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ITEM SUBJECT

Welcome/Notices/Apologies
Conflict of Interest Declarations

Confirmation of Minutes of the Regional Planning Committee meeting
held on 20 February 2019

4, Follow-ups from Previous Regional Planning Committee Meetings
Decision Items

5. Potential Tukituki Plan Change
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Parking

There will be named parking spaces for Tangata Whenua Members in the HBRC car park T entry
off Vautier Street.

Regional Planning Committee Members

Name Represents

Karauna Brown Te Kopere o te Iwi Hineuru

Tania Hopmans Maungaharuru-Tangitu Trust

Nicky Kirikiri Te Toi Kura o Waikaremoana

Jenny Nelson-Smith Heretaunga Tamatea Settlement Trust
Joinella Maihi-Carroll Mana Ahuriri Trust

Apiata Tapine TUOau TUau o Te Wairoa

Matiu Heperi Northcroft Ngati Tuwharetoa Hapu Forum

Peter Paku Heretaunga Tamatea Settlement Trust
Toro Waaka Ngati Pahauwera Development and Tiaki Trusts
Paul Bailey Hawkes Bay Regional Council

Rick Barker Hawkes Bay Regional Council

Peter Beaven Hawkes Bay Regional Council

Tom Belford Hawkes Bay Regional Council

Alan Dick Hawkes Bay Regional Council

Rex Graham Hawkes Bay Regional Council

Debbie Hewitt Hawkes Bay Regional Council

Neil Kirton Hawkes Bay Regional Council

Fenton Wilson Hawkes Bay Regional Council

Total number of members = 18
Quorum and Voting Entitlements Under the Current Terms of Reference

Quorum (clause (i))
The Quorum for the Regional Planning Committee is 75% of the members of the Committee

At the present time, the quorum is 14 members (physically present in the room).

Voting Entitlement (clause (j))

Best endeavours will be made to achieve decisions on a consensus basis, or failing consensus, the
agreement of 80% of the Committee members present and voting will be required. Where voting is
required all members of the Committee have full speaking rights and voting entitlements.

Number of Committee members present Number required for 80% support
18 14
17 14
16 13
15 12

14 11




HAWKEOGS BAY REGI ONAL COUNCI L
REGIONAL PLANNING COMMITTEE
Wednesday 17 April 2019

Subject: FOLLOW-UPS FROM PREVIOUS REGIONAL PLANNING COMMITTEE
MEETINGS

Reason for Report

1. On the list attached are items raised at Regional Planning Committee meetings that
staff have followed up. All items indicate who is responsible for follow up, and a brief
status comment. Once the items have been reported to the Committee they will be
removed from the list.

Decision Making Process

2. Staff have assessed the requirements of the Local Government Act 2002 in relation to
this item and have concluded that, as this report is for information only, the decision
making provisions do not apply.

Recommendation

That the Regional Planning Committee receives and notes the i F o I-up bems from
Previous dbffepoitngs o

Authored by:

Annelie Roets

GOVERNANCE ADMINISTRATION
ASSISTANT

Approved by:

James Palmer
CHIEF EXECUTIVE

Attachment/s

gl Followups from Previous RPC Meetings
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Followups from Previous RPC Meetings Attachment 1

Follow-ups from Previous Regional Planning Committee Meetings

Meeting held 20 February 2019

Aggenda e Action Responsible | Status Comment
1 |Potential Tukituki Plan Change for | Taskforce letter inviting Forest & Bird National Office | A Roets Emailed to Committee members 14 March 2018,
Deferral of Minimum Flows lo the Tukituki Water Taskforce's next meeting to be Reference 1 following
shared with RPC members.
2 | TANK Plan Change (PC3) Pra- Targeted pre-notification consultation with relevant | T Skerman | Reguest for extension considered and granted until
Motification Planning Pathway iwi autharities, territorial local authorities, and Friday 29 March 2019.
relevant Ministers of the Crown to commence early
2019
Meeting held 12 December 2018
Agenda ltem Action Responsible Status Comment
3 |Tangata Whenua Remunaration CEto \Iu'qu _Gﬂuﬂb'?rﬂti'-'eh' with '-hE_ RPC's Co-chairs | Lawrance |Recommendation for appointment of Reviewer for
Review to commission an independent review RPC decision on 17 April agenda.
4 |Discussion of minor items noton | Written advice given to the RPC tangata whenua T Skerman | Technical Advisors and Tangata Whenua
the agenda representatives by their technical advisors is to be Representative Co-Chair and Deputy Co-Chair have
made available to all RPC members dating back to been advised of this protocol going forward.
August 2018. Technical Advisors' written advice will be circulated
as and when relevant in future.
2 May 2018
5 |Hawke's Bay Regional Planning This version as accepted by PSGEs - to be T Skerman | To be a decision item for Gommittee adoption on
Committee Terms of Reference for | considered and discussed by the Co-Chairs and &P Munro |15 May 2019 agenda

