This policy is supported in principle
because it provides the Policy Framework for provision of the Rural Industrial zone.
However the addition of criteria (ea) is too limiting as a location criteria. Proposed criteria
(ea) states the following:

“in relation to rural industrial development, the efficient location of the activity in
association with sources of plant and animal production.”

2.15. Efficient fJocation’ does not just relate to sources of production but also to existing
infrastructure to the main transport corridors, roads, port and airport, and the location of
distribution points within the region.

2.16. Plan Change 60, as it relates to Rural Industrial Activity, has not assessed the adequacy of
the existing Rural Industrial zones to provide for growth of those activities. NZH submission
is that the extent of the Rural Industrial zone is inadequate, in terms of existing Rural
Industrial Activity, let alone growth of those existing activities. Plan Change 60 fails to
consider that enhancing productive land opportunities to enable increases in soil based
production, is only part of the necessary Policy framework required because in tandem
there needs to be an increase in opportunities for the processing, storage and handling of
the increased production in crops and animal production.

2.17. Plan Change 60, Section 32 analysis, does not give consideration to the adequacy and
effectiveness of the existing Planning Framework, including the existing Rural Industrial
Zone, for the processing, storage and distribution of soil based production. Not providing
for the expansion of Rural Industrial Zoning, constrains economic growth and employment
opportunities.

2.18. Plan Change 60 does not promote the Purpose and Principles of the Act, as the current
and proposed Planning Framework does not enable Rural Industrial Activity located at
06 Blackbyre Rd/SH 60 reasonable options for growth.

{
U
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3.0 Relief Sought
i) Amend Paragraph 1".2" under Section 7.0 to stafe- tH'e fol!owrng

- “An fmpon‘ant aspect of managing rural enwronmenta! effects is recognlsmg the
quafmes and character of rural areas, and the legitimacy. of ex:stmg established
actrwtfes particularly those that support the processing needs of plant and. animal @
producnon and a range of potential future act:vrtfes which involve the productfve
use of the land resource:”

(ii) Am@nd .the first _of the proposed‘n‘ew Paﬁégraph’s*td?‘Section 7.0 ié'S"fOHOWSE

“The Zone Framework within Tasman Drsmcts rural areas is-hased on.the
productive capacity of the Tasman District's land and soil resources. The rural
production zones are Rural 1. and Rural 2. Zones and'the Rural 3 Zone where
that.zone contains land with-high productive value. Inthese zones.. activities
mvoivmg plant-and animal production are ‘prioritised above opportumtles for rural.
housing, industry or commercial activity where that value is high, unless the

; act:wfy is a rural-industry, directly associated with plant.and'animal producflon

{(iii) The Submitter supports the introduction of Policy 7.1.3.6D. but. consnders there:

- should be additional words: added at the end of the paragraph to ensure that the
interpretation is clear that the Policy relates: to -association with plant and animal
production from:the District rather than is associated with plant or animal production

.on the site of that plant and animal production. The amendment: sought is as
follows:

“To discourage commercial, industrial'and rural industrial activities in‘the Rural 1
Zone, except where the. activity s directly associated with pfant and animal @
production.in the District.”

(iv) Amend’ the first sentence of ‘the fourth paragraph under 7.1.30 which deals ‘with
_principal reasons and explanations to state the following: :

| "The Plan recognises that a range of activities (mcludmg buildings) can be

I appropnately accommodated within rural areas, particularly.those that support @
the processing needs ‘of plant.and animal production and'support the weﬂ -being:

of rural people and commun:tles :

(v) Amend :Ob']ectlveY 223as fO]lOWS' .

“Retention and expansion of: Rural Industrial Zones that prowde an appropnafe @
location for. production related :ndustnes inrural areas.”

