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SUBMISSIONS CAN BE

Mailed to Chief Executive, 401 Grey Street, Private Bag 3038, Waikato Mail Centre, Hamilton 3240

Delivered to Waikato Regional Council, 401 Grey Street, Hamilton East, Hamilton

(07) 859 0998

Faxed to
Please Note: if you fax your submission, please post or deliver a copy to one of the above addresses
. healthyrivers@waikatoregion.govt.nz
Emailed to o . . . .
Please Note: Submissions received by email must contain full contact details.
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We need to receive your submission by 5pm, 8 March 2017.

YOUR NAME AND CONTACT DETAILS

Ben Meyer
Full name: y

62 Barrett Road, RD 10, Hamilton 3290
Full address:

kaas@ihug.co.nz

Email:

. 07 8466633

Phone Fax:

ADDRESS FOR SERVICE OF SUBMITTER

Full name:

Address for service of person making submission:

Email:

Phone: Fax:

TRADE COMPETITION AND ADVERSE EFFECTS (select appropriate)

O | could /@ could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.

O lam / @ am not directly affected by an effect of the subject matter of the submission that:
(@ adversely effects the environment, and
(b) does not relate to the trade competition or the effects of trade competition.

Delete entire paragraph if you could not gain an advantage in trade competition through this submission.




THE SPECIFIC PROVISIONS OF PROPOSED PLAN CHANGE 1 THAT MY SUBMISSION RELATES TO

Please state the provision, map or page number e.g. Objective 4 or Rule 3.11.5.1 (Continue on separate sheet(s) if necessary).

In the media | have read several times that the Healthy Rivers Plan includes a maximum stocking rate for dairy
cows because nitrogen loading is strongly related to this.

| tried to find any objective or rule that specifies a certain stocking rate for dairy cows but could not find it
quickly(maybe it is not there at all?). | could only find it in the Scenario Modelling.

| SUPPORT OR OPPOSE THE ABOVE PROVISION/S

(Select as appropriate and continue on separate sheet(s) if necessary).
O Support the above provisions
O Support the above provision with amendments

Q Oppose the above provisions

MY SUBMISSION IS THAT
Tell us the reasons why you support or oppose or wish to have the specific provisions amended. (Please continue on separate sheet(s) if necessary).

Although stocking rate for Dairy Cows has a big influence on nitrogen loading one aspect is not talked about.
Farmers can intensify their operation by keeping the stocking rate the same but feeding the cows more.

In New Zealand, dairy cows produce on average between 4000 to 5000 Itrs of milk per cow. In the US and
several countries in Europe it is not unusual for cows to produce well over 10,000 Itrs per cow. If we keep a cap
on the stocking rate, the dairy farmers will quickly see the loophole and start feeding the cows more and breed
larger cows. This way they can double the milk solids production and still sticking to the required stocking rate!
By doing so it will dramatically increase the nitrogen loading while still milking the same number of cows.

If we want to be really serious about a maximum on nitrogen loading on Dairy Farms, then we need a cap on
the amount of Milk Solids produced per ha(MS/ha) not Cows/ha.
Also the soil type should be taken into account | think.

I am also strongly against grandparenting rights for nitrogen and phosphorus. This gives an advantage to
farmers who have farmed more intense and as a result are allowed to have a higher nitrogen and phosphorus
load and therefore more income than farmers who farm less intense. This is very unfair in my view.

| can see the farmers who have intensified lately have invested a lot of money and are disadvantaged. This can
be solved by giving them a transition period. Over time this will create a level playing field that works.

| SEEK THE FOLLOWING DECISION BY COUNCIL

(Select as appropriate and continue on separate sheet(s) if necessary).
@ Accept the above provision

Q Accept the above provision with amendments as outlined
O Decline the above provision

O If not declined, then amend the above provision as outlined




PLEASE INDICATE BY TICKING THE RELEVANT BOX WHETHER YOU WISH TO BE HEARD IN SUPPORT OF YOUR

SUBMISSION

O | wish to speak at the hearing in support of my submissions.

@ | do not wish to speak at the hearing in support of my submissions.

JOINT SUBMISSIONS

@ If others make a similar submission, please tick this box if you will consider presenting a joint case with them at the hearing.

IF YOU HAVE USED EXTRA SHEETS FOR THIS SUBMISSION PLEASE ATTACH THEM TO THIS FORM AND
INDICATE BELOW

O Yes, | have attached extra sheets. @ No, | have not attached extra sheets.

SIGNATURE OF SUBMITTER

Signature: B.F.M. Meyer Date: 7 March 2017

Personal information is used for the administration of the submission process and will be made public. All information collected
will be held by Waikato Regional Council, with submitters having the right to access and correct personal information.

PLEASE CHECK that you have provided all of the information requested and if you are having trouble filling out this
form, phone Waikato Regional Council on 0800 800 401 for help.




ADDITIONAL SHEET TO ASSIST IN MAKING A SUBMISSION

Section number of the Plan Change:

Do you support or oppose the provision? @ Support O Oppose
Submission Decision Sought
State in summary the nature of your submission and the reasons for it. State clearly the decision and/or suggested changes you want

Council to make on the provision.

Section number of the Plan Change:

Do you support or oppose the provision? @ Support O Oppose
Submission Decision Sought
State in summary the nature of your submission and the reasons for it. State clearly the decision and/or suggested changes you want

Council to make on the provision.
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State in summary the nature of your submission and the reasons for it. State clearly the decision and/or suggested changes you want

Council to make on the provision.

Section number of the Plan Change:

Do you support or oppose the provision? @ Support O Oppose
Submission Decision Sought
State in summary the nature of your submission and the reasons for it. State clearly the decision and/or suggested changes you want
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