Proposed change 1 to the regional palicy statement for the wellington region
Submitter : Sharlene Mahana MeDanald

Address: 88 Katherine Mansfield Drive

Email: shor.mcdonald02@gmail.com

| wish to be heard in support of my submission at a heoring

Disclosure: | can NOT gain an advantage in trade through this submission

| also have a seperate submission attached, part of the mangared pegtiands
focus group which | fully support.

My husband and | purchased our Property Just aver 8 years ago, it wos o
dream come true ond since then have had 2 boys who have Grown up en our
land, have learnt more than | can imagine about warking, nurturing, growing
and protecting of every aspect of the land, trees and wild |ife.

Just under 2 years ago it all came to a crashing hall whers GWRC was found to
be in the pursuit to claim our land as historic wetlands and their desire to
return It back to g wetland. The amount of sleepless nights, community work
and time gone into trying fight for our own lond is beyond words, Some ralief
was given once GWRC well ond truly lest in court, some celebrated and
completed building their dream homes but | did not share the celebrotions as |
knew GWRC would not give up and would look to find another way as 2 of
GWRC workers told me they would not give up regordless of the court case
result,

The new way they are pursding it by trying to change tha policy stotement just
shows the lengths they will go to to take contrel of our land.

lam truly heart broken and can only ask that we the peaple are considered in
this change as it is and will always be about the PEOPLE,

Shariene McDonald
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Proposed Change 1 to the Regional Policy Statement for the
Wellington Region

Details of submitter - Name : Shavieviy Medpalc]
Address: 8¢ Labeung yayshesd dvve, 291 wppey dof
Email : oy M claraue! gt VAU e

Upper Hutt

I wish to be hieard in support of my submission at a hearing

Disclosures: [ could gain an advantage in trade competition through this
submission: Yes 0 No g

The following is the submission [ wish to make on the proposed change to the
Regional Policy Statement.

| nuthorise the Mangaroa Peatland Facus Group to present this submission on
my behalf

In preparing this submission the relevant text from the proposed plan change 1s
shown in black.

Observations are shown in red.

The decision that requested is shown in green,

Take adaptation action 1o increase the resilience of our communities. the natural
and built environment o prepare for the changes that are nlready occurring and
thase that are coming down the line, Critical to this i 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.

his clause sees the fntroduction of the concept of restornuon, which is
madequately defined a1 the conclusion of the RES. Based on the past track
tecord of GWRC ecologists, the communnty does not trusi GWRC with oper
ended powers which an action concept of this taniee would give, There is no
Argument agninst protecting thr which currently exists, but isstie i taken with
the concepl of returning something to & loosely defined prior state.

he community is inereasinely roubled by the council’s apparent belief that it
his the night, power and mandate (o regulite matters more properly the dommn
ot central government, and o ignore limits imposed by central govermment
Where the conngil disagress

Devision requested — remove the words and restore o this clinise,

Policy 18: Protecting and restoring aquatic ecological function health of water
bodies — regional plans
(@) there is no further loss of extent of natural inland wetlands and coasial
wellands, their values are protected. and their restoration is promoted.
When it comes to GWR( minking statements relating 1o wellaids and the
concept of restoratton. the Mangaron Peptlands Community have every reason o
be seeptical. The document implies fhat natural wetlands in the region are
shiiniking when in fact they have been expandine which poses the quastion “losy
singe when™ GWRE have a pust wnck record oI taking punitive action against
both members of the community and the | prsee Hutt City Couneil. | heir
actions have been referred 1o as draconiay by the Environment Cowt and thew

H-Considered case has cost the ratepayers of the Wellmeton Rezion i excass of

one myillion dollrs
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We have on record Connclllor Rog Connelly informing the peatland commmunity
that she was in fuvour of the peatiand water table being rajved by over 2 metres
i order 1o restore the wetland and that she w w i Bour of compensation bemyg
(il o affected property owners.

Fhe peatland 1 mor now o watuegl wetland and hay not been o natural wetland
sinee the lute 1800 yng carly 1900% as confirmed in eviderice 10 the
Environment Cownt. which hearing which was initinted by GWRC, We consider
thirt the phrase “and their restoration is prvmoted"” should be deleted from the
RPS a5 its presence will be terproted by the eco (aetions within GWRC ns
license 1o proceed along estreme lines.

