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S222 Environmental 
Defence Society Inc. 

S222.023 Oppose  Disallow 
Winstone seek that relief sought is not 
allowed. 

Winstone oppose altering the 
timeframe to 2030. While Winstone 
support setting aspirational targets 
for meeting Target Attribute States, 
Winstone raises concern whether 
targets are realistically achievable. 
Winstone note that the 
improvements required through Plan 
Change 1 already require a significant 
land use change over a short time 
period (16 years). Notwithstanding 
Winstone’s concerns over whether 
the current targets can be realistically 
achieved (see Submission Point 
S206.034), reducing the time period 
(to 6 years) would require further 
significant land use change that is 
unlikely to align with community 
aspirations.  

S222 Environmental 
Defence Society Inc. 

S222.027 Oppose  Disallow 
Winstone seek that relief sought is not 
allowed. 

Winstone oppose altering the 
timeframe to 2030.  While Winstone 
support setting aspirational targets 
for meeting Target Attribute States, 
Winstone raises concern whether 
targets are realistically achievable. 
Winstone note that the 
improvements required through Plan 
Change 1 already require a significant 
land use change over a short time 
period (16 years). Notwithstanding 
Winstone’s concerns over whether 
the current targets can be realistically 
achieved (see Submission Point 
S206.034), reducing the time period 
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(to 6 years) would require further 
significant land use change that is 
unlikely to align with community 
aspirations.  

S222 Environmental 
Defence Society Inc. 

S222.028 Oppose  Disallow 
 Winstone seek that relief sought is not 
allowed. 

Winstone oppose altering the 
timeframe to 2030. While Winstone 
support setting aspirational targets 
for meeting Target Attribute States, 
Winstone raises concern whether 
targets are realistically achievable. 
Winstone note that the 
improvements required through Plan 
Change 1 already require a significant 
land use change over a short time 
period (16 years). Notwithstanding 
Winstone’s concerns over whether 
the current targets can be realistically 
achieved (see Submission Point 
S206.034), reducing the time period 
(to 6 years) would require further 
significant land use change that is 
unlikely to align with community 
aspirations.  

S222 Environmental 
Defence Society Inc. 

S222.031 Oppose  Disallow 
Winstone seek that relief sought is not 
allowed. 

Winstone oppose altering the 
timeframe to 2030. While Winstone 
support setting aspirational targets 
for meeting Target Attribute States, 
Winstone raises concern whether 
targets are realistically achievable. 
Winstone note that the 
improvements required through Plan 
Change 1 already require a significant 
land use change over a short time 
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period (16 years). Notwithstanding 
Winstone’s concerns over whether 
the current targets can be realistically 
achieved (see Submission Point 
S206.034), reducing the time period 
(to 6 years) would require further 
significant land use change that is 
unlikely to align with community 
aspirations.  

S222 (Environmental 
Defence Society Inc.) 

S222.032 Oppose Disallow 
Winstone seek that relief sought is not 
allowed. 

Winstone oppose including reference 
to natural form and character in the 
objective. The restoration of natural 
character is not identified in the NPS-
FM and is not appropriately 
measurable for the purpose of setting 
target attribute states. Restoration is 
also unlikely to be reasonably 
achievable.  

S222 (Environmental 
Defence Society Inc.) 

S222.034 Oppose  Disallow 
Winstone seek that relief sought is not 
allowed. 

Winstone oppose including reference 
to natural form and character in the 
objective. The restoration of natural 
character is not identified in the NPS-
FM and is not appropriately 
measurable for the purpose of setting 
target attribute states. Restoration is 
also unlikely to be reasonably 
achievable. 

S222 Environmental 
Defence Society Inc. 

S222.038 Oppose  Disallow 
Winstone seek that relief sought is not 
allowed. 

Winstone oppose altering the 
timeframe to 2030.  While Winstone 
support setting aspirational targets 
for meeting Target Attribute States, 
Winstone raises concern whether 
targets are realistically achievable. 
Winstone note that the 
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improvements required through Plan 
Change 1 already require a significant 
land use change over a short time 
period (16 years). Notwithstanding 
Winstone’s concerns over whether 
the current targets can be realistically 
achieved (see Submission Point 
S206.034), reducing the time period 
(to 6 years) would require further 
significant land use change that is 
unlikely to align with community 
aspirations.  

S222 (Environmental 
Defence Society Inc.) 

S222.057 Oppose Disallow 
Winstone seek that relief sought is not 
allowed and that the activity status for 
WH.R17 remains permitted.  

