
 
16.4 Supporting Information 

 
Map 1: Rook distribution and rookery size as at November 2009 



 

17. Animal Biosecurity - Monitoring 

17.1 Targets 

2009-10 TARGETS 

a. Carry out and report on annual rabbit nights counts 

b. Carry out and report on RCV efficacy via blood testing (bi annually) 

c. Monitor agreed sample of ex-Animal Health Board PCOs 

d. Monitor agreed sample of new (initial) PCOs 

 

17.2 Progress towards target 

DESCRIPTION TARGET YTD 
PROGRESS % 

Rabbit night Counts 14 0 0% 

RCV Blood test n/a  n/a n/a 

Ex-Animal Health Board / Maintenance PCOs 4 1 25% 

Initial PCOs 1 0 0% 

17.3 Activity summary 

17.3.1 Monitor designs were prepared for the Pukeokahu, Eketahuna and Eketahuna 
South PCO monitors. 

17.3.2 An RTC monitor has recently been completed in the Eketahuna South PCO 
returning a 4.7% Residual Trap Catch (RTC), well inside the 10% RTC target.  
This is an excellent result given that this only the third year since the operation 
commenced.  The operational work to date has been undertaken by the 
Regional Response Team (RRT) 
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18. Animal Biosecurity - Possums 

18..1 Targets 

2009-10 TARGETS 
a. Control agreed areas under a PCO programme 

i. Ex-Animal Health Board 
ii. Maintenance 
iii. Initials 

b. Record all inputs 

c. Report on input efficacy  

d. Ensure all contracts have appropriate legislation and documentation. 

 

18..2 Progress towards target – PCO Overview 

DESCRIPTION  (Number of 
Operations)

TARGET 
Completion 

by 
30/06/2010 

YTD 
PROGRESS 

(%) 

Ex-Animal Health Board operational areas 5 100% 11% 

Maintenance operational areas 39       100% 62% 

Initial operational areas 7       100% 11% 

Overall Programme 51       100% 51% 

MOH approvals 51   100% 100% 

18.3 Progress towards target – PCO Details 

Table 1: Operational areas 

TAUMARUNUI OPERATIONS 

PCO NAME PHASE AREA 
(Ha) 

PROGRES
S (%) PROVIDER COMMENTS 

Waikaka Mtn 11007 20 Horizons  

Waikaka South Mtn 15738 5 Horizons  

Waitaanga Mtn 3232 100 Horizons  

Tatu Haeo Mtn 9681 100 Horizons  

Tokirima Mtn 9317 0 Horizons  

Para Para Mtn 11413 0 Horizons  

Matahiwi Mtn 4431 0 Horizons  

Matahiwi Ext Initial 4457 0 KBES Ltd  

Raetihi Buffer Ex AHB 13315 45 Horizons  

Raetihi Buffer Initial 1261 100 Horizons  

SUB TOTAL  83852 28%   
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WANGANUI / TAIHAPE OPERATIONS 

PCO NAME PHASE AREA 
(Ha) 

PROGRESS 
(%) PROVIDER COMMENTS 

Kai Iwi / Bushy 
Park Mtn 7384 100 Horizons  

Turakina Valley Mtn 16158 8 Horizons  

Mataroa Mtn 8890 100 Horizons  

Pukeokahu Mtn 15724 100 Horizons  

Marangai Mtn 7781 100 Horizons  

Makahou Mtn 12886 100 Horizons  

Fordell Mtn 11503 100 Horizons  

Mangahoe Mtn 7626 50 Horizons  

Maxwell Initial 5362 0 Horizons  

Sub total   93314 74%     

 
KAIRANGA OPERATIONS 

PCO NAME PHASE AREA 
(Ha) 

PROGRESS 
(%) PROVIDER COMMENTS 

Kimbolton Mtn 7666 100 Horizons  

Waituna West Mtn 6100 100 Horizons  

Halcombe Mtn 6088 100 Horizons  

Makino Mtn 12767 5 Horizons  

Mangaone West Mtn 7078 95 Horizons  

Coastal Sanson Mtn 12550 98 Horizons  

Coastal Foxton Mtn 11041 100 Horizons  

Waitarere Mtn 5769 98 Horizons  

Sandon A Mtn 6732 0 KBES Ltd   

Sandon B Mtn 5790 0 M&M Contractors  

Hokio Initial 9958 30 Horizons  

Te Hekenga Initial 8594 20 KBES Ltd   

Cheltenham Initial 10502 0 M&M Contractors  

Sub total   110635 55%     
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TARARUA  

PCO NAME PHASE AREA 
(Ha) 

PROGRESS 
(%) PROVIDER COMMENTS 

Maunga Mtn 11749 100 Horizons   

Whetukura Mtn 18793 100 Horizons  

Weber Mtn 14472 10 Horizons  

Tane Kaitawa Mtn 10267 10 M&M 
Contractors  

Eketahuna Mtn 17119 100 Horizons  

Eketahuna South Mtn 11965 40 KBES Ltd  

Tararua ground Mtn 9208 95 Horizons  

Nga Rata Mtn 7102 100 M&M 
Contractors  

Oporae (West) Ex AHB 10287 0 CDPC Ltd  

Oporae (East) Ex AHB 13249 0 Puketoi PC Ltd  

Kohinui Ex AHB 12519 0 JJS Ltd Initial has added to 
area 

East Alfredton Ex AHB 6344 0 M&M 
Contractors  

Otope Initial 13185 0 Horizons  

Haunui Mtn 7832 0 Puketoi PC Ltd Initial has added to 
area 

Waione Mtn 11470 100 Puketoi PC Ltd  

Tautane Mtn 5895 0 KBES Ltd  

Makuri A Mtn 7594 0 CDPC Ltd  

Makuri B Mtn 9018 100 JJS Ltd  

Rongomai Mtn 6800 100 M&M 
Contractors  

Sub total   204868     

Total PCO Area   492669 51%     

  
 

 
NON PCO POSSUM CONTROL 

Operation Phase hectares % complete Service 
Provider Comments 

Mt 
Bruce/Pukaha Mtn 55 60 Horizons 

Joint project with 
Greater Wellington 

and DoC 

Totara Reserve Mtn 300 70 Horizons Biodiversity animal 
control 

Foxton Estuary Mtn 100 50 Horizons Biodiversity animal 
control 

Wind Farm Mtn  33 Horizons External works 
requests 

Genet’s Wland Mtn  50 Horizons Biodiversity animal 
control 

Wickham/Shaw Mtn  50 Horizons Biodiversity animal 
control 
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18.4 Activity summary 

18.4.1 Tenders received from the external service providers were reviewed and 
awarded prior to Christmas.  The winning tenderers were as follows; KB 
Environmental Services (Matahiwi Extension & Te Hekenga); M&M 
Contractors  (Cheltenham & East Alfredton); JJS Pest Control (Kohinui); 
Puketoi Pest Control (Oporae East); Central Districts Pest Control (Oporae 
West).  A map showing the service providers contract areas for the 2010-11 
year is provided in the supporting information.  

18.4.2 In late December, following discussions with the New Zealand Food Safety 
Authority (NZFSA), we temporarily ceased the use of poisons, in grazed areas 
in the PCOs.  This was a precautionary measure that arose due to there being 
some ambiguity in the interpretation of the wording on the labels of poison 
containers.  Subsequent discussions/meetings with the NZFSA have 
remedied the situation and we recommenced the use of toxins in grazed 
areas on the 5th February. 

18.4.3 During the time that poisons were not in use on grazed areas, we suspended 
all operational work in the ex AHB and initial operations (i.e. operations that 
rely heavily on the use of bait stations in grazed areas) and changed to a 
trapping regime and limited toxin use (in non grazed areas) in the 
maintenance PCOs.   

18.4.4 Despite the partial hold up to the initial and ex AHB operations the overall 
programme is still on target to be completed by 30th June 2010.    

18.4.5 We continue to receive good support from the landowners involved with the 
PCO, with only a very small percentage of landowners opting not to be 
involved in the programme.    

18.4.6 Work has commenced on establishing new operational areas for inclusion in 
the 2010-2011programme (Year 5).      
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18.5 Supporting Information 

 
 
 
  
WS Martyn 
ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGER - BIOSECURITY AND RESPONSE 
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19. Plant Biosecurity – Non-Rateable & Crown Agency 

Five crown agencies and seven territorial local authorities (TLAs) own and 
manage land within our region. Some of this land harbours pest plants and as 
such Horizons seeks to establish and maintain good working relationships with 
the various agencies to ensure our Strategy objectives are met. 

19.1 Targets 

2009-10 TARGETS 

a. Report progress toward strategy targets for all Crown and Non Rateable agencies 

19.2 Progress towards target 

Table 4: Agencies deemed beneficiaries or exacerbators of pest plant management. 

Corridor Reach / Agency 
Agreed 
Annual 

work plan 
 

On 
track 

Horowhenua District In place Yes 

Tararua District In place Yes 

Manawatu District In place Yes 

Ruapehu District In place Yes 

Wanganui District In place Yes 

Palmerston North City Council In place Yes 

TLA roads 

Rangitikei District Being 
negotiated Yes 

Eastern Contract (Transit NZ) In place Yes 
State highways 

Western Contract (Transit NZ) In place Yes 

Railways Kiwirail Yes Yes 
ATG  Waiouru (NZ Defence 
Force) In place   

Linton Army Camp (NZ Defence 
Force)  Yes 

New Zealand 
Defence Force  
land Ohakea Air Base (NZ Defence 

Force)  Yes 

Karioi Forest (Earnslaw One) In place Yes 
Pohangina River In place Yes LINZ land 
Upper Rangitikei In place Yes 
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19.3  Activity summary 

19.3.1 TLA road corridors  

The management of district road corridors and reserves is the responsibility of 
territorial authorities. Some TLAs have or are progressing towards 
Memorandums of Understanding (MOU) to clarify their responsibilities and our 
expectations of what the RPPMS requires of them.  Currently we have MOUs 
with Whanganui District Council, and Ruapehu District Council. Rangitikei 
District Council is progressing towards establishing one while the other TLAs 
have other forms of functional working relationships.   

19.3.2 Transit 

Work has progressed through the state highway corridors during this period. 
Transit operates two contracts that cover our region. These contracts are 
managed by engineering consultancy firms that subcontract the spraying to 
various companies. Overall the operations are being conducted to an 
acceptable level.  
 

19.3.3 Kiwirail 

The rail corridor is managed by Treescape Ltd. It has been difficult in previous 
years dealing with the rail corridor given there is only a limited off-track weed 
control budget which is spent on a nationally prioritised basis. Early in the new 
year staff have been contacted by Treescape Ltd as the National Park area 
has been given top priority with work commencing in mid-February. Horizons 
has assisted Treescape Ltd by providing landowner contact information for the 
work intended for the rail corridors which will include broom, gorse, blackberry, 
heather, and Pinus contorta. This is a pleasing outcome from recent 
communications with Treescape as the potential for the rail corridor to 
jeopardise weed control and biodiversity protection programmes by harbouring 
invasive plants such as Pinus contorta has been raised by DoC and other 
agencies. 
 

19.3.4 LINZ 

LINZ has the responsibility for various parcels of Crown land in our region.  
 
Horizons coordination of boundary plant control in the mid-Rangitikei River 
and the Pohangina River will not be happening this year. The LINZ contract 
managers have undertaken to deal directly with the service provider in this 
instance. 
  
The 2008-2009 contorta control operation at Karioi forest was reported at a 
joint meeting with Horizons, LINZ and Ernslaw One Ltd staff. Ernslaw One Ltd 
reported good progress against the RPPMS targets. After initially falling 
behind the agreed amount of clearing work, Ernslaw has since pushed ahead 
to meet the agreed targets. There remains an issue of compliance with and 
monitoring of the success of the 30 m buffer zone being created in the Karioi 
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Forest Mixed Species Plantation Area (RPPMS rule, 8.5.8.4). (See appendix 
1) This issue and also an Horizons desire to create a new reporting template 
will be addressed with Ernslaw One Ltd in the near future.  
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20. Plant Biosecurity – Biological Control 

Biological control (biocontrol) is the control of widespread pest plant species 
using insects or diseases (collectively called bioagents). Biocontrol has in 
some instances been very successful, almost eliminating pest plant species 
from areas where the bioagents have been released, though the usual 
outcome is to weaken the plants to such an extent that they have reduced 
impact on the environment. Horizons is committed to continuing to release, 
propagate and distribute appropriate bioagents for suitable species. 