Adoption

Daeputy Co-Chairs pricr to being brought back to
RPC as ‘recommended’ by them for adoption

ltem 4

Attachment 1
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Attachment 1

Followups from Previous RPC Meetings

T 1UBWIYoeNY
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Reference follow-up 1 above

'S BAY

OFFICE OF THE MAYOR B

YR

19 February 2019 ;n;.-;-.nn.-u: povi.ng

Tom Kay

Regional Manager

Royal Forest & Bird Protection Society
PO Box 631

Wellington 6140

Dear Tam

‘We would like to extend an invitation for you to attend our community driven initlative
regarding water security in Central Hawke's Bay. The Tukituki Taskforce was brought 1ogether
in 2018 following concerns from multiple parties around our district about the security of
access Lo water for the environmental, social, cultural and economic future of our Community.

The Taskforce recognises that collective action for water security is the most effective and
efficient path ferward for us to address these concerns. The Tukitukl Catchment Plan from the
Hawke's Bay Regional Couneil is 2 critical but complex tool for improving outcomes and the
Taskforce has recently advocated to the Hawke's Bay Regional Councll regarding
Implemantation timeframes. We saw this necessary to assist our community in meeting the
plan’s policy aims. Local representatives from the Forest & Bird Central Hawke's Bay Branch
are an important part of our Taskforce. We would like to give you the opportunity 1o see
collective community voice in action at a Taskforce meeting.

Our next meeting is on Tuesday 12 March at 1pm in Central Hawke's Bay District Council in
Waipawa and we would pleased to host you at this time or another date in the future.

'We look forward to hearing from you.

Kiri ds
<7
eS|
Alex Walker Debbie Hewitt
MAYOR Chalr of the Tukituki Taskforce
alex walker @chbde. povt n2 Hawke's Bay Reglonal Councillor

debtne hewittf@hbre. govi.nz
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HAWKEOS BAY REGI ONAL COUNCI L
REGIONAL PLANNING COMMITTEE

Wednesday 17 April 2019

Subject: POTENTIAL TUKITUKI PLAN CHANGE

Regional Planning Committee at its meeting on 20 February 2019 did not resolve the item
and so the matter was deferred to the meeting to be held on 17 April 2019.

Reason for Report

1.

This report provides an assessment of the merits of proceeding with a plan change to
ease the transition to the Plan Change 6 minimum flow regime for the Tukituki
Catchment community, following a scoping process that sought preliminary stakeholder
feedback.

A decision is now required on whether or not to initiate a proposed plan change to defer
the application of the 2018 minimum flow regime for the Tukituki Catchment.

Executive Summary

3.

Preliminary feedback has shown that the community has mixed views on the merits of
making a plan change. Substantial issues have been identified that require resolution
for any plan change to achieve the above objective.

It is unlikely that a plan change process can be undertaken quickly, and consequently
staff recommend that no plan change is initiated.

However, if the Committee remains committed to undertaking a plan change, a
preliminary options assessment is provided. Staff could also be requested to engage
with all parties to find an agreeable path to enable a plan change, but this will take more
time.

Background

6.

10.

In December 2018, in response to a request by the Tukituki Water Taskforce to defer
application of the 2018 minimum flow regime subject to the public notification of
Tranche 2 groundwater consent applications, and notwithstanding the concerns raised
by the Royal Forest and Bird Protection Society,

Item 5

t he

initiate a preliminary Tukituki pl an change

The primary objective of making such a plan change is to defer the 2018 changes to the
minimum flow regime for the Tukituki Catchment. The Tukituki Water Taskforce consider
that this will provide for community wellbeing and enable the Tukituki Catchment
community to focus on achieving the best possible long term solutions for summer water
security in the catchment.

Plan Change 6 (PC6) for the Tukituki Catchment became operative on 1 October 2015.
PC6 amended minimum flow and allocation provisions in the Regional Resource
Management Plan (RRMP), providing for the following progressive changes to the
minimum flow regime.