Winstone oppose modifying the 
activity status. The permitted status, 
subject to the proposed conditions, 
will ensure that adverse effects are 
appropriately managed. Requiring 
consent for all vegetation clearance 
will result in unreasonable consenting 
cost and delay.  

S222 (Environmental 
Defence Society Inc.) 

S222.058 Oppose Disallow 
Winstone seek that relief sought is not 
allowed and that the activity status for 
WH.R18 remains controlled. 

Winstone oppose modifying the 
activity status. The controlled activity 
status subject to the to the 
conditions and matters of control 
appropriately manage effects to 
erosion prone land while providing 
sufficient certainty to landowners. 
Increasing the activity status will 
result in further uncertainty and an 
unreasonably onerous consenting 
process.  

S222 (Environmental 
Defence Society Inc.) 

S222.063 Oppose Disallow  
Winstone seek that relief sought is not 
allowed. 

Winstone oppose increasing the 
setback. The setback provided in the 
notified rule is consistent with the 
setback for earthworks provided for 
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in landscapes, all of which are not 
mapped or easily defined. Winstone 
also questions the practicality of 
assessing target attribute states in 
systems that are temporary and 
changeable.  Winstone note that 
ephemeral waterbodies from part of 
the wider river system and therefore 
their general function would already 
be anticipated in the current 
direction. 

Winstone oppose altering the 
timeframe to 2030. Winstone note 
that the improvements required 
through Plan Change 1 already 
require a significant land use change 
over a short time period (16 years). 
Notwithstanding Winstone’s 
concerns over whether the current 
targets can be realistically achieved 
(see Submission Point S206.034), 
reducing the time period (to 6 years) 
would require further significant land 
use change that is unlikely to align 
with community aspirations.  
 
Winstone oppose including reference 
to natural form and character. The 
restoration of natural character is not 
identified in the NPS-FM and is not 
appropriately measurable for the 
purpose of setting target attribute 
states. Restoration is also unlikely to 
be reasonably achievable. 
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S261 (Forest & Bird) S261.075 Oppose  Disallow  Winstone seek that relief sought is not 
allowed. 

Winstone oppose the replacement of 
“practicable” with “possible”. This 
would set an unreasonably high 
threshold for the reduction of 
adverse effects of stormwater runoff 
from existing urban areas.  

S261 Forest & Bird S261.090 Oppose  Disallow 
Winstone seek that relief sought is not 
allowed. 

Winstone oppose increasing the 
setback. The setback provided in the 
notified rule is consistent with the 
setback for earthworks provided for 
in the operative NRP. It is unclear 
what setback is requested by the 
submitter, and what justification 
there is for any increased setback. 

Winstone oppose including reference 
to ‘ephemeral watercourses’. The 
definition of ‘ephemeral 
watercourse’ in the NRP is very broad 
and would include gullies and indents 
in landscapes, all of which are not 
mapped or easily defined. This would 
result in significant constraints for 
undertaking earthworks on any 
sloping land.  

S261 Forest & Bird S261.110 Oppose Disallow 
Winstone seek that relief sought is not 
allowed. 

Winstone oppose setting a setback 
for vegetation clearance. The setback 
provided in the notified rule is 
consistent with the setback for 
earthworks provided for in the 
operative NRP. It is unclear what 
setback is requested by the 
submitter, and what justification 
there is for any increased setback. 
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targets by the 2040 timeframe. 
Winstone note that the National 
Policy Statement for Freshwater 
require the long-term visions to be to 
be “ambitious but reasonable”1.  

S211 Hutt City 
Council 

S211.008 Support  Allow  

Winstone seek that relief sought is 
allowed and further consideration is given 
to whether the timeframe is realistically 
achievable.  

Winstone fully support the 
submission. The Submitter has 
provided a robust assessment of the 
feasibility of meeting the 2040 
timeframe. Winstone is concerned 
that this assessment was not 
provided upfront by Greater 
Wellington with the Section 32 
evaluation. Winstone does raise that 
similar analysis should be undertaken 
by Greater Wellington for meeting all 
targets by the 2040 timeframe. 
Winstone note that the National 
Policy Statement for Freshwater 
require the long-term visions to be to 
be “ambitious but reasonable”2.  

S211 Hutt City 
Council 

S211.009 Support  Allow  

Winstone seek that relief sought is 
allowed and further consideration is given 
to whether the timeframe is realistically 
achievable.  

Winstone fully support the 
submission. The Submitter has 
provided a robust assessment of the 
feasibility of meeting the 2040 
timeframe. Winstone is concerned 
that this assessment was not 
provided upfront by Greater 
Wellington with the Section 32 
evaluation. Winstone does raise that 

 
1 Clause 3.3(2) 
2 Clause 3.3(2) 