20.1  Targets 

2009-10 TARGETS 

a. Monitor and report on all new bioagent sites and releases. 

b. Report on efficacy of bioagent releases 

20.2 Progress towards target 

Table 5: Biocontrol Programme Progress 

PLANT SPECIES BIOAGENT ACTIVITY SITES 

OMB leaf fungus INSP 5 

OMB leaf miner INSP 5 Old Man’s Beard 

OMB sawfly   

Leaf beetle   

Fungus INSP 10+ 

Green Thistle Beetle INSP 4 
Californian 
Thistle 

Gall fly   

St John’s Wort St John’s Wort Beetle   

Ragwort Flea Beetle INSP 10+ 

Cinnabar moth INSP 10+ Ragwort 

Plume Moth INSP 4 

Seed weevil   

Pod moth INSP 1 

Hard shoot moth   

Soft shoot moth   

Spider mite  INSP 10+ 

Gorse 

Gorse thrips   

Scotch Thistle Gall fly INSP 1 

Heather Heather beetle   

Blackberry Blackberry rust   

Nodding Thistle Receptacle weevil INSP 4 
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PLANT SPECIES BIOAGENT ACTIVITY SITES

Gall fly INSP 4 

Crown weevil INSP/REL 4 

Broom Psylids INSP/REL 6 

Broom seed beetle INSP 5 

Broom leaf beetle INSP 1 
Broom 

Broom twig miner INSP 5 

Hemlock Hemlock moth   

Hieracium rust   
Hieracium 

Hieracium plume moth   

Smilax Puccinia myrsiphylli – 
Bridal creeper rust   

Buddleia Buddleia leaf weevil 
Cleopus japonicus INSP 1 

Boneseed Boneseed leaf roller INSP 1 

Tutsan Melampsora hypericorum INSP 4 
Key:   
 Activity: INSP = Inspection of site, REL = new release of agent, TRAN = transfer of agent 

20.3 Activity Summary 

20.3.1 Ragwort 

Many sites have been inspected over this period for the various agents. 
Ragwort plants have been quite prevalent this summer despite good 
populations of cinnabar moth and the flea beetle present at all sites inspected. 
We assume that it is a very good growing season for ragwort and the agents 
will build up rapidly and have a late season effect. We expect to have less 
ragwort around next year as a consequence of the fluctuating plant and bio-
agent population curves. Despite the initial success of this agent on the 
ragwort plants at release sites, recent inspections by staff have failed to 
discover any individuals. We have contacted Landcare Research to source 
another two releases. One will be released on an organic farm and another 
will go to supplement a previous release site. It is hoped that by adding the 
plume moth to our region it will complement the moderate to excellent results 
achieved by the cinnabar moth and the ragwort flea beetle and we will get 
good control in areas traditionally not served by the ragwort flea beetle due to 
habitat limitations. 
 
 

20.3.2 Tutsan  

Tutsan rust is present in the Taumarunui area and apart from four sites at 
Ongarue where it is currently exhibiting a lot of damage only moderate 
checking of plant growth is occurring. The Tutsan Action Group (TAG) is now 
waiting for funding approval from Sustainable Farming Fund (SFF) towards 
the proposed biocontrol initiatives. Farmer input and funding commitment to 
this initiative has been overwhelming, however more funding will be required 
in the future. 
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21. Plant Biosecurity - Production Species 

The Horizons region encompasses a large area of very productive farm land 
that is constantly at risk from weed invasion. To protect clear land we will 
enforce occupiers to control certain ‘boundary weeds’ once we verify a 
registered complaint; and we will actively survey for and control a number of 
high risk pest plant species that pose a threat to the regions productive 
capacity if they become firmly  established.  

21.1 Targets 

2009-10 TARGETS 

OCCUPIER (BOUNDARY) CONTROL 
• Manage and record all production species complaints using “Frontline’ corporate 

database 
• Respond to all enquiries with in 48 hours of receipt 

• Close out or action all enquiries within 5 working days of receipt 

• Report on all production species enquiries 

ZERO DENSITY 

• Record and treat all known & newly discovered zero density species  

21.2 Progress towards targets – Boundary Control 

Table 6: Occupier (Boundary) control production weeds 

DESCRIPTION TARGET YTD 
PROGRESS 

% 

Frontline enquiries received  N/A 112  

Response within 48 hours 100 109 98 

21.3 Progress towards targets – Zero Density 

Table 7: Zero density production weeds 

SPECIES 
LTD 

SITES*
1 

YTD 
NEW 

SITES 

COMBINED 
TOTAL 
SITES 

SITES 
TREATED 
/ SURVEY 

% 

ZERO DENSITY (HORIZONS CONTROL) 

African Feather Grass 56 1 57 36 63 

Chinese Pennisetum 4  4 1 25 

Nassella Tussock 4 1 5 4 80 

ZERO DENSITY (OCCUPIER CONTROL) 

Woolly Nightshade 412 
+ 2 414 

+ 
21 
 5 
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21.4 Activity Summary 

21.4.1. Nassella tussock 

Inspections continue at the Kakariki site to eliminate any plants prior to 
seeding with the aim of eventually reducing the seed bank. 
 
Another garden site of nassella tussock has been confirmed in a Pahiatua 
garden after contact via Frontline by a member of the public. Plant material 
was sent to Landcare Research for identification. We have now discovered 
garden sites in Whanganui, Taihape and Pahiatua even though the plant has 
been banned from sale for many years. We believe the trade at small 
fairs/markets and by sharing between friends and club members to be 
responsible. These pathways of dispersal will be targeted by publicity at up 
and coming events. 

21.4.2 Tutsan 

Tutsan is becoming increasingly prevalent in the region. Taumarunui staff 
along with DOC Pureora staff has been spraying isolated areas to try and stop 
the spread of tutsan into the Pureora Forest park. 

21.4.3 African Feather grass 

An extensive river survey from Ballance Ferry Reserve through to Mangatoro 
confluence north of Dannevirke along the Manawatu River was carried out, 
with a  high water flow making this possible.  Three new sites were found – all 
known old sites along this stretch of river were clear of infestations.  This 
means a complete survey of the river from the infection source down to the 
Tararua boundary has now been completed in the last six years either by boat 
or foot where boat access is impossible – a distance of approximately 100km.  
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22. Plant Biosecurity – Surveillance 

Surveillance is broken into three components that have the same rationale – 
ensure that new threats are discovered before they establish and eradication 
becomes expensive or unattainable.  Surveillance is not the end goal, rather it 
is the pre-work that supports the actions of assessment and decision making, 
control, and long-term management.  

22.1 Targets 

2009-10 TARGETS 

POTENTIAL WEEDS 

• Compile “Potential Weeds” report by November each year 

• Survey for and record all “Potential weeds” sites  named in RPPMS 

SURVEILLANCE WEEDS 

• Survey all sites vulnerable to “surveillance” weeds biennially 

• Report all discoveries and if any action taken 

National Pest Plant Accord (NPPA) WEEDS 

• Survey and inspect all nurseries for NPPA listed weeds 

• Report all discoveries and action taken 

• Maintain National databases 

22.2 Progress towards target – Potential Weeds 

Two reports are being prepared for release and consultation later in the year. 
These reports are for Cotoneaster pannosus and Hemp agrimony (Eupatorium 
cannabinum).  

22.2.1 Field horsetail 

Since the last report was tabled, the Ministry for Agriculture and Forestry 
(MAF) has been contacted to discuss the legal ramifications of the unwanted 
organism (UO) status of field horsetail in relation to dispersal of plant 
fragments by the gravel extraction and associated industries. This matter has 
the potential to require industries to seek exemptions from the Biosecurity Act 
1993 to continue business as usual. Horizons is working through the matter 
with MAF and is looking at workable conditions that could be added to any 
exemptions and we will also look at investigating any other means to limit the 
spread of this plant as part of the ‘Potential plant’ process. 
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22.3 Progress towards targets – Surveillance Weeds 

Table 8: Surveillance Weed Programme  

SPECIES KNOWN 
SITES  

YTD 
DISCOVERIES ACTION*1 

HORIZONS STRATEGY PLANTS    

Bladderwort (Utricularia gibba)    

Chilean Needle Grass    

Heath rush    

Manchurian wild rice    

Nogoora bur    

Phragmites    

Saffron thistle    

Sagittaria 1 1? ID underway Control 

Senegal tea 2 1 Control 

Spartina 2  Control 

Sweet pittosporum    

Tussock hawkweed    

BNZ    

African love grass    

Cape tulip 1 1 BNZ 

Hydrilla    

Johnson grass    

Pyp grass 2  BNZ 

Salvinia    

Skeleton weed    

Water hyacinth    

White bryony 1  BNZ 
 
Note 1: Key to actions: Mon (Monitoring spread / awaiting action), BNZ (Referred to BNZ for 
funding / action), Joint (Joint control programme with HRC and third party), Control (control 
action completed by HRC). 
 
 

 

SPECIES YTD  THIS PERIOD DISCOVERIES

NPPA inspections 1  Oxygen weed 
for display 
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22.4 Activity Summary 

22.4.1 Pyp Grass Waitarere 

The infection zone was inspected post spraying prior to Christmas and no live 
plants were found. Inspection work will continue at this site to ensure no live 
material is left uncontrolled. 
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23. Plant Biosecurity - Zero Density/Containment Species 

Pest plants threaten our regions biodiversity by their ability to change 
ecosystems and habitats excluding or eliminating native species. Their 
aggressive growth smothers canopies, degrades wetlands, clogs waterways 
and transforms fragile landscapes.  Horizons targets our efforts at removing 
the most damaging plants and for those serious threats that are too wide 
spread for eradication we aim to contain them to protect the areas most 
threatened by them.  
 

23.1 Targets 

2009-10 TARGETS 

a. Survey & record status of all known and new Zero Density & Containment species 

b. Treat annually all sites of Zero Density & Containment species 

c. Record progress toward “zero density” target 

23.2 Progress towards target 

Table 9: Progress on Zero Density and Containment Species  

SPECIES 
LTD 

SITES*
1 

YTD 
NEW 

SITES 

COMBINED 
TOTAL 
SITES 

SITES 
TREATED 
/ SURVEY 

% 

Alligator weed 1 0  1 100 

Banana passionfruit 50 2 52 13 25 

Blue passion flower 0 0   100 

Boneseed 75 5 80 78 97 

Californian bulrush 1 0  1 100 

Cathedral bells 43 0  8 18 

Climbing spindleberry 43 0  18 41 

Contorta 240 0  6 1 

Darwin’s Barberry 217 0  32+TNP 
project* 15 

Evergreen buckthorn 7 1 8 4 42 

Ginger 91 12 103 19 21 

Grey willow 34 0   0 

Gunnera 93 10 103 49 52 

Heather 13 0 13 10 77 

Knotweeds 4 0 4 4 100 

Moth plant 8 1 9 2 25 
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SPECIES 
LTD 

SITES*
1 

YTD 
NEW 

SITES 

COMBINED 
TOTAL 
SITES 

SITES 
TREATED 
/ SURVEY 

% 

Old Man’s beard ~500 12  71 15 

Purple loosestrife 7 0 7 3 40 

Willow-leaved wattle 1 0 1 1 100 

TOTAL 1428 31   51 

Note 1: LTD (Life to Date, as of end of previous yearly reporting period).  Numbers taken from 
most up-to-date version of the corporate database and data not yet added. 
*TNP project – Tongariro National Park Darwin’s barberry project has a large number of sites 
reported at the completion later in the season. 
 

23.3 Activity Summary 

23.3.1 Alligator Weed  

Alligator weed (Alternanthera philoxeroides) is one of the world’s worst weeds. 
Native to South America, alligator weed was accidentally introduced to New 
Zealand in the 1880s from ballast water discarded from ships. Since then it 
has spread through much of Northland and is now found in several parts of the 
Waikato region. We know it in the Horizons region only at the Taumarunui 
sewage treatment ponds adjacent to the Whanganui river. These ponds use 
plants (reeds) to filter the ponds and catch sediment, and it is believed that the 
alligator weed infestation came from infected plant material out of Northland. 
Alligator weed is fast growing and difficult to eradicate. It can grow on land and 
in waterways, and can tolerate certain amounts of seawater when growing in 
flowing water.  Alligator weed does not set seed in New Zealand but spreads 
aggressively from even the smallest stem fragments. It can double in area in 
less than two months. It can out-compete pastures and crops, affecting farm 
production and profit while in urban areas it is very persistent and can 
completely dominate lawns. Although stock will eat it, alligator weed is actually 
toxic and can cause blindness. 
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Photo 3  Closeup of Alligator weed showing thick root/stolon - Robert Bashford 
 
 
This infestation area has been treated, and surveys will be completed to 
ensure all of the known plants are controlled and any new growth or missed 
plants will be treated with work done as soon as possible to make the most of 
the growing season. The initial results indicate that the control was very 
successful. This area is of a delicate nature with the sediment ponds having 
specially grown reeds Eleocharis spatulata, for filtering and sediment control 
to comply with the treatment consent conditions at the site. Prior to tackling 
the infestation trials were conducted to enable the choice of chemical and 
application rates for the job to be used with confidence.  The chemical was 
applied by hand held knapsack and meant wading through the settling ponds 
and applying chemical directly to the plants. 
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Photo 4  Reed flanked by alligator weed – Robert Bashford 

 
Photo 5  Controlled ponds - no alligator weed and healthy reeds - Robert Bashford 
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23.3.2 Darwin’s barberry 

Parts of the central plateau area were aerial surveyed in November in 
conjunction with the DoC as part of the TNP joint project.  Many plants were 
discovered with some in excess of 25 years old. The programme is 
progressing well and contractors are continuing through the workplan. 
Horizons staff have controlled in excess of 150 different sites by cut and paste 
or spraying with knapsack in the National Park, Rangataua and Raetihi areas 
as part of the TNP project. One thing we have noticed this year is the initial 
success at finding outlying infestations, and knockdown from helicopter work 
requires ground control follow-up in previous years if access is possible as 
many saplings and subdominant trees are not visible from the air. 

