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I am making a submission to the TTPP on some of our farmland which has been labelled 
‘highly productive land’. 

I want to have this classification removed as it is not accurate. 

The land was originally swamp and has been developed into pasture. 
It is boggy and requires careful management to avoid pugging.  It cannot be heavily grazed, 
or grazed by heavy stock and during winter cannot have tractors driven on it, and in some 
places even quads or on foot is inviting getting stuck.  I know this from personal experience. 

Around 2007 year there was a slip in the upper reaches of Granite Creek which has raised 
the bed of Granite Creek by up to 1 metre.  This has had the effect of also raising the water 
table under the pasture, exacerbating the damp underfoot problem. 

Referring to the attached map, the area outlined in green is currently native bush.  It is also 
steep hillside.  If anyone tried to farm this section of ‘highly productive land’ it would 
require clearing and cultivation.  Even if this were possible, any rain on the hillside would 
result in the ‘highly productive land’ washing onto the flat area below.  This land is not 
capable of being productive in an agricultural sense. 

The area outlined in blue was inundated with salt water in tropical cyclone Fehi.    It was 
under salt water for several days, and took a couple of months to recover to the point 
where it could be regressed.  We did not find it highly productive at all.  With the erosion of 
the foreshore by the Karamea River allowing the sea to have more direct access, and the sea 
level rise predicted with Climate Change, this land is also going to become even less 
productive. 

All this area is subject to freshwater flooding from Granite Creek, as outlined in red.  This 
can happen several times a winter, often to the extent that any stock we have in the block 
need evacuating to higher ground.  As this was swamp there is not a lot of high ground 
available, it is only the not outlined bit at the bottom right of the map. 

The land is not suitable for dairy production, and has limited use as a support block for the 
reasons stated above.  It is not suitable for horticulture crops, as while it may be wet enough 
for rice growing, it is too salty.    

The area outlined in black is not part of our farm, but I still suggest it should be removed 
from the ‘highly productive land’ category.  It is owned by the crown and is a designated 
whitebait reserve.  Whitebait live in water, not on land.   
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I am submitting on the piece of land labelled SASM7.  This is supposedly a piece of land of 
significance to Māori. 

Our copy of the Certificate of Title Under Land Transfer states the Māori Trustee had 
possession of the block on the 8th day of December one thousand nine hundred and sixty-
seven.  

They approached the then owner of our farm and asked if he wished to purchase it. 

Title was transferred to Karl Owen Jones of Karamea on 13.6.1968 at 10.36 o’c.  

Since then, no one has approached the farmers to view the land they had previously owned.  
No one has communicated to us that Māori still considered this block as of historical or 
cultural significance and asked us to take special care of it.  The were aware of the use it 
would be put to and had no objections at the time.  The Māori Trustees put no conditions 
on future use, or laid claims to future uses.  It is an extremely scrappy title and has never 
been contiguous, even before the road was put through.   I suspect the only reason the 
block has been included in the TTPP is someone took the simple way out and marked all 
blocks that have at some stage been owned by Māori Trustees.  We are not aware of any 
permanent Māori settlement sites.  Most of this block was never suitable for fortification or 
dwellings because it is either mud flat or swamp.  No doubt the Māori passed through on 
their way down the coast, but they would have passed through a lot of land going from top 
to bottom of the South Island. 

The title includes our main sheds, part of our farm diary, and a residence.  We are willing to 
have the top three titles labelled as being of significance of Māori, but see no justification 
for the main piece of the block to be included.  We should not have to go to the iwi if we 
wish to build another shed or dwelling on land we own, that the Māori Trustees of the time 
wanted to be rid of.  I am aware that it has been stated Māori will not stop development, 
but the Māori who sold the land originally did not want to keep any control over it.  How 
can we expect future Māori to abide by statements made today?  

We are probably going to change the use of part of the area from dairy grazing to wetland.  
As I read things currently, this means we will have to go to the iwi and ask their permission. 
While I am sure this would be granted, it seems a waste of everyone’s time just because 
Māori Trustees used to briefly officially own the area.        
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