8.1. Higher minimum flows for a humber of rivers within the catchment to apply from
1 July 2018

8.2. A 2-stage increase in the minimum flow for the Tukituki River at Red Bridge, the
first applying from 1 July 2018 and a higher flow applying from 1 July 2023

8.3. The final catchment minimum flow regime applying from 1 July 2023.

All relevant water permits in the Tukituki catchment include conditions that reflect these
minimum flow requirements.

Late last year, a possible change to the RRMP was drafted as a starting point for
seeking preliminary feedback. Table 5.9.3, in Chapter 5 of the RRMP could be changed
so that references to when the minimum flows apply are deferred for a further two

ITEM 5 POTENTIAL TUKITUKI PLAN CHANGE PAGE 9
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irrigation seasons, to 1 July 2021. This possible change is shown in Attachment 1:
Possible proposal for deferral of Tukituki minimum flow regime.

11. Given the proposed plan changeds primary obj e
process is essential. An elongated process or a process with significant opposition risks
not changing the RRMP within sufficient time to have any benefit. To that end, it is
fundamental to proceed on any such process with the support of all parties, or with only
minimal opposition.

12. There has been some consternation about the proposed deferral period being two
summers beyond the current 2018-19 summer. Staff determined that it would be
practically impossible to make the plan change operative for the 2019-20 irrigation
season alone as it would only provide relief for about half an irrigation season even if
the plan change had no significant opposition. Accordingly, staff sought community
feedback on the basis of a two year deferral from now (to 1 July 2021) so that the
benefits could be reasonably balanced against the costs of undertaking a plan change.
This issue is picked up again in the Discussion section that follows.

13. In order to ascertain support or opposition for the proposed change, a letter/email was
sent to approximately 500 people and organisations in mid-January 2019, with a request
for feedback by 1 February 2019 (refer to Attachment 2). Those contacted were:

13.1. Parties who participated in the 2013 Board of Inquiry proceedings for the Tukituki
Catchment Proposal

13.2. | wi authorities on behalf o fan intélestgimthea whenu
Tukituki catchment

13.3. All holders of water permits to take and use water in the Tukituki catchment,
whether from ground or surface water bodies.

Preliminary Response

14. By Tuesday 12 February 2019, a total of 55 people and organisations had responded
via letter, email or telephone call. Of those responses, 21 generally supported the
proposal to defer, 29 generally opposed the proposal and 5 took a neutral position,
neither in support nor opposition. Their responses are summarised in Table 1 following.

15. Note that responses from tUngata whenua representatives on this committee and
taiwhenua leaders are discussed later in this report under Considerations of tUngata
whenua (paragraph 34), and have not been included in Table 1.

Table 1: Summary of responses

el IR @ Response by organisation or agenc
responses P yorg gency
Support deferral 18 Hawkeds Bay Vegetab
Association
Environment Defence Society
Central Hawkeods Bay
Support deferral by 1 year (1 July 2019) 1
Support deferral by 2 years (1 July 2020) 1 Hawkeds Bay Fruitgr
Support with additional method 1 Hawkeds Bay Fish &
Neutral / neither in support nor opposition 2 Hastings District Council
Neutral, more information required 3 Department of Conservation
Oppose deferral 22 Te Taiao Environment Forum
Ngti Kahungunu Iwi Inc.
Oppose deferral, or Taskforce to sign contract 1
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16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

Position Number of

Response by organisation or agenc
responses P yorg 9 y

Oppose deferral, additional method necessary 6 Royal Forest & Bird Protection Society:

T Central Hawkeds B
1  National Office

TOTAL RESPONSES 55

In support of the possible plan change, further comments provided by respondents
addressed the following themes.

161. Benefits for the wider Central Hawkeod

16.2. Information on the nature of water resources available within the catchment is
continuing to change

16.3. The need for more time to consider and implement appropriate individual or
communal water management solutions

16.4. The need for an additional method setting out the implementation programme to
meet the 2021 timeframe

16.5. The 2023 Tukituki minimum flow requirement remains unchallenged.

In opposition to the possible plan change, further comments provided by
respondents addressed the following themes.