(vi)  Amend Policy 7.2.3:2(ea) to state:

“in relation to rural. industrial- development, the. effrcrenf location of the activity in
association with sources - of production, ex:stmg rural  industrial bu.'!drngs @
infrastructure, the transport  network including roading, Airport, Port and
distribution networks :
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(vii)

‘(yiii,)

(i)

S8

Add an ad'ditional Policy 7.2.3.1H as follows:

“To review the appropriateness of Rural 1 and 2 Zonmg of ex:stmg clusters of
dwellmgs and rural industries in those zones, having established, residential

rural res:dentfal or ruralindustrial character 2

Amend 7.2.30 dealing with Reasons and: Explanations by addmg a new second
paragraph ‘to state the follow;ng :

“Opportunities. for rural industry wh:ch supports and processes plant and animal
production -are provided for in‘the District: There is a need to prowde and support

the expansion of rural industries where it is ‘appropriately located in-the rural area.
As plant and animal production increases, so too does the demand for the

~ expansion of established rural industrial processing activities. Providing for Rural

Industrial Zones is one method of achieving this, howevernotall demands. will_be

“able to be accommodated within the existing confines of such zoning and the Policy

framework provides the: opportunity for Council to consider such needs over t:me or
assess Consent Applications or Plan Changes proposed by: others.”

Amend the Principal Reasons for Rules under the subheadlng Industrial and
Commermal Act[vmes to state the following:

“The Rural 1 Zone is not generally-appropriate to contain or manage: the cumulative
effects of business act:wt:es where these activities are better located in Commercial
or Industrial. Zones. This is because the primary. purpose of the Rural 1 Zone is to
protect the use of productive land: for plant and animal production activities. Where

_ the proposed activity is related to plant and animal production, mciudmg transport

and processing of such production, or the activity reuses existingbuildings and

_expansion to those buildings, it may-be appropriate.”

4.0 The Submitter does wish to be heard in respect of this Submission.

!

(Signed by the Submitters Authorlseci Agent)

Dated this14th day of March 2016

08
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district council

Submission on a Change to the
Tasman Resource Management Plan

Manager, Policy Cover Sheet
Tasman District Council

Private Bag 4, Richmond 7050 OR

Return your submission by the advertised closing date to: ‘

189 Queen Street, Richmond OR OFFICE U_SE
Fax 03 543 9524 OR Email steve.markham@tasman.govt.nz Date received stamp:
Note:
This form is only for the purpose of making a submission on the Plan. It is NOT for making a further ' L+ ' 3 = {
submission (i.e. in support or opposition to an original submission) or for making a submission
on a resource consent or on Council’s Annual Plan, \b
Initials:
Submitter No.

¢05c3

Submitter Name: Richard Osmaston
(organisation/individual)

Representative/Contact:

(if different from above)

Postal Address: Home Phone: 03 521 1966

The Watershed, 8868 SH 63

: Bus.Phone: 021 159 1590

RD 2 Nelson 7072
Fax:
email: FOSMaston@xtra.co.nz
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Signature:
NOTE: A signature is not required if you make your submission by
electronic means.
Total number of pages submitted (including this page):

IMPORTANT - Please state:

This submission relates to Change No.:

(=] 1/we wish to be heard in support of my/our submission.
Change Title/Subject:
60 Rural land use ....

L] 1/we would be prepared to consider presenting my/our submission
in ajoint case with others making a similar submission at any hearings.
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Supplementary Sheet

OFFICE USE Submitter Number: 540_5'?

(1) My submission relates to: (2) My submission is that: {3)' I seek the following degi_srions from the

w g
)
o . z
Provision No or (State concisely the nature of your submission and Tasman District Council: 3 g
Planning Map No. i whetgeryou{ﬁ s (Give precise details of the nature of the decision 29
(Please specify, e.g. 34.2.20(a) (iii) or - g orthor appose 2, e specific ,graw_s fons, or you seek in relation to the variation number and !-ol- €
Zone Map 25) +wish to have amendments made, giving reasons) provision/map number given in column (1), e.q. ‘ s
addition, deletion or alteration. wn
The more specific you can be the easier it will be for
Council to understand your concerns.)
60 | support the proposal.