23.3.3 Old Man’s Beard  

The Old Man’s Beard control season is progressing well. Historical sites 
continue to show decreasing plant abundance but are still producing 
seedlings. Survey by ground and aerially has picked up a few new sites 
especially in areas close to containment zones. 

23.3.4 Purple loosestrife 

The major issue of Lake Horowhenuas purple loosestrife infestation has finally 
been resolved. The new lake trustees have agreed to a Horizons managed 
workplan that will see Purple Loosestrife controlled around the lake over the 
following years. Information was submitted by way of a request from Horizons 
to control this highly invasive and environmentally damaging plant that will be 
detrimental to longterm lake health. The Horizons request discussed the 
merits of different control options and recommended the use of targeted 
application of agrichemicals to spray the plant as the most effective option. A 
full report on the operation will be included in the following report. 
 

23.3.5 Cathedral Bells 

 
Cathedral Bells is a very fast growing climber that carpets the understory and 
can smother canopy trees. Over recent years officers have trialled twice a 
year control of sites, to gain the upper hand over this plant. It has the ability to 
flower from a young age and also produce masses of seedlings. We were 
finding that once a season control was still allowing the plant to have multiple 
seed events, either before control was scheduled or after the control 
operation. Multiple seed events allowed the seedbank to remain replenished 
and sites were remaining static in plant abundance rather than decreasing. 
We have seen a major decrease in vines this season at double worked sites. 
January’s control was dramatically less than last year’s and we expect mid-
late autumn work for any summer germinated vines to be similarly light.  
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Photo 6  Cathedral bells smothering forest - Hilary Webb 
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24. Plant Biosecurity - Awareness and Promotion 

The aim of providing awareness and promotion material, activities and 
programmes is to effect positive behaviour change across our community. If 
occupiers of land grow responsibly and dump garden waste responsibly then 
the transfer of weeds to vulnerable areas should stop. By alerting the 
community to the issues, threats and solutions of weed management it should 
result in more effective pest plant management.  
 

24.1 Targets 

2009-10 TARGETS 

• Report on all awareness and promotional activity 

24.2 Progress towards target 

 

ACTIVITY WHAT 

Media release •  

Signage • Exemption sign for gunnera produced and used in a 
display garden as a means of promoting out rules to 
a wider gardening audience. 

Field Days •  

Other  

 
Table 10: Breakdown of Frontline enquires 

SPECIES Number of 
enquires 

Production/boundary species 52 

Zero-density species 85 

Aquatic 6 

Surveillance plants 7 

Non-strategy plants and enquiries 68 

Total 218 
 

Activity Summary 

Nothing to report 
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25. Appendix 1 

Appendix 1 

Rule 8.5.8.4 
The occupier of the Karioi Forest must 
(i) destroy all contorta pine (green and yellow) within 30 metres of the 
boundary of the Karioi Forest Mixed Species Plantation Area within 5 years 
of this Strategy becoming operative 
(ii) following compliance with Rule 8.5.8.4 (i), the area within 30 metres 
of the boundary of the Karioi Forest Mixed Species Plantation Area will 
be inspected every three calendar years and all contorta pine (green and 
yellow) present within this area destroyed 
(iii) monitor the area within the Karioi Forest Balance Area immediately 
adjacent to the area detailed in Rule 8.5.8.4 (ii) for seedlings of contorta pine 
(green and yellow) to determine the effectiveness of Rule 8.5.8.5 (ii). 
 
 
 
 

WS Martyn 
ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGER - BIOSECURITY AND RESPONSE 
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A Significant decision? 
          If Yes 

No 

Do recommendations meet 
Significance Policy and LGA 
requirements? 

    

 Item No:  7
Date:  8/03/2010

Report No:  10-30
File No:  OMS 16 05

 

REGULATORY MANAGEMENT ACTIVITY REPORTS 

PURPOSE 

1. This report presents two items for the information of Members: 
 

a. Environmental Protection Team Report – 1 December 2009 to 28 February 2010. 
b. Resource Consent Activities for December 2009, January and February 2010.  

FINANCIAL IMPACT 

2. There is no financial impact. 
 

RECOMMENDATION 

3. That the Committee recommends that Council: 
 
 a. receives the information contained in Report No. 10-30 and Annexes. 
 
 
 
 
 
G Carlyon 
GROUP MANAGER REGIONAL PLANNING & REGULATORY 
 
 
ANNEXES 
 
A Environmental Protection Team Report – 1 December 2009 to 28 February 2010. 
B Resource Consent Activities for December 2009, January and February 2010. 
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ANNEX A TO ITEM 7 
Report No. 10-30 

 
 

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION TEAM REPORT 
 
PURPOSE  
 
1. This item provides a report of the Environmental Protection Team’s activities for the period  

1 December 2009 – 28 February 2010.  
 
BACKGROUND 
 
2. The Environmental Protection Team undertakes activities including monitoring of resource 

consents, responding to environmental complaints and incidents, formally investigating 
breaches of the Resource Management Act (RMA), writing reports for hearings, managing 
the water allocation project, providing RMA advice, and manning the pollution hotline during 
working hours. 

 
3. Environmental incidents are reported to Horizons via the pollution hotline, the frontline 

system or by other Horizons’ staff.  Incidents reported are responded to according to the 
urgency, the significance and the effect on the environment.  Every effort is made to respond 
to urgent incidents within four hours of the call being received.  Non-urgent incidents are 
responded to within two working days of the call. 

 
HIGHLIGHTS 
 
4. Staff have undertaken a significant investigation into alleged breaches of the vegetation 

clearance rule from the Land and Water Regional Plan 2003.  This investigation has now 
come to fruition with a number of property owners being issued with Abatement Notices to 
cease the unauthorised vegetation clearance. 

 
5. The dairy monitoring programme continues with two staff carrying out inspections. Currently 

168 dairy farms have been inspected and so far there is an 88% compliance rate which is a 
significant improvement over the previous season.  To date we have identified seventeen 
significant non-compliances and three non-compliances.  The team are currently 37% 
through the programmed inspections.  

 
6. Porewa Farms Limited and Weitenburg Holdings Limited were sentenced in the Palmerston 

North District Court for the unauthorised abstraction of water from the Rangitikei River. 
Judge Dwyer in his sentencing made the following points: 
•  Absentee consent holders are in a difficult position but the buck stops with them and 

they must take all reasonable steps to ensure that conditions of consent are met;  
• As they had been issued with four infringement notices and an abatement notice they 

should have realised there was an issue and essentially they were "put on notice" by 
Council; and  

• Porewa Farms Limited had not taken all reasonable steps, which may have included 
training, supervision and meetings with Council. 

 
Porewa Holding Ltd were fined a total of approximately $13,000 for the unauthorised 
abstraction and failure to comply with an abatement notice.  Weitenburg Holdings Limited 
and Mr Weitenburg were fined a total of approximately $7,000.  Mrs Weitenburg was 
discharged without conviction. 
 

87



7. Horizons Regional Council has six cases currently before the Courts:  
i. Ken Thurston (Aotearoa Coolstores) – High Court appeal dates TBA. 
ii. Ken Thurston/Tawera Land Company – High Court appeal dates TBA. 
iii. Ferryview Farms – sentencing dates TBA.   
iv. Windburn view Limited - sentencing dates TBA.   
v. Dennis Nitschke and Colin Kay – dates TBA. 
vi. One further case is in the court system but we are unable to release details at this 
 stage 

 
 
ACTIVITY SUMMARY 
 
8. During the reporting period, 286 compliance monitoring interactions occurred with consent 

holders.  Sixty-four of these were phone calls to arrange visits or to discuss matters with 
consent holders.  The other 222 interactions were either physical inspections or time spent 
assessing data or reports provided by the consent holder.   

 
9. Compliance monitoring interactions by consent type are given in Figure One. 
 
 

Figure One: Resource Consent Interactions 
by Type

Dam & Divert
3%

Under Takes
12%

Surface & 
Riparian Takes

5%

Riverbed 
Activities

0%

Gravel & Quarry
32%

Discharge to 
Land
31%

Discharge to 
Water
13%

Land Disturbance
0%

Discharge to Air
4%

Construct
0%

 
 

 
10. Twelve non-compliances were detected over the reporting period, from the 222 resource 

consents monitored.  This equates to a 5% non-compliance rate for the reporting period, 
which is a slight increase from the 4% from the previous period.  A breakdown of non-
compliances by customer is given in Figure Two and broken down further in Table 3.  
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Figure Two: Detected Non-Compliance by 
Customer Type.

Rural Activities
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11. Three Infringement Notices were served during this period for breaches of Regional Rules or 
resource consent conditions.  Details of these Infringement Notices are provided in  
Table 4.  

 
12. Sixteen Abatement Notices were served, requiring activities to cease or remedial action to 

be taken to stop an adverse effect.  The details of these Abatement Notices are provided in 
Table 5.  Where the Abatement Notice is issued to a company, copies are also sent to 
company directors.  

 
13. A total of 87 incidents were reported over this period:  30 in December, 25 in January and 32 

in February. The numbers were below average for all three months.  
 
14. A summary of environmental incidents is presented in Table 1 and Figure 3 below.   
 

Table 1.  Summary of Environmental Incidents 
 

Resource 
Affected 

Effect Source 

N
um

ber of 
Incidents 

N
um

ber of 
C

om
plainants 

N
um

ber

C
om

plainant 
advised of 
Locations 

Air (42) Smoke (Urban) Burning material 17 17 13 17 
              (Rural) Burning material 0 0 0 0 
        (Industrial) Burning material 2 2 2 2 
  Fumes Petrol/exhaust 1 1 1 1 
  Chemical 2 2 2 1 
 Odour Sewage/effluent 4 4 4 3 
  Poultry/piggery manure 3 3 3 3 
  Rotting meat/vegetation 8 8 7 6 
 Human health Spray drift 4 4 4 4 
  Unknown 1 1 1 0 
  Subtotal 42 42 37 37 
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Resource 
Affected 

Effect Source 

N
um

ber of 
Incidents 

N
um

ber of 
C

om
plainants 

N
um

ber 

C
om

plainant 
advised of 
Locations 

Land (17) Contamination Dead stock 1 1 1 0 
  Chemicals 1 1 1 1 
    Effluent/sewage 1 1 1 1 
  Petrol/ Oil 1 1 1 1 
  Tracking/earthworks 4 4 4 3 
  Demolition 1 1 1 1 
  Rubbish 7 7 7 7 
  Uncleanfill 1 1 1 1 
  Subtotal 17 17 17 16 
Water (28) Contamination Dead animals/offal 7 7 7 7 
  Petrol / oil 1 1 1 1 
    Industrial discharge 2 2 2 2 
    Effluent/sewage 7 7 7 6 
  Vegetation 1 1 1 1 
  Rubbish 3 3 3 3 
 Other Gravel 1 1 1 1 
  Riverworks 1 1 1 1 
  Watertake 2 2 2 1 
  Damming  2 2 2 1 
  Unknown 1 1 1 1 
  Subtotal 28 28 28 25 
Coastal (0) Contamination Dead stock 0 0 0 0 
  Subtotal 0 0 0 0 
    TOTAL 87 87 82 77 

 
 

Figure 3.   Environmental Incidents by 
             Resource Type Affected
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Details of the significant incidents are presented below. 
 

15. AIR 
 

 Smoke complaints featured highly over the reporting period with nineteen complaints 
received.  The complaints concerning urban sites related to occupants burning waste 
where the smoke crossing the property boundary was objectionable.  On one particular 
property, staff are working with the occupiers to resolve this issue for a good 
community outcome. However on the majority of occasions staff are unable to verify 
the smoke as being objectionable, so are unable to carry out enforcement action.  

 
16. LAND 

 
 Contamination of land with rubbish was noted again over the reporting period.  In the 

majority of cases of dumped rubbish there are no eye witnesses so enforcement action 
cannot be undertaken.  