17.1. The need to treasure and protect the river and water resources, and avoid
continuing degradation

17.2. The need for more information to justify any transition
17.3. There has been sufficient time to transition from 2013

174. The need to comply with the Board of
National Policy Statement on Freshwater Management

17.5. The need to consider longer term and wider community benefits, including the
impact on the people in Tikokino and Ongaonga

17.6. The cost and precedent set of changing the plan

17.7. Dissatisfaction about process including the scope and decisions of the Tukituki
Taskforce.

Respondentsd other feedback that does
included requests for further commitments from the Council to enable the transition, and
comments on resource consenting matters and communication modes.

Staff note the continued dissatisfaction of the Royal Forest and Bird Protection Society
(locally and nationally) with the processes that have led to this plan change proposal.

A copy of all written responses is attached.

Discussion

21.

22.

Based on preliminary responses, there is serious doubt about whether the primary
objective for initiating the plan change is achievable.

While a number of key stakeholders have indicated general or qualified support for

Item 5

not

deferral of the 2018 minimum fl ow regi me

Environment al Defence Society, Hawkeds
Bay Fruitgrowers Association), the position of other key stakeholders cannot be ignored
(e.g. Royal Forest and Bird Protection Society, Ng&ti Kahungunu Iwi Inc, Te Taiao
Environment Forum), nor can the requests to adhere to the Board of Inquiry decision be
dismissed lightly.

Bay
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23. While some hold the view that the Board of Inquiry decision should simply be left alone,
others have indicated that a number of significant issues would need to be resolved
prior to their supporting a plan change. These include requests to:

23.1. Include methods setting out an implementation programme describing in some
detail how the transition to 2021 will be achieved and to obtain information about
groundwater connectivity

23.2. Detail how the life-supporting capacity of freshwater will be safeguarded, and how
adverse effects would be avoided, remedied or mitigated (over the deferral period)

23.3. Ascertain how biodiversity will be protected, how minimum flows will be complied
with, and how water takes can be equitably shared between surface and
groundwater users

23.4. Make public notification of Tranche 2 groundwater consent applications a
condition of support for a proposed plan change to defer the 2018 minimum flow
regime.

24. While these are all related resource management matters, such requests would extend
the scope of the plan change considerably and require more work upfront to prepare
any change for notification. Regarding Tranche 2 applications, resource consent
notification decisions are a separate matter for plan implementation, not plan making.

25. Now that staff have had the opportunity to consider the response to the initial
community consultation, in particular the position of those opposed, the prospects and
merits of initiating a plan change for a deferral through to the 2020-21 irrigation season
can be balanced against the likelihood of meeting the objectives of the proposed plan
change.

Conclusions

26. Staff consider that notwithstanding the challenges of implementation, if the primary
objective is to give time to focus on transitioning and implementing water management
solutions by deferring the changes to the minimum flow regime, then:

26.1. A two year deferral is highly unlikely to achieve that objective, and
26.2. A one year deferral (2019-20 season only) will not achieve that objective.

27. Accordingly, staff do not recommend proceeding with the plan change as it is unlikely to
achieve the primary objective, given the nature of opposition to the proposal.

28. If the Committee, based on other considerations, determines that it remains committed
to undertaking a plan change, then a preliminary assessment of plan change options is
attached (Attachment 4). The Committee should also identify the appropriate RMA plan-
making process. The Ministry for the Environment provides a comparison summary of
the planning tracks available (Attachment 5). Regardless of which track is chosen,
more preparation is required in advance of presenting a proposal to either the Minister
for the Environment (using the streamlined process) or prior to notification (using the
standard process) if risks leading to a prolonged process are to be minimised.

29. Alternatively, prior to committing to progressing the proposed plan change, the
Committee could direct staff to further engage with all parties to find an agreeable path
to enable a plan change. However this additional step will in turn incur further delay and
thereby jeopardise the objective of the exercise.

Strategic Fit

30. The proposal to make a plan change has
a request by the Tukituki Water Taskforce. This proposal recognises that the
sustainable management of natural and physical resources, as set out in section 5 of
the Resource Management Act 1991, includes with respect to enabling people and
communities to provide for their social and economic wellbeing alongside other
specified matters.

ITEM 5 POTENTIAL TUKITUKI PLAN CHANGE PAGE 12
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31.

32.

The proposal relates to the Counc i | 6 s f i r st priority: Owat er

and contributes to t he second and third

6healthy and functioning biodiversityo.

The process for progressing the possible plan change is in accordance with the values

q

prio

Lo

6Partnership and Coll aborationé6, ()Accountagi

Considerations of tUngata whenua

33.

34.

35.