For the avoidance of doubt, the RPS should also acknowledge that it

respscls and observes the Environment Couri's finding in
GWRC v Adams and ors that the land subject 10 that decision was not
and is not a natural wetland

Decision requested — delete the phrase “and their restaration is
promaoted”.

t;oli_—cy i??M;naging effects on indigenous ecosystems and habitats wit)
stgnificant indigenous bivdiversity valyes

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

I'he entire concept of buftering has not beey adequately defined and there has
heen po comsultation with communities that would be impacted. Ihere has been
na cetiniton us o the dimensions of aty buffer zane. no delinition as to what
constibutes “adeqiute’ nor has there been any clear diveetion as o what actiyities
within (he buffer would bie consirained. Not only will there need 1o be effective
consitltation with the landowner where the' SNA {5 situated but there would also
need 10 be another laver of consultition for those landowners within the buffes
cone. This cancept has not been thoroushly thought through s GW RC has
Bileid m s obligation 1o consult.

Too conault meaningfully, we need 1o understand mattars | ke the
dimensions of any buffer zone, the scienlific basis on which those
buffers are baing drawn, what constitutes ‘adaquale and the restriclions
that might be Imposed on actvities within the buffer

lo retterate. belore a buffer zone could be imposed, there would nsed to
be effective consultation with tha landowner where the SNA is situated
as well as consultation for landowners within ihe buffar zans

Pecision requested = GWRC be required to clearly define the concepr of

buftermz. including all relevant fuctors and ritles that would apply to the buffer
zone. GWRC be vequirad to undertike extensive community consultation prior
o sty 2 consultation document, 1f 15 not seceplable for GWRC 1o be feft 1o

ke up detailed regulanions on the flv.

Insert a new definition of nature-based solutions as follows: Nature-based
sulutions

Examples include: 7

Reducing greenhouse gas emissions (climate change mitigation):

* planting forests to sequester carbon
* protecting peatland to retain carbon stores

UWRC must eleardy state what it mesns by “protesting” peathimnd @l exuctly



What farm thar protection would lake,

The Mangaron peatland ovetlay encompnsses wver 7% indis idual landowners
and 1ot one smale one has been consiilted.

e community feels vays strongly regarding the high-handed npprouch tuken
by GWRC and the devicus WY it appears 10 be trving 1o i contral of yll
wspEcty reparding the paathid,

The-inclusion of the reference to peatland within a definition constitutes
an att=mpt to regulate by steallh. and fiies in the face of the Environment
Court's expectation that people on the peatiand would bs Isft to the quiet
2njoyment of thair land. It smacks of bad faith regulation.

The community is aware that GWRC offtcials have long sought to limit
use of tha paatiand. first through wetland ruiss. than
using SNA rules and now, il seenis by citing it as a carbon sink,

Bectsion requested — GWRC be instnzted to cease and desis in vet unother
TP o ain contyol (ver the Mangaros peatland. That (e woncept of
“protecting peatland 1o rétam carbon stores” |s struck aul pending thoroweh and
extensive consultation with the community and Upper Hutt City Council,

That GWRC be roquived 1o formulate extensiy e thles regarding the peatland and
the impientions around aml eaunpensation for any loss of use by landowners,

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 iy to return the environment, either
wholly or in part. 1o a desired former state, including reinstating the supporting
ecological processes.

The process of restoration as outlined in tha definition 1850 wide
sweeping that it needs to be redefined. It should not be undertaken

withaut extensive aommunity consultation and support

The perapective — whose desied former atate |l is — nesds 10 be
defined. as does the ime at which thal farmer state existed Some
refersnce (o expert apinion neads to be Included The assessment of
what I8 needed to restora a habitat etc should not come down to the
subjeclive opinion of & council official, given that GWRC has strongly
Stated environmental goals.

Balancing perspaclives ars needed from sxpert advisors and from
people directly aifacted In the local community. ;
The parspectives of people indirectly affected rmay also be ralevant but |
should be given less weight than those diractly affected

Decision requested — insert n clause requirme GWRC 0 engage with the
community and only proceed once they have community approva! 1n ench cfise

End ni subrr:ss«on