 
17. WATER 

 
 Contamination of watercourses by dead stock featured over the reporting period.  

Some of the stock had been dumped and staff were unable to carry out any 
enforcement action as there were no eyewitnesses. 

 Effluent and sewage contamination was able to be followed up by staff and actions 
undertaken to ensure unauthorised discharges cease 

  
 
18. COAST 

 
 No coastal incidents were reported over the period.  

 
 
19. RESPONSE TIME 
 

 Incidents are responded to according to their urgency, level of significance and effect 
on the environment. Incidents that require an immediate response are classified as 
“urgent” and a response is required within four hours of receipt of the notification.  
Non-urgent incidents require a response within two days of receipt of notification. 
Table 2 shows the response rate for incidents over the reporting period. 
 
Table 2.  Response rate for incidents over the reporting period 
 
Significance Number of 

incidents 
Response within 

required time 
Response rate 

Urgent 22 20 91% 
Non-urgent 65 56 86% 
Overall 87 76 87% 

 
In some cases the response was not within the required time period, generally due to 
prior work commitments by staff in relation to ongoing investigations for potential 
enforcement action, or the requirements of the monitoring programme.  Every effort is 
made to meet the response time.  
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20. RESPONSE TO COMPLAINANTS 
 

 Improvement is still required in staff advising complainants of incident outcomes.  For 
the reporting period, statistics show that staff reported back to 86% of complainants.  
Although an improvement over the previous reporting period of 77%, this is still below 
the required 90%.   
 

 
 
 
A F Russell     G J Carlyon 
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION  GROUP MANAGER REGIONAL PLANNING  
MANAGER     AND REGULATORY 
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TABLE 3: REPORT OF NON-COMPLIANCES FOR DECEMBER 2009 – FEBRUARY 2010 
 

Consent holder Activity Location 
JJ&DJ Barrow 104502 
 

Surface Take MANGAPUAKA-KAKAHU STREAM 
MAHARAHARA ROAD DANNEVIRKE 

22/01/2010 Routine 
 
Breached watertake conditions consents limits. 

 
Significant non-compliance given. 
 
Horowhenua District Council 
6610 

Discharge to Land THE POT HOKIO SAND ROAD LEVIN 

3/12/2009 Clients report/letter (Annual report) 
 
• Weekly volume irrigated at the pot exceeded the consented limits on two occasions, due to groundwater 

inflow conditions at the Levin sewage treatment plant which were extreme.  
• Ammoniacal nitrogen levels exceeded the consent limits on two occasions. 
 
Non-compliance given. 
HDC are investigating methods to improve nitrification occurring at the plant.   
 
Horowhenua District Council 
6624 

Discharge to Land LEVIN SEWAGE TREATMENT PLANT 
MAKO MAKO ROAD LEVIN 

7/12/2009 Clients report/letter (Annual report) 
 
• Exceeded inflow limits, which coincided with high groundwater levels in Levin area and the subsequent 

issues with plant inflows exceeding the amount of effluent pumped able to pumped to the pot. 
• Median DO concentration of the effluent was below 1g/m3 for 26 days in the year.   
• One manganese result exceeded the limit during the reporting period, but the median manganese 

concentration was below the consent limit. 
• The sludge heavy metal concentrations of zinc breached consented limits. 
 
Significant non-compliance given. 
HDC have undertaken the following measures: 
• Implemented improvements to minimise the risk of breaching DO concentrations recurring. 
• Investigating the sources of the manganese. 
• Have identified a significant source of zinc from an industrial discharge and are working with the industry 

to reduce the levels of zinc in the discharge from their site. 
 
AM&MJ James 103478 
 

Discharge to Land REIDS LINE EAST BUNNYTHORPE 

1/12/2009 Complaint 
 
Inspection following public complaint - Effluent pond wall had breached spilling effluent down the face of the 
hillside into the watercourse which flowed into the roadside drain and a culvert on Reid Line East.  
 
Significant non-compliance given. 
Abatement notice issued. 
Further investigation to be undertaken. 
Follow-up inspection carried out. 
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Manawatu District Council (Feilding) 
101840 

Discharge to Water FEILDING SEWAGE TREATMENT 
PLANT KAWAKAWA ROAD FEILDING 

15/01/2010 Clients report/letter 
 
Breached in-river water quality parameters downstream of the discharge.  The downstream ammoniacal 
nitrogen results in November and December 2009 both exceeded the 0.8g/m3 limit.  
 
Significant non-compliance given. 
Infringement notice issued. 
Undertook a meeting with MDC staff on 4 February 2010; detailed the requirement to rectify this situation. 
MDC are to supply information within one month which details improvements to be undertaken and the 
timescales with which these improvements will be implemented. 
 
Manawatu District Council (Feilding) 
104773 

Discharge to Water LONGBURN SEWAGE TREATMENT 
PLANT WALKERS ROAD LONGBURN 

19/02/2010 Clients report/letter (6 monthly report) 
 
One breach of E.coli during this period. Since July 2009 no further breaches of the consent conditions have 
occurred. 
 
Non compliance given. 
 
NZ Defence Force (Property 
Management Section) 100005 

Discharge to Water WAIOURU MILITARY CAMP WAIOURU 

15/01/2010 Clients report/letter 
 
Monitoring undertaken detected breaches of consent conditions relating to suspended solids concentrations 
and Enterococci concentrations in the effluent. 
 
Significant non-compliance given. 
Advised to investigate the reasons for the breaches and implement measures to prevent this occurring  
in the future.   
 
NZ Pharmaceuticals Ltd 103907 
 

Discharge to Water NEW ZEALAND PHARMACEUTICALS 
PLANT WELD STREET LINTON 

12/01/2010 Clients report/letter (Quarterly report) 
 
• Breached discharge volume limits and E.coli concentrations. Investigations into this by NZ 

Pharmaceuticals has detailed that approximately half of the volume identified has the potential to be 
removed from the process water discharge. 

• Chromium levels in the cooling water complied with the limit that applies after March 2010. 
 
Non-compliance given. 
 
Tane Farms Ltd 103125 
 

Discharge to Land BRIGHTWELL ROAD BULLS 

3/12/2009 Complaint 
 
Inspection undertaken in response to a public complaint - Effluent discharging from both ponds into the 
nearby waterway.  
 
Significant non-compliance given. 
Abatement notice issued. 
Infringement notice issued. 
Follow-up inspection undertaken. 
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Wanganui District Council 
(Wanganui) 101706 

Discharge Permit LOCATED 1800 METRES OFF SOUTH 
BEACH WANGANUI 

13/01/2010 Clients report/letter (Annual report) 
 
Breached suspended solids, enterococci and faecal coliform limits set by resource consent. 
Since the reporting period, plant improvements have now been made and more recent data indicates a 
significant improvement in suspended solids concentrations, which should result in better UV disinfection 
being achieved. 
 
Significant non-compliance given 
 
Winstone Pulp International Ltd 
(Ohakune) 6725 

Discharge to Water STATE HIGHWAY 49 KARIOI 

14/01/2010 Clients report/letter (Quarterly report) 
 
• Significant increase in BOD downstream of the effluent discharge. 
• Regular observation of foam with up to 40% cover. 
• Sewage fungus observed covering 50% of the bed of the river. 
 
Non-compliance given. 
Acknowledgement that WPI continuing efforts to improve the system and ongoing work that is being 
undertaken to make significant improvements to the effluent quality. 
 
WPI Sawmilling 3743/1 
 

Discharge to Water STATE HIGHWAY 49 TANGIWAI 

19/01/2010 Routine 
 
• Breached consent limits of chromium, copper and suspended solids concentrations in the stormwater and 

condensate discharge. 
• Advised to investigate reasons for the breaches and make necessary improvements to ensure that the 

limits set by your consent are complied with.   
• By 26 February 2010 provide a description of the investigations completed and what actions are being 

undertaken to ensure compliance with the consent limits. 
 
Significant non-compliance given. 
Formal warning given. 
 
 
 
 

95



TABLE 4: INFRINGEMENT NOTICES ISSUED DECEMBER 2009 – FEBRUARY 2010 
 
An Infringement Notice is a fine issued by an enforcement officer under delegation from the 
Environmental Protection Manager, to a person in breach of sections in the Resource 
Management Act 1991.  
 
Consent Holder/Responsible Party Section of Act 

Contravened 
Details 

Tane Farms Limited (415)  
3/12/2009 

15 (1) (b) Non-compliance  
Ponds flowing to watercourse 

204 Kilkern Road, Bulls  
 
Makowhai Farms Limited (416) 
6/10/2009 

15 (1) (b) Incident 
Effluent from underpass into roadside drain  

Taylor Road, Palmerston North 
 
Manawatu District Council (417) 
22/12/2009 

15 (1) (b) Non-compliance  
Elevated ammoniacal nitrogen levels 
breaching downstream limits. 

Oroua River, Feilding  
 
 
 
 
TABLE 5: ABATEMENT NOTICES ISSUED DECEMBER 2009 – FEBRUARY 2010 
 
An Abatement Notice is a legal notice served on a person by an enforcement officer, to have 
the person either cease an activity or to undertake activity to ensure compliance with the 
Resource Management Act 1991.  
 
Consent Holder/Responsible Party Activity Location 
Tane Farms Ltd (557)  
(Director - Walter Judd) 

non-compliance 204 Kilkern Road, Bulls  
 

3/12/2009 
Discharge of contaminant to land where entered water - dairy effluent 
Andrew Mark James & Melissa Jane 
James (558) 

Incident 545 Reid Line East, Palmerston North 

1/12/2009 
Cease effluent pond overflow into a watercourse 
David John Scott (559) 
 

Incident 662a Himatangi Beach Road, Himatangi 

30/12/2009 
Cease unauthorised discharge of contaminant to land 
David John Scott (560) 
 

Incident 662a Himatangi Beach Road, Himatangi 

30/12/2009 
Remove unauthorised contaminants 
Peter and Janet November (561) 
 

Incident Akitio 

9/09/2009 
Cease Vegetation clearance in circumstances where the area of contiguous vegetation clearance exceeds 
two hectares per annum, when that vegetation clearance is not expressly allowed by a resource consent. 
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Consent Holder/Responsible Party Activity Location 
John Hammond Rowe and 
Vanderwood Trustees and Agency 
Limited (562) 

Incident 738 Makino Road, Raetihi 

12 August 2009 
Cease Vegetation clearance in circumstances where the area of contiguous vegetation clearance exceeds 
two hectares per annum, when that vegetation clearance is not expressly allowed by a resource consent. 
Stuart Duncan Graham (563) 
 

Incident 981 Murumuru Road, Raetihi 

12/08/2009 
Cease Vegetation clearance in circumstances where the area of contiguous vegetation clearance exceeds 
two hectares per annum, when that vegetation clearance is not expressly allowed by a resource consent. 
Charles Paul Evans (564) 
 

Incident 556 Peka Road, Ohingaiti 

9/09/2009 
Cease Vegetation clearance  in circumstances where the area of contiguous  vegetation clearance exceeds 
two hectares per annum, when that vegetation clearance is not expressly allowed by a resource consent 
FP Malcolm Ltd (565) 
(Director - Kenneth Petrie Malcolm) 

Incident 266 Mangaorakei Road, Kaitieke 

12/08/2009 
Cease Vegetation clearance in circumstances where the area of contiguous vegetation clearance exceeds 
two hectares per annum, when that vegetation clearance is not expressly allowed by a resource consent. 
Joanne Barbar Maru and Graham Mills 
(566) 

Incident 912 Ruatiti Road, Raetihi 

12/08/2009 
Cease Vegetation clearance in circumstances where the area of contiguous vegetation clearance exceeds 
two hectares per annum, when that vegetation clearance is not expressly allowed by a resource consent. 
Donald & Velma Siemonek (567) 
 

Incident Erua Road, National Park and Kaitieke 
Road, Kaitieke 

12/08/2009 
Cease Vegetation clearance in circumstances where the area of contiguous vegetation clearance exceeds 
two hectares per annum, when that vegetation clearance is not expressly allowed by a resource consent. 
Graham Loft (568) 
 

Incident Kakahi Valley Road, Ohura 

27/07/2009 
Cease Vegetation clearance in circumstances where the area of contiguous vegetation clearance exceeds 
two hectares per annum, when that vegetation clearance is not expressly allowed by a resource consent. 
Split Rock Station (569) 
Directors being Marianne and Paul 
Wildermoth 

Incident 253 Kouturoa West Road, Kaitieke 

12/08/2009 
Cease Vegetation clearance in circumstances where the area of contiguous vegetation clearance exceeds 
two hectares per annum, when that vegetation clearance is not expressly allowed by a resource consent. 
Natural Bark & Compost Ltd (570) 
Harry Dykstra & Paul Dykstra 

Non-compliance 126 State Highway 1 Foxton 

24/02/2010 
Provide an  Operation and Management Plan as required by resource consent. 
Natural Bark & Compost Ltd (571) 
Harry Dykstra & Paul Dykstra 

Non-compliance 126 State Highway 1 Foxton 

24/02/2010 
Provide the Annual Monitoring Plan as required by resource consent. 
Natural Bark & Compost Ltd (572) 
Harry Dykstra & Paul Dykstra 

Non-compliance 126 State Highway 1 Foxton 

24/02/2010 
Provide Sampling Results as required by resource consent. 
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SUMMARY OF ENVIRONMENTAL INCIDENTS DECEMBER 2009 – FEBRUARY 2010 
 

Figure 4. Comparison of the monthly summary of environmental incidents received by the 
Environmental Protection Team.  
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Figure 5.  Comparison of the number of environmental incidents received each month over 
the past 11 years. 