Eleven iwi authorities and five marae considered to have an interest in the Tukituki
catchment area were contacted as part of the preliminary consultation exercise in
January 2019. A written response was received from NgWi Kahungunu Iwi Inc, who
was in opposition.

Two Te Taiwhenua o Tamatea members sit on the Tukituki Taskforce and their

continued support for the plan change <can

the Committee (contrasting that with the position of Forest and Bird at both a local and
National level). Members of this Committee provided feedback in support of the
proposed deferral: Toro Waaka and Jenny Nelson-Smith expressed their support to
defer the commencement of the minimum flow regime by two years, as did Mike Mohi
(Chair of MUori Committee).

Should the Council decide to further progress a plan change, statutory considerations
and requirements must be completed (for example, consideration of relevant iwi

planning documents, pre-notification consult at i on wi t h t Ungat a

authorities, etc).

Financial and Resource Implications

36.

37.

38.

There is no specific budget allocated in the 2018-28 Long Term Plan to develop and
notify a plan change to revise the minimum flow regime for the Tukituki catchment.
Either an additional source of funding would be required, or reprioritisation of the
existing policy development work programme and supporting work programmes for
other groups within the Council.

+—

be

wh e

The earlier staff r epor tmeetimghadiricakétBad splaDe c e mb e

change to defer application of the 1 July 2018 regime could cost around $100,000 to
$150,000, exclusive of staff time or any Court proceedings. For the streamlined plan
path, upfront costs will be higher to satisfy the Minister for the Environment that the
process proposed is sound, thereby minimising the risk of High Court judicial review of
his decision.

The Science work programme (overseen by the Environment and Services Committee)
over the next few years will not provide additional timely information to inform this
possible plan change. Rather, the science work programme involves looking at more
sustainable longer term options for taking groundwater over the Ruataniwha Plains, as
part of a wider programme of work for regional water security. Scheduled projects are
for:

38.1. New bores for Ongaonga and Tikokino to be installed summer 2018-19, to provide
real time groundwater levels

38.2. By the end of 2019, an upgrade of the groundwater model and roll-out for
collaborative solutions

38.3. A prefeasibility study for Managed Aquifer Recharge in April 2019, possibly
followed by a staged development model to 2022

38.4. A SKkyTEM airborne aquifer survey and modelling, assessing groundwater
resources (2019-2022).

Decision Making Process

39.

Council and its Regional Planning Committee are required to make every decision in
accordance with the requirements of the Local Government Act 2002 (the Act). Staff
have assessed the requirements in relation to this item and have concluded:

ITEM 5 POTENTIAL TUKITUKI PLAN CHANGE PAGE 13



G wal|

39.1. The decision does not significantly alter the service provision or affect a strategic
asset.

39.2. The persons affected by this decision are all persons with an interest in
management of the natural and physical resources for the Tukituki catchment.

39.3. Any decision to pursue a plan change would need to be within the overall budget
for the 2018-28 Long Term Plan, however existing priorities and work programmes
would be impacted.

Recommendations

That the Hawkeds Bay Regional Pl anning Con
1. Receivesand notesthei Pot ent i al Tuki taakiepop.l an chan
2. Recommends that Council:

2.1. Agrees that the decision to be made is not significant under the criteria contained
in Council s adopted Signifi caneCGmmitee
can exercise its discretion and make this decision without conferring directly with
the community in addition to the feedback already provided by stakeholders.

AND EITHER

2.2.  Agrees to not progress a proposed plan change to defer the 2018 minimum flow
regime until 1 July 2021

OR

2.3. Agrees to progress a proposed plan change to defer the 2018 minimum flow
regime by a further two years to 1 July 2021 using the standard or streamlined
path (select one option) for plan making.

Authored by:

Dale Meredith
SENIOR POLICY PLANNER

Approved by:

Gavin Ilde Tom Skerman
PRINCIPAL ADVISOR GROUP MANAGER
STRATEGIC PLANNING STRATEGIC PLANNING
Attachment/s

€1  Possible proposal for deferral of Tukituki minimum flow regime

g2 Letter to various parties on Tukituki Minimum Flow Regime

€3  Written responses to Tukituki Jan 2019 proposal contact details redacted
g4 Preliminary assessment of plan change options

£5 Planning tracks summary comparison
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Possible proposal for deferral of Tukituki minimum flow regime

