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Pupu Springs Water Conservation Order
Submission to the Special Tribunal

Tony Reilly
Partner
AP & KM Reilly

| support the application for a Water Conservation Order for the Pupu Springs only.
The inclusion of the Arthur Marble Aquifer and the water bodies of the Takaka Valley
is a major error and has effects on the social fabric of Golden Bay.

My name is Tony Reilly, | am a Partner of the AP & KM Reilly Partnership, and farm
on the banks of the Takaka and Waingaro Rivers. My home farm has the Motupipi
River flowing through it. Golden Bay is my home and | have concerns about the
social, cultural and economic impact of this Water Conservation Order application.

NGATI TAMA and YUILL APPLICATION

By design, or poor drafting, the application and draft Water Conservation Order
provided has a number of major flaws and is unworkable in its current form. It is
based on limited and selective scientific evidence, or no evidence at all.

Areas of major concern are:

1. WATER BODIES INCLUDED. The inclusion of the aquifer and all water bodies
in the Takaka Valley, including water bodies that have NO connections or
impact on the Pupu Springs is not logical. The water bodies are not natural or
outstanding due to the deforestation and human habitation over the last 180
years. Also, the Aquifer is not natural and outstanding due to the influence of
the Cobb dam altering the flow levels into the Pupu Springs. Over the summer
months, the Pupu Springs are enhanced by 700 litres a second, due to the
impact of stored water from the Cobb dam, so are not at natural levels. To be
Outstanding the water bodies must include or contain outstanding
characteristics or features. Ngati Tama and Yuill do not demonstrate or provide
any evidence of this.

2. WATER QUALITY LIMITS and SCOPE. The very low trigger levels for nitrates
for ALL water bodies in the Takaka Valle is not practical or workable. The
suggested 0.4 mg/I Nitrate triggers are too low and the National Policy
Statement for Fresh Water levels for A grade water should be used. The
National Policy Statement for Nitrate Fresh Water for A grade water is 1.0 mg/I.
Ngati Tama and Yuill do not provide any definition for “Precautionary principle”.

3. LACK of SCIENTIFIC SUPPORT. Dairy Farm land covers 2.4% (Andrew
Fenemor presentation to FLAG) of the Takaka catchment. No evidence has
been presented that a direct and measurable impact on the nitrate levels of the
Pupu Springs from dairy farming has scientific support. The area of irrigated
dairy farm land, in the catchment is a much smaller proportion of the 2.4% total



dairy area in the catchment. There are no peer reviewed scientific papers as
evidence to support the applicants claim. The measured movement in nitrates in
the Pupu Springs may be from natural changes with the Aquifer, or changes in
nitrate leaching at a higher percentage of NO3-N/ha/year from forestry, native
and scrublands in the Takaka catchment. Ngati Tama and Yuill provide no
evidence or peer reviewed scientific papers.

4. RESOURCE CONSENT UNCERTAINTY. Many of the existing consents to take
water for irrigation expire in May 2019. If this Hearing runs beyond that date
then new consent maybe required and would be impacted by this application.
This shows no recognition of the existing use rights or the capital investment
made by primary industry. This would have economic, social and cultural
impacts on Golden Bay. Ngati Tama and Andrew Yuill have shown no regard
for the existing economic, social, environmental or cultural already developed in
the area. They wish to impose a non-local solution when TDC have been
working with a local community group, FLAG to provide solutions that achieve
the outcomes desired by the applicants of the Water Conservation Order.

5. LACK of CONSULTATION with KEY INDUSTRIES. Section 207 of the RMA Act
requires this Special Tribunal to have particular regard to primary and
secondary industry, yet Ngati Tama and Yuill have done very little to consult
with these industries. The impact of this application will have a major impact on
the very nature of primary and secondary industry in Golden Bay.

SUMMARY

| have major concerns over the very fabric of Golden Bay culture if this draft WCO is
adopted. | support the Water Conservation Order for the Pupu Springs only, and
request the relief above. Thank you.

Aki aki kea kaha
Tony Reilly

Partner
26 February 2018