 

Yearly Comparison of Incidents Investigated by Month

0

10

20

30

40

50

60

70

80

90

100

Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun

N
um

be
r o

f I
nc

id
en

ts

1998-1999
1999-2000
2000-2001
2001-2002
2002-2003
2003-2004
2004-2005
2005-2006
2006-2007
2007-2008
2008-2009
2009-2010

 
As at 28 February 2010 

 
 

98



Figure 6.  Comparison of the total number of environmental incidents received over the past 
11 years. 
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A F Russell     G J Carlyon 
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION  GROUP MANAGER REGIONAL PLANNING 
MANAGER      AND REGULATORY 
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ANNEX B TO ITEM 7
Report No:  10-30  

 
RESOURCE CONSENT ACTIVITIES FOR DECEMBER 2009, JANUARY 2010,  

AND FEBRUARY 2010 

POSITIVE OUTCOMES 

1. In recent times there has been an increased focus on the poor environmental state of the 
Manawatu River.  Alongside this publicity is the perception that Horizons is doing little in the 
way of improvement.  You are all aware that this is not true, however it can sometimes be 
hard to quantify exactly what it is we have achieved.  Therefore the consents team thought 
it might be useful to highlight the environmental successes that we have seen in the last 
18 months through enactment of the consent process. 

 
2. Over the past 18 months there have been a number of instances where through the 

renewal process the consents team, with involvement from other council staff, have 
secured a net environmental improvement.  For example, there have been instances where 
historical discharges of contaminants to water are now being discharged to land, or an 
activity that was having more than minor effects has now ceased.  What follows is a more 
detailed list of the net environmental gains that were achieved through the consent process: 

 
• Significant improvements to effluent management systems for approximately 150 dairy 

sheds throughout the region through sealing of effluent ponds, effluent storage and 
removing any additional discharges to water. 

• Much more accurate accounting of surface water use and availability through 
implementation of the Proposed One Plan’s water allocation framework which has 
effectively given us real time telemetered water records which ensure that all the water 
that is available has the opportunity to be allocated and used. 

• The Council is resolving a difficult situation in regard to timber treatment sites in the 
region.  There have been a number of unconsented or limited consented operations, 
most with problematic environmental performance.  Each site now has a specific 
programme to get consented with a focus on keeping the operation afloat but getting a 
timeline for environmental improvements and an appropriate monitoring regime.  These 
improvements have included such things as developing stormwater management plans, 
constructing roofs over the treatment areas, ensuring all bunds are completely 
impermeable and installing splash back mechanisms to ensure no chemicals can leave 
the bunded areas. 

• Integrating New Zealand Defence Force’s discharge of backwash water to the Waiouru 
Stream into the Waiouru Sewage Treatment Plant. 

• Changing PGG Wrightson’s from a discharge of stockyard washdown water to a 
tributary - Kaitoke Stream to a discharge to land (Fordell). 

• Achieving a general tidy up and visual improvement to the Whanganui River Port 
Training Wall. 

• System improvements to the Crusader Meats Ltd (Benneydale) septic tank effluent 
system. 

• Changing Taupunga Farming Co’s (Shannon) dairy shed effluent discharge from water 
(Kara Creek) to land. 

• Changing Edmonds and Ormond Ltd (Woodville) dairy shed effluent discharge from 
water to land (Manga Atua Stream). 

• Alliance Meat Works (Levin) discharge of stormwater to water (tributary of Lake 
Horowhenua) is now a discharge to land. 
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• Koputara Farm Ltd (Wylie Road, Foxton) changing from a discharge to a farm drain 
which entered coastal waters to a discharge to land. 

• Maurice O’Brien (Waituna West) changing from a part discharge of dairy shed effluent 
to water (Waituna Stream) to a full discharge to land. 

• Shingle Supplies Ltd (Levin) soon to cease the discharge of dairy shed effluent to water 
(Ohau River). 

• Wilkes Trading Co (Feilding) installing improvements to its pelt processing plant to 
reduce odour issues in Feilding – no longer receiving complaints. 

 
3. In addition, significant progress is being made with the following examples which we are 

confident will achieve significant environmental gains:    
 

• Aokautere’s sewage discharge to the Manawatu River to be integrated into the 
Palmerston North City Council (PNCC) Sewage Treatment Plant (STP). 

• Longburn’s sewage discharge into the Manawatu River to be integrated into the PNCC 
STP. 

• Norsewood’s sewage discharge into a tributary of the Mangarangiora Stream will likely 
become a discharge to land. 

• Significant upgrades to the Hautapu Pines treatment system for the discharge of treated 
leachate into the Hautapu River. 

• Taihape‘s sewage discharge will receive a significant upgrade. 
• Eketahuna’s sewage discharge. 
• Winstone Pulp International discharge into the Whangaehu. 

TIMEFRAMES 

4. The Minister for the Environment has made no secret that he intends to penalise consent 
authorities for going over their statutory timeframes when processing resource consents. 
That policy is now in its draft stage. 

 
5. Our approach has been to ensure that we are on top of the timeframes and we have been 

working hard to streamline our processes and maintain impeccable communication with our 
applicants and consent holders.  As a result we are pleased to confirm that all consents 
lodged in this financial year have been processed within the statutory timeframes.  
Consequently, the only consents that have not been processed within the statutory 
timeframes were lodged with us prior to July 2009.   

CURRENT CONSENT APPLICATION NUMBERS 

6. Back in September 2008 the current application numbers peaked at 502.  This was due to 
the compliance intensive monitoring focus which started in July 2008.  At one stage 134 
applications were received in one month.  Consent application numbers remained high until 
December 2008 when we returned to our average applications lodged of around 30 – 40.  
Since that time the consents team has been able to process relatively high numbers of 
applications which has resulted in more applications being resolved than being received.  
We are pleased to report that our application numbers are now down to around 231; the 
lowest we can all recall in the consents database.  This is an important achievement which 
will allow the Council to manage its consents within timeframes as the new discount policy 
comes into being. 

 
7. A key focus has been to address the number of consents that seem to have been on the 

books forever.  Some of these applications date back as far as 1995.  The oldest consent 
applications we hold are from 2001, with a total of 68 applications lodged prior to 2008.  
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8. The table below reflects the number of consents we have in the system at present, versus 
the consents that have been processed since July 2008.  As at 26 February 2010 the 
consents team have processed a total of 1,155 applications since 1 July 2008. 

 

Year lodged 
Number of 
applications at 
present 

Number of 
consents 
resolved  

1995 0 7 

1996 0 0 

1997 0 2 

1998 0 2 

1999 0 0 

2000 0 7 

2001 4 8 

2002 4 12 

2003 4 13 

2004 2 20 

2005 20 28 

2006 8 40 

2007 26 66 

2008 57 550 

2009 67 360 

2010 39 40 

Table 1: Consent numbers in the database at present vs how many numbers have been 
resolved since July 2008 

MONTHLY OVERVIEW 

9. We have had a busy, but very successful, start to the New Year.  Five large applications 
were resolved which had either been limited or publicly notified.  Worth noting is that two of 
these consents were lodged prior to 2008.   

• Ratanui Developments change to consent conditions, lodged February 2009 were 
resolved after a pre-hearing was held. 

• The applications for SJ Pearson Ltd, lodged in May 2007, resolved in January, granting 
the discharge of vegetable washwater to the unnamed tributary of the Mangawhero 
River and for the associated surface take.   

• The applications for New Zealand Sawn Products, lodged back in June 2004, were also 
resolved in January, they were granted consent to discharge contaminated stormwater 
to land and to an unnamed tributary of the Makino Stream. 

• Ruapehu District Council, lodged April 2009, were granted consent in February to 
construct a V-drain, regrade the stopbank drain and install erosion protection structures 
at Pukehou Road, relating to the Pukehou Quarry. 
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• The decision on the NZ Windfarms Ltd was released on 4 February 2010 authorising 
the construction, use and maintenance of an extension of 56 additional wind turbines to 
its Te Rere Hau wind farm on the eastern side of the Tararua Ranges.   
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Table 2: Lodged and resolved consents in December, January and February 

MONTHLY COMPARISON  

December, January and February 
Lodged Comparison

0
7

14
21
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49

December 27 33 33

January 31 33 29 52

February 23 35 36 27

2007 2008 2009 2010

 
Table 3: Lodged consents in December, January and February for 2007-2010.   
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December, January and February 
Granted Comparison
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December 48 81 33

January 29 25 46 57

February 26 32 71 57

2007 2008 2009 2010

 
Table 4: Resolved consents in December, January and February for 2007-2010. 

NOTIFIED APPLICATIONS FOR DECEMBER, JANUARY AND FEBRUARY 

10. A total of 12 suites of consent applications were notified by way of limited or public 
notification over the last three months.  Four have been public and eight have been limited. 

 
11. Table 5 shows the consents publicly notified from December 2009 to February 2010 and 

the number of submissions received as at 26 February 2010.   
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Table 5: Publicly notified applications 
 

12. Table 6 shows the consents limited notified from December 2009 to February 2010 and the 
number of submissions received as at 26 February 2010.   
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Limited Applications December - February
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Table 6: Limited notified applications 

NOTIFIED CONSENTS THAT REQUIRE RESOLUTION 

13. We currently have 33 notified applications.  As noted already, five notified consents were 
resolved however, due to the high number of applications that have been notified this year 
our numbers have increased.   
 
No Notified consents requiring action 
1 Horowhenua District Council – Shannon Sewage (2001 application) 
2 Bullocks – Gravel extractions 
3 Tararua District Council – Norsewood Sewage discharge to water 
4 Ruapehu District Council – Hikumutu Sewage discharge to water 
5 Levin Meats – Undertake  
6 Tararua District Council – Pahiatua Sewage discharge to water 

7 Tararua District Council – Eketahuna Sewage discharge to water 
8 Ruapehu District Council – National Park discharge to water 
9 Ruapehu District Council – Rangataua Sewage Treatment Plant discharge to water 
10 Horowhenua District Council – Waitarere Beach Sewage Treatment 
11 Winstone Pulp – Discharge to air 
12 Winstone Pulp – Undertake  
13 NZ Energy – Mini hydro power scheme  

14 Horowhenua District Council – Levin Sewage Treatment Plant discharge to land 
and the discharge to air 

15 Parera Farms – Groundwater abstraction for irrigation purposes 
16 Silver Fern Farms – Discharge fellmongery sludge to land 

17 Manawatu District Council – Feilding Sewage discharges to land, water and air and 
associated land use consents 

18 Ngati Waewae – Gravel extraction 
19 Mighty River Power Ltd – Turitea Wind Farm (call-in with MfE) 
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20 Open Country Dairy Ltd – Coastal discharge of milk condensate to water 
21 DB Breweries Ltd – Discharges to water and land from the Tui Brewery  
22 The Happy Hog Ltd – Discharge of piggery effluent to land and odour to air 
23 Horowhenua District Council – Waikawa Stream diversion 
24 Tararua District Council – Dannevirke water supply 

25 Horizons Regional Council – Diversion of the Taonui Basin 

26 Palmerston North City Council – Lower Turitea Dam on the Turitea Stream for the 
Palmerston North Water Supply 

27 Manawatu District Council – Feilding Sewage discharges to land, water and air and 
associated land use consents 

28 Waitatapia Station Ltd – Groundwater abstraction for irrigation of pasture and crops 

29 BC Joe – Groundwater abstraction for irrigation purposes 

30 Horizons Regional Council – Upgrade a section of stopbank (Staces Road, 
Palmerston North)  

31 Horizons Regional Council – Construct a stopbank and associated diversion 

32 AM and MJ James – Groundwater abstraction for the purpose of supplying water for 
stock, dairyshed needs and the irrigation of pasture 

33 Horizons Regional Council – for the discharge of contaminants to air via aerial 
spraying 

APPEALS 

14. The table below outlines the small number of consents currently under appeal along with 
the one objection. 

 
Appeals 
 

Applicant Status 

Levin Meats  
Consent 103795 

Awaiting GNS report (expected end of March), report 
back to Environment Court by 1 June 2010 

Rangitikei Aggregates  
Consent 103677 Awaiting decision from Courts 

Tararua District Council - 
Woodville Water Supply  
Consent 102773/2 

Appeal against decision 

Horowhenua District Council  
Shannon Sewage (2006 
applications) 
Consents 103888 and 103889 

With Environment Court 
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Meridian Energy Ltd  
(Project Central Wind Farm)  
Consents 104465 – 104471 

Environment Court decision was released 26 January 
2010.  Meridian and the Councils to confer about any 
changes to consent conditions and revised final set of 
conditions to be lodged with the Court and circulated to 
all parties for comment by 1 March 2010. 