Rural land use ....
However, with some
reservations :

©

1. There is no threat to
productiver land.

2. There is no threat to rural
employment opportunities, in
fact quite the contrary.

3. Dwellings are extremely
un-affordable in the region.

@

4. The whole process seems
ridiculously complicated, when
all most people want is a home.

3777 HotHouse Communications

111 *

Féej f}*ee_ fc caﬂfac_f 2S¢ Tasman District Council Richmond Murchison Motueka Takaka
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- - - Phone 035438400 Fax035231012 Phone 03 528 2022 Phone 03 525 0020
district council Fax 03543 9524 Fax 03528 9751 Fax 03 5259972

" e -
[ New Zealand Motueka 7143 Takaka 7142
W a S m a n 24 hour assistance New Zealand Phone 035231013 New Zealand New Zealand
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district council

Submission on a Change to the

Tasman Resource Management Plan

Return your submission by the advertised closing date to:
Manager, Policy

Tasman District Council

Private Bag 4, Richmond 7050 OR

189 Queen Street, Richmond OR

Fax 03 543 9524 OR Email steve.markham@tasman.govt.nz

Cover Sheet ‘

OFFICE USE
Date received stamp:

Note:

on a resource consent or on Council’s Annual Plan.

This form is only for the purpose of making a submission on the Plan. It is NOT for making a further
submission (i.e. in support or opposition to an original submission) or for making a submission

144 14

Submitter Name: €bbie and Mark Pearson

Initials:

~

Submitter No.
Log

(organisation/individual)

Representative/Contact: Debbie Pearson

(if different from above)
Postal Address:

Home Phone: (03)5256061

PO Box 275, Takaka, 7142

(021)02549509

Bus. Phone:

Fax:

Email: debbiepearson@paradise.net.nz

Postal address for service of person making submission:
(if different from above)

Date: 1 4'Mar"201 6

Signature:

NOTE: A signature is not required if you make your submission by
electronic means.

Total number of pages submitted (including this page):

IMPORTANT - Please state:

This submission relates to Change No.: 60

Change Title/Subject:

Rural Land Use and Subdivision Policy Review -
change 60

Please attach this cover sheet to your supplementary sheet(s) outlining your submission request(s).

(=] )jwe wish to be heard in support of my/our submission.

(=] 1/we would be prepared to consider presenting my/our submission
in a joint case with others making a similar submission at any hearings.

=)

1t
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Supplementary Sheet

OFFICE USE Submitter Number: %% J

(1) My submission relates to: (2) My submission is that: (3) 1seek ti'xe following decisions from the TS g ]
Provision No or (State concisely the nature of your submission and Tasman District Council; z c |
; clearly indicate whether you: (Give precise details of the nature of the decisi 22
222?22::;;:10'34 2.20(a)iii) or *support or appose the specific provisions, or you sﬁelf?rr: reiatr'ao’n tothe variglr‘ieo?: nu;ber agz i €
ZoneMap25)’ .g. 34.2. « wish to have amendments made, giving reasons) provision/map number given in column (1), e.g. (=] _g I
addition, deletion or alteration. v |
The more specific you can be the easier it will be for
Council to understand your concerns.)
16.3.5.4A We support the inclusion of Approve the provisions for @ ‘
provisions for cooperative living | cooperative living ’
@l
. . . I
17.5.21.p-r We support the clarification for | Approve as written @
temporary activity and events. Pugll
We support the exemption ( f*) E
outlined for events !
!
17.5.3.3 We strongly support the Approve the provisions to allow a  [(5) |
118932 provisions to allow a second second minor dwelling. Increase |
+any other provisions | dwelling on rural land. We the definition for a minor dwelling @ |
relating to the inclusion | support the minor dwelling to 120 sgm ( 160 sgm with

of a second dwelling proposal. We suggest that the attached garage) |
minor dwelling definition be
increased to 120sgm (160sgm
with attached garage) to '
accommodate a typical size for
a family home. This would allow
multi-generations to live on the 1
family land. J‘

17.8.3.1 + any other We support the change to allow | Approve the provisions as outlined @
provisions relating to two sleep outs per dwelling
the inclusion of two

sleep outs per dwelling
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E o/ Lreo Zo Contact? #5: Tasman District Council  Richmond Murchison Motueka Takaka
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