Attachment 1

Attachment 1: Possible proposal for deferral of Tukituki minimum flow regime

Table 5.9.3: Tukituki River Catchment Minimum Flows

Minimum Flows

Surface Water Alocation | Flow Management Level of habitat Period 1o which
Zane Sits profection (Lisec) Minimurn Flow applies
Current level of 3500 Until 30 June
protection SE2021
BO% habitat protection From 1 July 2018
ot trout upstream of 4300 Z021 undil 30 June
20 1 Tukituki River at Red Red Bridge 2023
- Biidge 50% habitat profect
Lower Tukituki chon
riu V22 466561 for rout upstream of 5200 Fram 1 July 2023
Red Bridpe
Bi0% habitat protection
for trout betwesn Red 4300 From 1.July 26482021
Bridge and Black Bridge
Papanui Stream at i i
Zone 1 0% habitat protecton
_ Middie Rd for longfin eel 53 Ongaing
Papanui Stream V2 78432 {estmated equivalent)
Currant level of Until 30 Jurma
Zone 2 Waipawa River a1 protection 2300 20082021
ROS/SH2 |
Waipava River 50% habitat protection
VZz: 153339 2500 From 1 July 20482021
for langfin eel !
Currant level of
nia na
Zone 2 Mangaonuku Stream protection
Mangaanuku UiS Waipawa 90% habitat protection
V22 116373 For highest Tiow
Shrezm demonding fish species 1170 From 1 July 20982029
(estmated equivalent)
Current level of 1900 Until 30 June
Tukibuki River at Tapain proection 2482021
Zone 3 Road e
ituki B 90% habitat clion
Tukituks Fiver V22: 183312 prots 2300 From 1 July 2082021
fioe langfin eel
2one 3 Tukipo River at
one Current level of 1
SH50 150 Cingoi
Tukipo River pratection ngaing
22 048324
Tukipo River Ashcott | 90% habitat pralection
fone 3 Road for highest flow 1043 From 1 July 20182021
Tukipo River _ demanding fish species VAR

Rules relating to take and use of water in the Tukituki catchment
{these rules are included for information and would not be included in the plan change proposal)
TT3, Takes {Permitied)

TT3A Takes (Controlled)

TT3B Takes (Restricted Discretionary)
TT4 Takes {Discretionary)

Rule 53 Minor takes and uses of ground water (Permitted)
Rule 54 Minor takes and uses of surface water (Permitted)
Rule 55 Other takes and uses of surface and ground water {Discretionary

ltem 5

Attachment 1
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Letter to various parties on Tukituki Minimum Flow Regime Attachment 2

A
.

HAWKE S BAY

Item 5

16 January 2019
Dear sir/madam,

Tukituki Minimum Flow Regime

The Hawke's Bay Regional Council is considering a possible plan change to defer the
commencement of the new July 2018 minimum flow regime by two years, in response to a
request by the Tukituki Water Taskforce late last year. The deferral is intended to provide sufficient
time for water takers to develop and implement sustainable long term ways to meet the new
minimum flow regime, which takes full effect in 2023. The Taskforce is concerned that individual
short term solutions may not achieve longer term community wellbeing. A copy of the Taskforce's
request is attached, for your information (refer to Attachment 1).

Plan change proposal to defer application of minimum flow

Such a plan change requires a simple change of words to the Hawke’s Bay Regional Resource
Management Plan. A draft proposal is attached which defers the commencement of the new
minimum flow regime for a further two irrigation seasons, from now to 1 July 2021 (refer to
Attachment 2). The date from which the final minimum flow regime applies, 1 July 2023, remains
unchanged.

Attachment 2

Why we are contacting you

As a participant in the original Tukituki Plan Change, a water permit holder in the Tukituki Catchment,
or iwi with an interest in the Tukituki Catchment, you may have an interest in any deferral proposal.

It is desirable to have support from all stakeholders and affected parties before proceeding, as the
purpose of such a plan change is, at minimal cost, to ease the transition to the final 2023 minimum
flow regime. This should enable the Tukituki Water Taskforce and those with takes that are directly
or highly connected to surface water to focus on priorities for rationing and sharing water, as well as
developing other more sustainable ways of taking and using water.

Your response please

We are contacting you at this early stage to find out what you think about this proposal, and if you
have concerns, what is the nature of your concerns.

If you have any concern, or would like to voice your support to proceed with this deferral proposal,
please let me know by Friday 1 February 2019.

Offer to meet

If you have serious concerns about deferring the application of the revised minimum flow regime
(remembering that a minimum flow regime has already been in place for the Tukituki for some
years), a meeting may be more appropriate to discuss your concerns and how they might be
addressed.