Contact Energy Ltd  
(Waitahora Wind Farm) 
Consents 104606 – 104615 

Mediation meeting held 22 and 23 February 2010 

NZ Windfarms Ltd (Te Rere 
Hau Eastern Extension)  
Consents 104950 – 104952  

Appeal on conditions received 24 February 2010 

 
Cost objections 
 
• Ratanui Developments (piggery change of consent conditions). 
 

15. Two appeals and two objections were resolved between December and February.  Details 
of these are as follows: 
 

Applicant Status 

Horowhenua District Council  
(Foxton Sewage Treatment Plant) 
Consents 103925 and 103926 

Consent order received 3 December 2009, 
decision modified 

Rangitikei Aggregates  
Consent 103677 

Consent order received 21 December 2009, 
decision modified 

Cedric Backhouse and Susan Galea 
T/A Alt Energy Farm Objection on conditions resolved January 2010 

Horowhenua District Council 
(Shannon Sewage Treatment Plant) Objection on costs paid 

PRE-HEARINGS AND HEARINGS HELD IN DECEMBER, JANUARY AND FEBRUARY 

16. The hearings are continuing for the Mighty River Power’s Turitea Wind Farm called in by 
the Ministry for the Environment.  The joint hearing is expected to reconvene on 15 March 
2010. 

 
Applicant Activity and location Event and location 

Silver Fern Farms Ltd 
(103415) 

To discharge 
fellmongery waste 
(diluted de-watered 
waste activated sludge) 
to land – Foxton  

Pre-hearing – Ante Room of the 
Horowhenua District Council, 126-
148 Oxford Street, Levin held 
Tuesday 1 December 2009 

The Happy Hog Ltd  
(104805 etc) 

Piggery discharge to 
land, Old West Road, 
Palmerston North 

Pre-hearing – Caccia Birch, Lord 
Plunket Room, Victoria Avenue, 
Palmerston North held Thursday 
10 December 2009  
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Tararua District Council  
(104947) 

Dannevirke Water 
Supply 

Pre-hearing – Horizons Regional 
Council (CD Room), Monday 
14 December 2009 

Tararua District Council  
(103346, 103347 and 
103732) 

Eketahuna Sewage 
Treatment Plant 

Pre-hearing – Horizons Regional 
Council (CD Room), Tuesday 
15 December 2009 

Horowhenua District 
Council 
(6001/ etc) 

Levin landfill Pre-hearing – Thursday 
17 December 2009 

DB Breweries Ltd  
(104758 etc) 

Tui Brewery discharge 
to land and water – 
Mangatainoka  

Pre-hearing – Mangatainoka Tui 
Brewery, State Highway 2, 
Mangatainoka, Thursday 4 February 
2010 

SCHEDULED PRE-HEARINGS AND HEARINGS 

Applicant Activity and location Pending event and location 

Silver Fern Farms Ltd 
(103415) 

To discharge 
fellmongery waste 
(diluted de-watered 
waste activated sludge) 
to land 

Pre-hearing for Thursday 4 March 
2010 

NZ Pharmaceuticals  
(103907/1) 

Discharge to Manawatu 
Rivers 

Pre-hearing for Tuesday 9 March 
2010 

Winstone Pulp  
(103909 and 104384) 

Discharge of treated 
wastewater and 
stormwater to the 
Whangaehu River from 
the pulp processing at 
the Karioi Pulpmill  

Pre-hearing for Tuesday 30 March 
3010 

Open Country Dairy Ltd 
(104721) 

Discharge condensate 
from milk processing 
plant onto and into land 
in circumstances which 
will result in the 
contaminant entering 
water within the Coastal 
Marine Area 

Pending pre-hearing for 26 or 
31 March 2010 

Palmerston North City 
Council (105146) 

Palmerston North Water 
Supply Pending pre-hearing 

DB Breweries Ltd  
(104758 etc) 

Tui Brewery discharge 
to land and water – 
Mangatainoka  

Pending pre-hearing 

 
 
 
 
Richard Munneke 
POLICY AND CONSENTS MANAGER 
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DECEMBER 2009 

Types of Consents Resolved in December

28%

17%
34%

21%

Discharge Permit

Water Permit

Land Use Consent

Change of consent
conditions

 
 
Non-Notified Consents Granted in December 2009 
 

Discharge Permits 
Applicant and Location Type 

105072 – E M and A J Taylor – 
Wanganui 

Discharge Permit (to discharge farm dairy effluent to land from 
800 cows, including, dairyshed and yard effluent, race effluent, 
stand off pad effluent, silage leachate, dairyshed and yard 
washdown water, yard and feedpad solids, stone trap sludge, vat 
wash and contaminated stormwater at 50 Longacre Road, 
Wanganui) 

105115 – Nireaha Farms Ltd – 
Eketahuna 

Discharge Permit (to discharge farm dairy effluent to land 
including dairyshed and yard effluent, race effluent, feedpad 
effluent, silage leachate, dairyshed and yard washdown water, 
yard and feedpad solids, stone trap sludge, vat wash and 
contaminated stormwater from 350 milking cows at 95 Mangaroa 
Road, Eketahuna) 

105099 – The Happy Hog Ltd – 
Foxton 

Discharge Permit (to discharge piggery solid waste from 
400 sows, 1,500 weaners and 1,500 porkers to land including 
bedding material and pig effluent at 55 Kere Kere Road, Foxton) 

105135 – KG Burmeister – 
Palmerston North 

Discharge Permit (to discharge dairyshed and yard effluent, race 
effluent, dairyshed and yard washdown water, yard solids, stone 
trap sludge, vat wash and contaminated stormwater from 
300 cows being milked twice a day into and onto land at 
1226 Roberts Line, Palmerston North) 

103589 – Winstone Pulp 
International Limited - Karioi 

Discharge Permit (for the discharge of contaminants to air from 
the Karioi Pulpmill from the pulp production process, in particular 
from pulp flash driers, refiner steam discharges and effluent 
treatment pond at State Highway 49, Karioi) 

105057 – P C Franklin – 
Eketahuna 

Discharge Permit (to discharge dairyshed and yard effluent, race 
effluent, feedpad effluent, silage leachate, dairyshed and yard 
washdown water, yard and feedpad solids, stone trap sludge, vat 
wash and contaminated stormwater from a maximum of 
650 milking cows to land at 421 Parkville Central Road, 
Eketahuna) 
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104939 – Wanganui District 
Council – Wanganui 

Discharge Permit (to allow for emergency discharges of 
secondary treated wastewater to land at a maximum rate of 
10,080 cubic metres per day at Wanganui Wastewater Treatment 
Plant, Airport Road, Wanganui) 

105071 – Taupunga Farming Co 
Ltd – Shannon 

Discharge Permit (to discharge farm dairy effluent to land 
including dairyshed and yard effluent, race effluent, feedpad 
effluent, silage leachate, dairyshed and yard washdown water, 
yard and feedpad solids, stone trap sludge, vat wash and 
contaminated stormwater from 350 cows at Okuku Road, 
Shannon) 

 
 

Water Permits 
Applicant and Location Type 

104712 – E M and M J Drysdale 
– Eketahuna 

Water Permit (to take 77 cubic metres per day at a maximum rate 
of 0.003 m3/s or 3 L/s of surface water from riparian well number 
366022 and a farm dam at Nireaha Road, Eketahuna for the 
purpose of shed wash down and stockwatering for 550 cows) 

105134 and 105160 – Waitatapia 
Station Ltd – Bulls 

Water Permits (to take groundwater from Well No’s 322041 
(2,550 m3/day) and 322047 (3,200 m3/day) for the purpose of 
supplying water for irrigation at Dalrymple Road, Bulls) 

104727 – Riverbend Organics 
Ltd – Palmerston North 

Water Permit (to take 5,250 cubic metres per day of surface 
water via a riparian well within the bed of the Manawatu River for 
irrigation purposes at 1063 Fitzherbert East Road, Palmerston 
North) 

105129 – Karen Carrick Trustee 
of Karen Jane and Hobo Trust – 
Palmerston North 

Water Permit (to take up to 2,760 cubic metres per day of surface 
water for the purpose of irrigating 55 hectares of pasture and 
crops from the Pohangina River at River Road, Pohangina) 

 
 

Land Use Consent 

Applicant and Location Type 

105125 and 105147 – D and J 
Munn – Hunterville 

Land Use Consents (to construct a bridge over a tributary of the 
Whareihungaru Stream and all the associated land disturbance 
and vegetation clearance involved in the construction at Ongo 
Road, Hunterville) 

105088 – New Zealand Forest 
Managers Ltd – Mount Ruapehu 

Land Use Consent (to harvest production forest at Waikune 
Forest, State Highway 4 north of Erua near Mount Ruapehu) 

105136 – Robert Leary – 
Hunterville 

Land Use Consent (to harvest and clear-fell up to 36 hectares of 
Radiata Pine on the property located at 832 Mangahoe Road, 
Hunterville) 

105124 – Foodstuffs (Wellington) 
Co-operative Society Ltd – 
Marton 

Land Use Consent (to undertake river control works, including 
rock riprap protection, a mass block wall and a splash pad over a 
220 m stretch on the bed and banks of the Tutaenui Stream for 
the purpose of providing erosion control and flood protection at 
Wellington Road, Marton) 

105049 – Riverbend Organics 
Ltd – Palmerston North 

Land Use Consent (to construct a lined well within the bed of the 
Manawatu River adjacent to 1063 Fitzherbert East Road, 
Palmerston North) 
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Change of Consent Conditions 
Applicant and Location Type 

7132/1 – Alliance Group Ltd – 
Levin 

Discharge Permit (to change consent conditions to remove solid 
waste) 

103628/1 – Collis Farms Ltd 
Discharge Permit (to change consent conditions to remove 
sampling conditions and amend notification of spreading herd 
home sludge to land) 

103606/1 – Collis Farms Ltd Discharge Permit (change of consent conditions relating to a 
dairyshed consent) 

102251/1 - Horizons Regional 
Council – Mangatainoka River 

Land Use Consent (to change consent conditions to allow 
machinery to enter and cross the Mangatainoka River in order to 
be able to access gravel on beaches) 

 
 

Aerial Spraying of Vegetation 
Applicant and Location Type 

105157 – Te Pa Station – Karioi Land Use Consent (for vegetation clearance by aerial spraying) 
105172 – S D Graham – Raetihi Land Use Consent (for vegetation clearance by aerial spraying) 
105173 – R McCoubrie – Raetihi Land Use Consent (for vegetation clearance by aerial spraying) 
105176 – Papahaua Station – 
Wanganui Land Use Consent (for vegetation clearance by aerial spraying) 

 
 

Certificate of Compliance 
Applicant and Location Type 

Horowhenua District Council – 
Levin 

Certificate of Compliance for the proposed earthworks relating to 
the construction of the raw water storage reservoir and the 
emergency discharge of stormwater to land at 262 Gladstone 
Road, Levin 

 
 
Limited Notified Consents Granted in December 2009 
 

Change of Consent Conditions 
Applicant and Location Type 

7202/1 and 7183/1 – Ratanui 
Development Company Ltd – 
Feilding 

Discharge Permits (to change consent conditions) 
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JANUARY 2010 

Types of Consents Resolved in January

20%

16%

50%

14%

Discharge Permit

Water Permit

Land Use Consent

Change of consent
conditions

 
 
Non-Notified Consents Granted in January 2010 
 

Discharge Permits 
Applicant and Location Type 

105137 – Ministry of Education – 
Tiritea School – Palmerston 
North 

Discharge Permit (to discharge secondary treated domestic 
wastewater to land at a maximum daily rate of 1,800 litres at 
208 Old West Road, Palmerston North) 

104892 – Michelin Farms Ltd – 
Opiki 

Discharge Permit (to discharge farm dairy effluent to land 
including dairyshed and yard effluent, race effluent, feedpad 
effluent, silage leachate, dairyshed and yard washdown water, 
yard and feedpad solids, stone trap sludge, vat wash and 
contaminated stormwater from 600 cows at Poplar Road, Opiki) 

104834 – New Zealand Defence 
Force – Waiouru 

Discharge Permit (to discharge process sludge from the Waiouru 
Water Treatment Plant to land via a series of sludge drying beds 
at Home Valley Road, Waiouru) 

