


Figure 1: Horse trek path (red arrows) 

The Application’s proposed new stopbank alignment will directly affect this route, as shown in 
Figures 2A and 2B below. 
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Figure 2A: Existing stopbank (yellow); Proposed new alignment of stopbank (purple)



10. The configuration of the proposed stopbank, when combined with the Property's natural 
contour, will impede both access to, and the safe passage of, the horse treks. 

77. Figure 3 below shows the contour lines of the Property and approximate location and end 
point of the new stopbank. 

Figure 3: Property (highlighted yellow); Proposed new alignment of stopbank (red arrow); contour lines (orange) 

12. The Submitter understands the new stopbank will be fenced. Fencing along the proposed 
alignment will compound the access problem by creating a physical barrier across the trek 
route, rather than merely constraining it. 

Reasons for Submission 

13. Overall, the Submitter opposes the Application for the following reasons. 

Statutory framework 

13.1. Section 104(1)(a) of the RMA requires the consent authority, in considering the 
Application, to have regard to the actual and potential effects on the environment of



4 

aliowing the Proposed Activities. The matters raised in this submission are actual and 
potential adverse effects for the purposes of that section, including effects on: * 

(a) physical access across the Property; 

(b) the safe operation of horse treks on the Property; and 

(c) the continued viability of the Submitter's established lease arrangement with 
the Riding School. 

13.2. Section 5 of the RMA states that the purpose of the Act is to promote the sustainable 
management of natural and physical resources in a way that enables people and 
communities to provide for their social and economic wellbeing, while avoiding, 
remedying, or miligaling adverse effects on the environment. As currently designed, 
the Proposed Activities do not achieve this balance: they would secure flood. 
protection benefits at the direct expense of an existing, lawfully established land use 
and the economic and social wellbeing that use provides to the Submitter and the 
Riding School. 

13.3. Section 104(1)(b) requires the consent authority to have regard to the relevant 
provisions of the District Plan. The Submitter’s use of the Property for equestrian 
access is a legitimate activity within the Rural General zone, and the Application 
should not be granted in a form that unreasonably curtails it without adequate 
consideration of alternatives or mitigation. 

Health and Safety 

13.4. The construction, location, and proposed fencing of the new stopbank will create 
significant health and safety risks for riders and horses using the Property. A fenced 
embankment across or immediately adjacent to the trek route introduces a fixed 
obstacle at exactly the point where riders currently pass, with limited room to safely 
reroute given the surrounding contours. 

13.5. The Submitter is concerned that the Eastern Alignment, insofar as it affects the 
Property, does not appear to have adequately considered a stopbank design or route 
that avoids or minimises severance of the trek route. A better-designed junction 
between the stopbank and the Property — whether through realignment, a dedicated 
stock/trekking crossing, or gated access through the fencing — would allow flood 
protection objectives to be met without eliminating safe equestrian access. 

Decision Sought 

14. The Submitter seeks that the Application be declined. 

15. In the event that the Application is not declined, the Submitter seeks that the design and 
construction of the stopbank in the vicinity of the Property (TK26) be amended so as to avoid, 
remedy, or mitigate the matters raised in this submission, including by: 

15.1. realigning or reconfiguring the stopbank at the junction with the Property to preserve 
a safe and practicable route for horse treks between the Property and the hill country 
at the rear; 

15.2. providing a suitable gated or otherwise rider-safe crossing point through any fencing 
along the new alignment, sized and positioned to accommodate horses and riders; 
and 

15.3. imposing any other conditions of consent reasonably necessary to avoid, remedy, or 
mitigate the adverse effects identified in this submission. 

16. The Submitter would be pleased to meet with the Council to discuss this submission. 

Wish to be Heard



17. 

18. 

19. 

The Submitter wishes to be heard in support of this submission. 

If others are making a similar submission, the Submitter would consider presenting a joint 
case with them at the hearing. 

The Submitter requests, pursuant to section 100A of the RMA, that the Council delegate its 
functions, powers, and duties to hear and decide the Application to one or more hearings 
commissioners who are not members of the Council. 

leva 
Jacqueline Hema 

Date: 07 August 2026