Hawke’s Bay Regional Council

159 Dalton St, Private Bag 6006, Napier 4142, New Zealand Tel 06 835 9200 Fax 06 835 3601 Freephone 0800 108 838
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Attachment 2

Letter to various parties on Tukituki Minimum Flow Regime

Please contact me if you would like to meet to discuss this matter further.

A report will be prepared for the Regional Planning Committee, which next meets on Wednesday
20 February 2019, informing them of your responses and advising further action accordingly.

We will also contact those of you who have water permits with minimum flow conditions to better

understand how this proposal might affect you.

=

~

Q

O

-5 Next steps

D

35

~+

N
| look forward to hearing from you.
Yours sincerely
DALE MEREDITH
SENIOR POLICY PLANNER
Phone:  {06) 835 9200 extn 9378
Email:  dale.meredith@hbrc.govt.nz

—

3

o1
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Letter to various parties on Tukituki Minimum Flow Regime Attachment 2
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Letter to Regional Planning Committee Attachment 1

20 November 2018

Item 9

To the Hawke's Bay District Council Regional Pianning Committee
Attention: Rex Graham and Toro Waaka

The Tukituki Water Taskforce was established in response 10 water issues in the Tukituki Catchment
to enable the management of short, medium, and long term water quantiy issues in Central Hawke's
Bay.

The Taskforce was formed following a joint meeting between the staff and counciliors of the Central
Hawke's Bay District Council and Hawke's Bay Regional Council concerned about the future water
management challenges in Central Hawke’s Bay, including the increased flow triggers now in effect
under the Tukituki Plan and concemns by Tikokino and Ongaonga residents about access to water and
subsequent chalienges during the dry summer months.

The Tukituki Water Taskforce has been selected to assist in finding solutions and share a mutual
understanding of the science and information at hand. The group will consider and discuss issues to
ensure that local iwifhapu, community and primary sector groups are involved and have the
opportunity to input and provide comment on the work of the group.

The Taskforce has met over the last few months to better understand the current issues and what
short, medium and long term solutions look like.

Attachment 1

At its meeting on the 20 November 2018 the Tukituki Water Taskforce unanimously resolved:

“To request that the Hawke’s Bay Regional Council’s Regional Planning Committee urgently
reconsider 2018 operative dates for increased minimum flows within the Tukituki Plan to provide
two summers (2018/2019 and 2019/2020) to allow the taskforce to work with the community and
the Ruataniwha science programme to create a transitional plan for summer water security, subject
to Tranche 2 consents being publically notified, to meet Plan Change 6 by 2023"

Attachment 2

The Tukituki Water Taskforce requests a meeting with the Regional Planning Committee at its
earliest convenience, and look forward to further discussion about the Taskforce’s reguest to the
Hawke’s Bay Regional Council’s Regional Planning Committee

s gmmkv /ﬁ/
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Attachment 2

Letter to various parties on Tukituki Minimum Flow Regime

Z luswiyoeny

G wal|

(Hawke's Bay Regional Resource Management Plan: Draft 16 January 2019)

Table 5.9.3: Tukituki River Catchment Minimum Flows

-

(estimated equivalent)

Surface Water Allocation |  Flow Management Level of habitat Minimum Flows Period to which Minimum Flow
Zone Site protection (Usec) applies
Currentlevel of 3500 Until 30 June 20182021
protection
80% habitat protection ,
for frout upstream of 4300 From 1 July 2648 2021 until 30
R . June 2023
7 Tukituki River at Red Red Bridge
one 1 Bridge
Lower Tukituki 90% habitat protection
H V22: 466581 for trout upstream of 5200 From 1 July 2023
Red Bridge
80% habitat protection
for trout between Red 4300 From 1 July 20482021
Bridge and Black Bridge
Zone 1 Papanui Stream at 90% habitat protection
. Middle Rd for longfin eel 53 Ongoing
Papanui Stream V22 278432 {estimated equivalent)
inawa Ri Current level of 2300 Until 30 June 20182021
P Waipawa River at protection el
RDS/SH2 B -
Waipawa River 90% habitat protection
V22: 153339 2500 From 1 July 20482021
for lengfin eel
Zone?2 Mangaonuku Stream
Mangaonuku UIS Waipawa 80% habitat protection
. for highest flow
V22: 116373
Stream demanding fish species 1170 From 1 July 20482021
(estimated equivalent)
Current level of .
Zane 3 Tukituki River at Tapairu protection 1900 Until 30 June 20182021
Road
Tukituki River 90% habitat protection
V22: 183312 2300 From 1 July 20482021
for lengfin eel
2063 Tukipo River at
one
o SH50 Current level of 150 Ongoing
Tukipo River protection
U22: 948324
2o 3 Tukipo River Ashcott 90% habitat protection
one i
0o R Road dem;Dr::;Eghﬁ::lﬂsizcies 1043 From 1 July 2021
Tukipo River U22: 080311