105142 – Whiskey Creek Farm 
Ltd- Palmerston North 

Discharge Permit (to discharge farm dairy effluent to land 
including dairyshed and yard effluent, race effluent, feedpad 
effluent, silage leachate, dairyshed and yard washdown water, 
yard and feedpad solids, stone trap sludge, vat wash and 
contaminated stormwater from 450 cows at 925 Kairanga 
Bunnythorpe Road, R D 5, Palmerston North) 

105127 – R J Barrie – Ohau 

Discharge Permit (to discharge farm dairy effluent to land 
including dairyshed and yard effluent, race effluent, feedpad 
effluent, silage leachate, dairyshed and yard washdown water, 
yard and feedpad solids, stone trap sludge, vat wash and 
contaminated stormwater from 600 milking cows at State 
Highway 1, Ohau) 

105086 and 105186 – Alliance 
Group Ltd – Levin 

Discharge Permits (to discharge up to 1,400 tonnes of paunch 
grass to land in one application, discharged in two stages, and 
the associated discharge of odour to air at 84 Waitarere Hokio 
Road, Levin) 
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Water Permits 
Applicant and Location Type 

105058 – PC Franklin – 
Eketahuna 

Water Permit (to take 91 cubic metres per day of surface water 
from a tributary of the Makakahi River for the purpose of shed 
wash down and stock watering at Parkville Central Road) 

105096 – New Zealand 
Transport Agency – Woodville 

Water Permit (for the diversion of a watercourse at State 
Highway 2, between Woodville and Dannevirke, approximately 
10 km north of Woodville) 

104763 – Hillside Ltd – Barryville 

Water Permit (to take surface water from two wells, Well 1 
(no. 655001) being 150 mm in diameter with a depth of 
approximately 108 metres and Well 2 (no. 655002) being 
100 mm in diameter with a depth of 42 metres for the purpose of 
dairyshed and stock watering at a combined rate of 280 cubic 
metres per day at State Highway 30, Barryville) 

105133 – William A Flipp – 
Foxton 

Water Permit (to take 126 cubic metres per day of groundwater 
from well number 333127 for the purpose of providing stock 
drinking water and dairyshed washdown water for a maximum 
herd size of 900 cows) 

105178 – Wind View Ltd – 
Woodville 

Water Permit (to take 28 cubic metres per day of surface water 
from Sinclair’s Stream for dairyshed and stockwatering purposes 
at Ormond Road, Woodville) 

105059 – Elmsdale Farming Ltd 
– Palmerston North 

Water Permit (to take 225 cubic metres per day of groundwater 
from well number 336025 for the purpose of irrigating vegetable 
crops at 228 Napier Road, Palmerston North) 

105060 – Elmsdale Farming Ltd 
– Palmerston North 

Water Permit (to take 486 cubic metres per day of groundwater 
from well number 336040 for the purpose of irrigating vegetable 
crops at Napier Road, Palmerston North) 

 
 

Land Use Consents 
Applicant and Location Type 

105056 – Jilesen Contractors Ltd 
– Taumarunui 

Land Use Consent (to take up to 600 cubic metres per year of 
gravel for the purpose of river management from the true left 
bank of the Pungapunga River adjacent to State Highway 41 
approximately 350 metres above the Kirton Street Bridge, east of 
Manunui) 

105093 and 105094 – New 
Zealand Transport Agency – 
Woodville 

Land Use Consents (to construct a new culvert and extend an 
existing culvert in the bed of Bradley’s Creek to undertake land 
disturbance within 10 metres of a water course, and to undertake 
vegetation clearance within 10 metres of a watercourse 

104569 – Ferry View Farms Ltd – 
Bulls 

Land Use Consent (to disturb up to 1.5 hectares of highly 
erodable land and remove up to 6,000 cubic metres of sand hill 
over the consent term for farm tracking and construction 
purposes at 1798 Parewanui Road Bulls) 

105016 – Horizons Regional 
Council – Ohau River 

Land Use Consent (to upgrade sections of both stopbanks on the 
Ohau River between the nine kilometre and 12 kilometre marks 
and to construct drop-gate structures in the stopbank of the Ohau 
River and Kuku Stream and for the associated damming an 
diversion of floodwaters) 
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105119, 105120, 105122 and 
105123 – Contact Energy Ltd – 
Dannevirke 

Land Use Consents (to construct three culverts and associated 
erosion controls in bed of unnamed tributaries of the Mangatoro 
Stream, to construct a temporary bridge in the bed of the 
Mangatoro Stream, to undertake land disturbance associated 
with the installation of an access road on Highly Erodible Land 
and within 10 metres of a watercourse, and to clear vegetation 
within 10 metres of the bed of the Mangatoro Stream at 
Waewaepa Station, Waitahora Road, Dannevirke) 

105163 – Taumata Plantations 
Ltd – Taumaranui 

Land Use Consent (to undertake vegetation clearance within the 
Waituhi Forest via aerial spraying of agrichemicals at Waituhi 
Road, Taumarunui) 

105164 – Taumata Plantations 
Ltd – Bennydale, Taumaranui 

Land Use Consent (to undertake vegetation clearance within the 
Maraeroa C Forest via aerial spraying of agrichemicals at 
Maraeroa Road, Bennydale, Taumarunui) 

 
 

Change of Consent Conditions 
Applicant and Location Type 

102749/1 and 102750/1 – 
Hartridge – Dannevirke Water Permits (to change consent conditions) 

104422/1 – Hinewai Dairies Ltd – 
Waimaha 

Water Permit (to change conditions to allow for an increase in 
abstraction to 180 cubic metres per day and an increase in 
instantaneous rate of abstraction to 2 litres per second in order to 
reflect an increase in herd size) 

102066/1 – N T Wrenn – 
Dannevirke 

Discharge Permit (change of consent conditions relating to a 
dairyshed consent) 

102676/1 – Wind View Ltd – 
Woodville 

Discharge Permit (change of consent conditions relating to a 
dairyshed consent) 

105026/1 – Hugh Lilburn Trustee 
of the John Lilburn Land Trust – 
Turakina 

Land Use Consent (to change consent conditions to allow for the 
installation of a slightly different ford crossing) 

104394/1 – Farmers Transport 
Ltd – Dannevirke 

Discharge Permit (to change consent conditions to allow for the 
discharge of sludge and solids as well as truck wast wastewater 
from the treatment ponds and sump onto and into land) 

 
 

Aerial Spraying of Vegetation 
Applicant and Location Type 

105198 – L and M Bishop – 
Taumarunui Land Use Consent (for vegetation clearance by aerial spraying) 

105199 – S Loft – Taumarunui Land Use Consent (for vegetation clearance by aerial spraying) 
105200 – Landcorp Farming Ltd 
(Rangedale Station) – Pahiatua Land Use Consent (for vegetation clearance by aerial spraying) 

105203 – M and N Williams – 
Raetihi Land Use Consent (for vegetation clearance by aerial spraying) 

105204 – B Price, Puketui 
Station – Ongarue Land Use Consent (for vegetation clearance by aerial spraying) 

105205 – G Deadman – 
Ohakune Land Use Consent (for vegetation clearance by aerial spraying) 

105206 – A M Cole – Raetihi Land Use Consent (for vegetation clearance by aerial spraying) 
105207 – B Pittaway, Ohorea 
Station – Wanganui Land Use Consent (for vegetation clearance by aerial spraying) 

105208 – D M Craig – 
Taumarunui Land Use Consent (for vegetation clearance by aerial spraying) 
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105209 – F H D Matthews, 
Glendalla Trust – Wanganui Land Use Consent (for vegetation clearance by aerial spraying) 

105210 – K Thompson – 
Wanganui Land Use Consent (for vegetation clearance by aerial spraying) 

105211 – T Hislop – Pahiatua Land Use Consent (for vegetation clearance by aerial spraying) 
105212 – A Viles – Hunterville Land Use Consent (for vegetation clearance by aerial spraying) 
105213 – R Martin – Raetihi Land Use Consent (for vegetation clearance by aerial spraying) 
105234 – D Blackburn – 
Ohakune Land Use Consent (for vegetation clearance by aerial spraying) 

 
 
Limited Notified Consents Granted in January 2010 

 
Discharge Permit 

Applicant and Location Type 

103097 and 103098 – New 
Zealand Sawn Products – 
Feilding 

Discharge Permits (for the discharge of contaminated stormwater 
to land via soakage and for the discharge of contaminated 
stormwater to an unnamed tributary of the Makino Stream at 
Maewa Road, Feilding) 

** Hearing Held 
 
 
Notified Consents Granted in January 2010 
 

Discharge Permit and Water Permit 
Applicant and Location Type 

104042 and 104043 – 
SJ Pearson Ltd – Ohakune 

Discharge Permit and Water Permit (to take 360 cubic metres per 
day of surface water at a maximum instantaneous rate of 10 L/s 
from an unnamed tributary of the Mangawhero River and a to 
discharge 360 cubic metres per day of vegetable washwater from 
a four pond and wetland treatment system to the unnamed 
tributary of the Mangawhero River at 469 Raetihi Road, 
Ohakune) 
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FEBRUARY 2010 

Types of Consents Resolved in Feburary 

24%

16%
52%

8%

Discharge Permit

Water Permit

Land Use Consent

Change of consent
conditions

 
 
Non-Notified Consents Granted in February 2010 
 

Discharge Permits 
Applicant and Location Type 

105131 – Kevin Nicol – 
Wanganui 

Discharge Permit (to discharge 100 litres per day of meat 
processing wastewater at 663 Ruatangata Road, Whangaehu) 

105151 – IA and JJ Barnes – 
Opiki 

Discharge Permit (to discharge farm dairy effluent to land 
including dairyshed and yard effluent, race effluent, silage 
leachate, dairyshed and yard washdown water, yard and feedpad 
solids, stone trap sludge, vat wash and contaminated stormwater 
from 260 cows at 206 Campbells Road, Opiki) 

105177 – J Drysdale – 
Eketahuna 

Discharge Permit (to discharge farm dairy effluent to land 
including dairyshed and yard effluent, race effluent, silage 
leachate, dairyshed and yard washdown water, yard and feedpad 
solids, stone trap sludge, vat wash and contaminated stormwater 
from 260 cows at Mangatainoka Valley Road, Eketahuna) 

105201 – G J and S M Turk – 
Himatangi 

Discharge Permit (to discharge broiler shed wash water into and 
onto land at 135-147 Highway 56, Himatangi) 

105042, 105043 and 105045 – 
Affco New Zealand Ltd – Feilding 

Discharge Permits (to compost paunch grass and stock yard 
screenings, to discharge the composted material to land, and the 
associated discharge of odour) 

104908 and 104922 – 
Department of Conservation – 
Pureora 

Discharge Permits (to cap and close the Pureora Landfill and for 
the discharge leachate and stormwater from an unlined landfill 
into land at Barryville Road, Pureora) 

105139 – Taupunga Farming Co 
Ltd – Shannon  

Discharge Permit (to discharge farm dairy effluent to land 
including dairyshed and yard effluent, race effluent, feedpad 
effluent, silage leachate, dairyshed and yard washdown water, 
yard and feedpad solids, stone trap sludge, vat wash and 
contaminated stormwater from 400 cows at 318 Kingston Road, 
Shannon) 
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Water Permits 
Applicant and Location Type 

105138 and 105162 – Bishops 
Vineyard Holding Ltd – Levin 

Water Permits (to take a maximum of 605 cubic metres per day 
of surface water from Ohau River from well number 362416 and 
to take a maximum of 130 cubic metres per day of groundwater 
from well number 362417 for the purpose of irrigating grapevines 
at 39 Muhunoa West Road, Ohau) 

105159 – Kevin O’Neil – 
Palmerston North 

Water Permit (to take a maximum of 63 cubic metres per day of 
groundwater from Well No. 335114 for the purpose of providing 
stockwater and dairyshed washdown water at 925 Kairanga-
Bunnythorpe Road, Palmerston North) 

105141 – Connors Family Farms 
Ltd – Wanganui 

Water Permit (to take 70 m3/day of groundwater from Well No. 
301022 for the purpose of supplying water for dairyshed use and 
stockwater at Whangaehu Beach Road, Wanganui) 

104528 – Dairy Farm 
Investments Ltd – Pahiatua 

Water Permit (to abstract up to 119 cubic metres per day of 
surface water from a riparian well (well number 338102) at 
Ruawhata Road, Pahiatua) 

105193 – M A Cowan – Apiti 
Water Permit (to take 35 m3/day of surface water from a spring 
feeding a tributary of the Mangapikopiko Stream at 654 Oroua 
Valley Road, Apiti) 

 
 

