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Introduction  
I started my Commercial Vegetable Growing business with my Father back in 1977. I leased the 

family farm of 15 hectares off Mum and Dad located in Bombay, South Auckland. 

Over the last 40 years my family has strategically purchased land in the Bombay Region. 

Our family split the land holding and growing/marketing operation in 2007. This is where Sutherland 

Produce Limited was born.  So, in fact, our family lease our land holding to the growing company. 

This is not a unique situation - you will find that many Growers’ businesses are set up like this.  

Our family now owns 400 hectares of land in the Bombay, Ramarama and Pukekohe area which we 

lease back to Sutherland Produce Ltd. 

In late 2013 LeaderBrand Produce Ltd (www.leaderbrand.co.nz ) took a shareholding in our growing 

company. They are a multi-regional based vegetable growing company. To have geographical 

spread, part of their vegetable production is now grown in this area by Sutherland Produce. 

Sutherland Produce Ltd operates a large market garden operation in the Bombay area with 

approximately 400 ha of market garden under their management.  

They are the largest supplier of green vegetables to the domestic market in the area. 

They are the main supplier of Broccoli, Lettuce and Silverbeet to the Countdown Supermarket Chain 

in the North Island.  

The close proximity of Bombay to the Auckland Distribution Centres gives us a distinct advantage in 

supplying fresh vegetables to this market. 

 

I would be happy to further discuss any of my recommendations as outlined in my submission. 
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Submission  
I believe there is much work to be done creating the correct data to classify Highly Productive Land. 

The improved data should include: 

• Accurate soil mapping taking into account: 

• Environmental Mapping of influencing factors taking into account: 

• Extreme Climatic and environmental Risk Mapping taking into account: 

The classification must take into account: 

• Soil Characteristics. 

• Soil and land suitability for purpose 

• Environmental impact. 

• Viability after considering Social and Environmental factors. 

It is absolutely critical that ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT is included in HPL. 

It is becoming increasing important in our lives and must be seen as a FACTOR not a regulation.  

The protection of the Highly Productive Land if it involved mapping, would need to be continually 

updated because otherwise it would always be historic.   

Indentification of Highly Productive Land could be done on a Scoring system to give greater guidance 

and accountability. 

Interim measures involving LUC 1-3 are unreliable and unnecessary as councils are accountable to 

Government and society, so should rule responsibly in the interim. 

The legislating in the Resource Management Act should not be done until all measures are put into 

place regarding classification. 

Policy regarding legislating against District and Private Plan Changes is wrong as it stops due process 

and although it is seen to be an interim measure it will be counterproductive in protecting HPL and 

releasing appropriate land for Urbanisation. 

Only land that has gone through the resource consent process should be put aside from new policy. 

Land that has only been zoned or put aside should come under HPL policy as it was often looked at 

with old inaccurate data and does not include environmental factors. We must ensure people have 

rights of opinions under due process. 

Desired outcome: 
A policy which highlights the importance of the protection of HPL while taking into account the 

factors that enable land to be highly productive, its effect on the Environment and where 

necessary encourages its transition to less impacting purposes. 
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• Special Climatic Issues or likelihood of events 

• Ability to hold or release nutrients 

• Water availability 

• Susceptibility to disease or any other mitigating factors 

Environmental Sustainability: 
1. Clean Streams Impact 

• Ability to comply with Good Management Practise for sediment control 

• Likelihood of a major event causing excess sediment incident 

• Stream and Waterways setback affecting ability to operate 

• Effect of Global Warming on risk 

• Ability of Soil to drop out undesired sediment 

• Ability to comply with nutrient leaching or runoff levels 

• Ability to grow viable crops on soil type under fertilizer regulations 

• Ability to control Pests associated with Environmental Plantings 

2. Carbon Footprint 

• What would be the effect on Carbon footprint? 

 
Economic Sustainability: 

1. Continuing Viability of Business 

• Effect of Streams and Waterways Setbacks in increasing land and operational 

cost. 

• Costs of Environmental Plantings. 

• Cost of Greenhouse Emissions Legislation. 

• Business size after adjustments. 

• Setup and ongoing costs of meeting requirements. 

 
2. Economic effect on the Region and Nation. 

• Cost Impact to Government or Regional Council on location in relation to 
Infrastructure. 
 


