Rules relating to take and use of water in the Tukituki catchment
(these rules are included for information and would not be included in the plan change proposal}
TT3, Takes (Permitted)

TT3A Takes (Controlled)

TT3B Takes (Restricted Discretionary)
TT4 Takes (Discretionary)

Rule 53 Minor takes and uses of ground water (Permitted)
Rule 54 Minor takes and uses of surface water (Permitted)
Rule 55 Other takes and uses of surface and ground water (Discretionary
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Written responses to Tukituki Jan 2019 proposal contact details redacted

Attachment 3

Index: Written Responses on Jan 2019 Tukituki minimum flow deferral

Ref

10
12
13
14
16
17
13
15
20
21
22
23
24
25
27
8
29
30
31
32
33
34
35
36
37
39
40
42
43
47

49
50
51
52
53
54
55
57
55
&0
61
62

Mame

Gerald Wilson
Craig Hickson
Luke Challies
Kathryn Bayliss
S Nichaols

Jahn Campbell
Cameron Gillat
Margaret Gwynn
Liz and lan Bayliss
Adrienne Tully
Bruce Mackay
Guy Bell

Tom Kay

Ricky lensen
Peter Wilson
Murray Olsen
Donna London
Isabel Morgan
lan Ritchie
Arthur Rowland
John Wuts

Scott Lawson
Angus Robson
Tony Knight
Dianne Vesty
loe Devenport
Miary Legg
Tabitha Bristow
Cordelia Woodhouse
Rose Hay

Marie Long

ME Warren
Terry Kelly

Dr Trevor Le Lievre
Anne Wallace
Mgaio Tuka
George Harper
Morry Black
Paddy Maloney
Jenny Baker
Taryn lones
Angela Wylie
Jeremy Dunningham
GF Pain

Faula Fern

Louise Philips & Clint Deckard

Organisation or Agency

Rovyal Forest & Bird Protection Society (national)

Hawke's Bay Fish & Game Council

Hawke's Bay Vegetable Growers Association

Hawke's Bay Fruitgrowers Association

Environmental Defence Society

Department of Conservation

Ta Taiac Environment Forum

Mgati Kahungunu Iwi Inc

Royal Forest & Bird Protection Society Central Hawke's Bay
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Attachment 3

Written responses to Tukituki Jan 2019 proposal contact details redacted

Dale Meredith

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

€ Juswyoenyvy

From: Gerald Wilson'

Monigque Thomsen

Wednesday, 16 January 2019 4:26 PM

Dale Meredith

FW: LETTER: TUKITUKT MINIMUM FLOW REGIME

J

Sent: Wednesday, 16 January 2019 4:25 PM
To: Monigue Thomsen <Monigue. Thomsen@hbre.govt.nzs
Subject: Re: LETTER: TUKITUKI MINIMUM FLOW REGIME

This 15 very good news thank you Dale

Regards Gerald Wilson

On Wed, Jan 16, 2019 at 3:54 PM Monique Thomsen <Monique. Thomsen(@hbre.govt.nz> wrote:

Good afternoon,

G wal|

Please see attached a Tukituki Minimum Flow Regime letter from Dale Meredith, Senior Policy Planner,
. Hawkes Bay Regional Council.

' Kind Regards

N,
HAWKE S BAY

AEEIONAL CaLMCiL

Monigue Thomsen
Executive Assistant
06 833 8075 | 027 208 9518

Hawke's Bay Regional Council | Te Kaunihera d-rohe o Te Matau a Maui
158 Dalton Street, Napier 4110 | hbre.govt.nz

Enhancing Qur Environment Together | Te Whakapakari Tahi | Té Tatau
Taiao

L f Link&

Let us know how we're desng, give your feedback here.
This communication, including 2ny attachments, is confidential. Refer to the disclaimer on our wehsite,
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Written responses to Tukituki Jan 2019 proposal contact details redacted Attachment 3
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