Land Use Consents 
Applicant and Location Type 

105150 – Palmerston North City 
Council – Palmerston North 

Land Use Consent (to install a water trunk main within 8 metres 
of the inland toe of the Manawatu River stopbank adjacent to the 
Manawatu River, between Fitzherbert Street and Albert Street, 
Palmerston North) 

105158 – Horizons Regional 
Council – Foxton 

Land Use Consent (to construct a pump station on the inland toe 
of the northern stopbank adjacent to the Moutoa Floodway 
approximately 2 kilometres upstream from Whirokino Trestle 
Bridge, to remove an existing discharge pipe through the 
stopbank and install a new discharge pipe) 

105197 – Horizons Regional 
Council – Palmerston North) 

Land Use Consent (to construct a concrete wall and a stopbank 
on 257 and 261 Napier Road, Palmerston North and the 
associated damming and diversion of floodwaters) 

105130 and 105167 – Ruapehu 
District Council – Taumarunui 

Land Use Consents (to undertake land disturbance and 
vegetation clearance within 5 metres of the bed of the Paparoa 
Stream, and to install rock rip rap in the bed of the Paparoa 
Stream at Bridge 192, Paparoa Road, 14 km south west of 
Taumarunui) 

105153 – Wanganui District 
Council – Wanganui 

Land Use Consent (to undertake disturbance and removal of up 
to 5,000 cubic metres of sand and driftwood material over 
30 days in a 12 month calendar year period from the foreshore of 
Castlecliff Beach and associated with beach grooming activities 
at Rangiora Street, Whanganui) 

105190 and 105233 – Horizons 
Regional Council – Linton Main 
Drain 

Land Use Consents (to upgrade sections of both stopbanks on 
either side of the Linton Main Drain and the associated damming 
and diversion of floodwaters and to construct temporary access 
tracks into and out of the Linton Main Drain) 

105215 – Hima 50 Company Ltd 
– Palmerston North 

Land Use Consent (to install a culvert in an existing open 
stormwater drain at 56 Malden Street, Palmerston North, and the 
associated discharge of sediment) 
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Land Use Consents and Water Permit 
Applicant and Location Type 

105074, 105075, 105076, 
105077, 105182 and 105189 – 
NZ Transport Agency – 
Woodville  

Land Use Consents and Water Permit (to construct a diversion of 
the Manga-atua River channel and a new bridge within the bed of 
the river; to install a culvert in the Papatawa River, to install or 
extend seven additional culverts, for works with 10 metres of a 
water body, the associated discharge of sediment, and for the 
permanent diversion of the Manga-atua River, all at State 
Highway 2, Papatawa between Davey Road and Ball Road) 

105132 and 105148 – Tararua 
District Council – Pahiatua 

Land Use Consent and Water Permit (to construct a culvert and 
associated erosion control structures in the bed of the unnamed 
tributary of the Mangahao River, and for the diversion of the 
unnamed tributary of the Mangahao River through a realigned 
bed and a culvert at Nikau Road, Pahiatua) 

 
 

Aerial Spraying of Vegetation 
Applicant and Location Type 

105218 – G Malcolm – 
Taumarunui Land Use Consent (for vegetation clearance by aerial spraying) 

105219 – P Brass – Woodville Land Use Consent (for vegetation clearance by aerial spraying) 
105221 – EN and MJ Tarrant – 
Taumarunui Land Use Consent (for vegetation clearance by aerial spraying) 

105223 – The New Zealand 
Redwood Company – Hunterville Land Use Consent (for vegetation clearance by aerial spraying) 

105229 – Benmore Ltd – 
Eketahuna Land Use Consent (for vegetation clearance by aerial spraying) 

105230 – Kevin Best – Taihape Land Use Consent (for vegetation clearance by aerial spraying) 
105235 – Paki iti Farms Ltd – 
Kimbolton Land Use Consent (for vegetation clearance by aerial spraying) 

105236 – Warren Crawford 
(Pleasant Farm) – Matiere Land Use Consent (for vegetation clearance by aerial spraying) 

105237 – Rex Martin – Raetihi Land Use Consent (for vegetation clearance by aerial spraying) 
 
 

Change of Consent Conditions 
Applicant and Location Type 

103410/1 – C Kay – Foxton Land Use Consent (change of consent conditions) 
104326/1 – Hinewai Dairies Ltd – 
Otorohanga 

Discharge Permit (change of consent conditions relating to a 
dairyshed) 

104601/1 – Kingsmill Farm Ltd - 
Bulls 

Discharge Permit (change of consent conditions relating to a 
dairyshed) 

101037/1 – PR McKay – Kiwitea Discharge Permit (change of consent conditions relating to a 
dairyshed) 
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Limited Notified Consents Granted in February 2010 
 

Land Use Consents 
Applicant and Location Type 

104900 and 105227 – Ruapehu 
District Council – Kakahi 

Land Use Consents (to construct a V-drain, regrade the stopbank 
drain and install erosion protection structures at Pukehou Road, 
Kakahi) 

 
 
Notified Consents Granted in February 2010 
 

Wind Farm Consents 
Applicant and Location Type 

* 104950, 104951 and 104952 
(104949 withdrawn) – 
NZ Windfarms Ltd (Te Rere Hau 
Eastern Extension) – Palmerston 
North 

Discharge Permits and Land Use Consent (104950 - to discharge 
stormwater to land where it may enter water from various 
locations throughout the Te Rere Hau Eastern Extension Wind 
Farm site including the turbine sites, roads and access track and 
spoil discharge sites during construction and post construction.  
104951 – for the discharge of cleanfill to land associated with 
spoil disposal sites throughout the Te Rere Hau Eastern 
Extension Wind Farm site and 104952 – for constructing and 
installing culverts in, on or over water bodies within the general 
Te Rere Hau Eastern Extension Wind Farm site) 

* Joint Hearing Held 
 
 
* Notified Consents that went to a Joint Hearing and were decided in February 2010 
 

Applicant NZ Windfarms Ltd (Te Rere Hau Eastern Extension) 104950, 104951 
and 104952 (104949 withdrawn as consent no longer required) 

Commissioners Mr David McMahon (Chair), Cr Annette Main (for Horizons Regional 
Council) and Cr Warren Davidson (for Tararua District Council) 

Date of Hearing and Venue 6 – 14 October at the Travelodge; 28-29 October and 11 November 
2009 at the Palmerston North Convention Centre 

Location and Proposal Site 

For the construction, use and maintenance of an extension to its 
Te Rere Hau wind farm on the eastern side of the Tararua Ranges 
approving 56 additional wind turbines located across approximately 
300 hectares.  Each turbine tower is 29 metres in height and reaches 
a maximum height of 47 metres with the tower and blade combined.  
Access to the site will be off the Pahiatua Track via North Range 
Road, Palmerston North. 

Decision 
Granted 4 February 2010 for a term expiring on 4 February 2025 
(104950 and 104952) and 4 February 2045 (104951) subject to 
conditions 
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A Significant decision? 
          If Yes 

No 

Do recommendations meet 
Significance Policy and LGA 
requirements? 

 

 Item No:  8 
Date:  8/03/2010

Report No:  10-33
File No:  GRP 6 01

ANIMAL HEALTH BOARD - VECTOR MANAGEMENT  
AND TB FREE COMMITTEE REPORT 

PURPOSE 

1. The purpose of this item is to inform the Environment Committee of the Vector 
Management, Animal Health Board, and Tb Free Committee activity for the Region, for 
the period December 2009 – February 2010. 

FINANCIAL IMPACT 

2. The financial impact is as per the 2008-09 and 2009-10 budgets. 

RECOMMENDATION 

3. That the Committee recommends that Council: 
 
 a. receives the information contained in Report No. 10-33 and Annex. 
 
 
 
 
 
C Mitchell  
GROUP MANAGER ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT AND INFORMATION 
 
ANNEX 
 
A Vector Management, Animal Health Board, and Tb Free Committee Report - 

Period December 2009 – February 2010.  
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A Significant decision? 
          If Yes 

No 

Do recommendations meet 
Significance Policy and LGA 
requirements? 

 

Item No:  9  
Date:  8/03/2010  

Report No:  10-25  
File No:  EBM 1 01 

DELIVERY TARGETS FOR THE BIODIVERSITY PROGRAMME 

PURPOSE 

1. The purpose of this item is to present, for Council’s consideration, a revised approach to 
the delivery targets of the biodiversity programme. 

FINANCIAL IMPACT 

2. There is no financial impact. 

BACKGROUND 

3. Horizons Regional Council has embarked on an ambitious biodiversity programme which 
aims to bring the “Top 100” wetlands and the “Top 200” bush remnants under active 
management over ten years.  Considerable funding has been approved through the 
Long-term Community Council Plan consultation process, and the projects are in the fifth 
and third year respectively. 

 
4. Current “Top 100” wetland lists are derived from the Wetland Inventory and Prioritisation 

Project, while current “Top 200” bush remnants have been compiled from existing 
Protected Natural Area Programme (PNAP) Reports.  The PNAP was conducted by the 
Department of Conservation (DOC) in the 1980s onwards with a view to identifying the 
‘best of the best’ bush and wetland sites within each Ecological District.  The objective 
was to bring these best sites under the administration of DOC in an attempt to ensure 
that all habitat types, and thus all indigenous biodiversity, were protected.  This objective 
was not met, and there remains a strong bias for upland habitat within the Public 
Conservation Land. 

 
5. The PNAP project did give us a foundation to work from, especially in the absence of 

alternative information.  The PNAP objective, although complementary, does however, 
contrast with Horizons’ objective to halt the decline of all indigenous biodiversity across 
the Region.  Further, most of the ‘best sites’ remain unprotected and have undergone 
decline over the intervening decades.  Now that we have a greater understanding of the 
state and distribution of remaining indigenous biodiversity, we suggest that it is time to 
expand out from our starting point. 

 
6. In recent years, our knowledge and understanding of our indigenous biodiversity has 

increased considerably.  This has occurred through the development, and consequent 
application, of new tools (eg. national spatial databases and predictive models), and 
through in-field data collection.  The science projects around regional indigenous 
biodiversity have been on-going and regularly reported on to Council. 

 
7. During the recent biodiversity workshop and field trip (held on 5 February 2010), the 

forest fragment prioritisation project was presented.  This presentation highlighted that 
we have more high priority sites deserving of protection than we have the resources to 
manage.  The number of ecologically high priority sites exceeds our delivery targets.  
Therefore, a process (essentially an additional layer of filtering) that enables identification 
of which high priority sites should be considered for protection works first, was also 
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presented.  An added advantage of this approach is that it allows us to move away from 
site rankings. 

 
8. All the high priority sites are deserving of protection works.  When ranked, many sites 

tend to cluster.  This similarity in site scores reflects a similarity of current site condition 
and classification.  Most of the Region’s remaining lowland indigenous vegetation is 
threatened habitat.  Further, many bush remnants have a shared story in terms of 
historical events, contemporary pressures, and surrounding land-use.  Although we can 
feel confident that all high priority sites have been identified in a robust and defendable 
manner, there is little meaningful difference between a site ranked 38th and a site ranked 
142nd (for example). 

 
9. Ranking often does not inform us to any great degree, but does often limit the 

implementation of the programme.  During the workshop and field trip there was further 
discussion over the limitations of concrete lists of ranked sites, both in terms of accuracy 
of the lists and in regards to the logistics of implementing a static list.  The ability to build 
flexibility into the programme is considered crucial to success, both in terms of outcomes 
(indigenous biodiversity protection), and in terms of efficiencies (expedient expenditure). 

 
10. Examples of why a dynamic approach would be preferable to the static list include: 

allowance for lead-in periods when initially establishing a relationship with landowners, 
‘dud’ sites can be excluded, and it accommodates on-farm activities and individual 
landowners’ short- and long-term plans.  Deserving high priority sites that we may not be 
aware of currently can be incorporated over the course of the programme, and other 
factors additional to ecological considerations (such as economic, social and political) 
can be incorporated into the decision-making process. 

COMMENT 

11. Progress against targets would continue to be reported via the Environment Committee 
with relative ease.  Information on each high priority site would be provided as it is 
brought into the programme, and running tallies of numbers of sites under active 
management would reflect progress towards the ten-year targets. 

 
12. Wording in the appropriate documents (eg. the Long-term Council Community Plan and, 

if adopted, the One Plan) will need to be updated to reflect this shift in approach. 

RECOMMENDATIONS 

13. That the Committee recommends that Council: 
 
 a. receives Report No. 10-25; 
 

b. agrees to change the terrestrial biodiversity programme’s delivery targets to read: 
 

• “100 of the high priority wetland sites”; and 
• “200 of the high priority bush remnant sites”;  
 

c. agrees that any future programmes (eg. stream restoration) follow a similar 
concept. 
 
 
 

 
Fleur Maseyk 
SENIOR SCIENTIST - ECOLOGY 

Alistair Beveridge 
ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGER – BIODIVERSITY 
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