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1. Background 

Environmental grant expenditure (Egrant) has been consistently applied to 
one-off works since the Regional Council was established in 1989. In early 
years the Egrant was directed only to projects for soil conservation and 
erosion control, it was then widened to include biodiversity and water quality. 
In the last two years the overall Egrant funding has been split again so that 
within the Land Section the primary target for expenditure is once again soil 
conservation and erosion control. 
 
Any split of funding will always have some degree of subjectivity as it is not 
unusual for an individual project to have multiple benefits and in some cases it 
could be legitimately recorded as land, water or biodiversity.  For example a 
riparian retirement where there is existing native vegetation and stream bank 
erosion fits all three classes, or a patch of native bush on a steep hillside with 
a stream at the bottom also fits all three classes. 

2. Introduction 

The last major report presented to Council was in 2006 and it summarized 
Egrant expenditure across all work classes from 2000 to 2005. 
 
This report covers expenditure on Egrant within the Regional Land and 
Whanganui Catchment Strategy budget areas for the 2010-11 financial year. 

3. Financial Report 

Bi monthly reporting to Council regularly updates the number of approvals and 
overall grant expenditure.  

3.1 Regional Land (see Appendix 1) 

• 51 approved projects 

• $72,935.95 approved grant expenditure 

• 46 projects completed 

• $65,665.63 actual grant expenditure 

• Largest  individual grant payment $10,500.44 for coastal forest 
establishment 

• 49 projects were approved at 30% grant 

• 1 project was approved at 50% grant (Mangaroa Priority catchment), grant 
$3604.65 

• 1 project was listed at 100%, but in reality HRC paid the full claim for part 
of the planting, Manawatu District Council paid for planting and 
Department of Conservation paid for planting, a 33% grant of $3000 for 
dune stabilisation at Tangimoana. 
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3.2 Whanganui Catchment Strategy (see Appendix 2) 

• 20 approved projects 

• $41,342.00 approved grant expenditure 

• 17 projects completed 

• $26,250.00 actual grant expenditure 

• Largest individual grant payment $6,007.50 for pole planting 

• Grant rates ranged from 30% to 80%, in reality HRC grant is 30% and any 
grant above that is Whanganui River Enhancement Trust share (invoiced 
August 2011) 

4. Physical Works 

The claims completed by the landowner and Horizons staff record the type 
and quantity of work carried out. Under the Regional Land recording of the 
work we record work location but not extent (i.e. we have no spatial map to 
show the area protected by the Egrant works). We do have this information for 
Whanganui Catchment Strategy works for the last two years. It is our intention 
to record all works by type, location and extent in the future. 
 

4.1 Regional Land 

Work Type Number of 
projects 

Number of 
trees planted

Metres of 
fence 

Area protected 
(estimated) 

Space planting 36 4450 400 201.5 
Afforestation *1 4 37750 4945 38.4 
Retirement 1 300  0.6 
Riparian 3 0 1080 Not measured 
Sand 1 650  1.0 
Blanking –sand *2 1 - - - 
Gully planting 2 275 1150 2.0 

Total 48 43,425 7,575 243.5 
Table 1  Regional Land Egrant work types – works completed 
NOTE:   number of projects exceeds approved projects as more than one work type is included in one 
approval 
*1 – includes one sand country afforestation 
*2- Tangimoana blanking using existing established plants 
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4.2 Whanganui Catchment Strategy 

Work Type 
Number 

of 
projects 

Number of 
trees planted

Metres of 
fence 

Area protected 
ha (mapped) 

Space planting 12 2965  182.5 
Riparian planting 3 1300  89.6 
Afforestation 2 7900  6.5 
Managed retirement 1   1.9 
Retirement 2  570 7.8 
Willow removal *1 1   1.7 

Total 21 12,165 570 290.0 
Table 2  WCS  Egrant work types – works completed 
NOTE:  Number of projects exceeds approved projects as more than one work type is included in one 
approval 
*1 – involved in riparian retirement 

5. Overall performance 

Both Regional Land and WCS e grant funds under performed against target 
with respect to the number of projects completed. There were a number of 
factors that contributed to this and no one over riding cause.  Among the 
factors were; 

• A shortage of poplar and willow poles to allocate to landowners in winter 
2010 

• Poor spring conditions and low lamb numbers resulted in landowners 
cutting back on expenditure. This was compounded with a dry early 
summer leading to landowners to “fear the worst” regarding income for the 
year 

• A shortage of staff resources in the Ruapehu area meant landowners 
were not contacted as often, as a result some jobs lapsed 

• No opportunity to approve applications late in the year as funds were 
reallocated to the Tararua fencing campaign 

Despite underperforming against number of projects there was still a keen 
uptake, some had to be carried over until 2011-12 and there is a consistent 
demand for advice and assistance. 
 
Space planting is the main work type, by volume and by cost, this trend is 
increasing as the other more intensive work types are tending to be picked up 
within the Sustainable Land Use Initiative. The bulk of the work will have been 
carried out on LUC Class 6e land units.  
 
Treated area within the Whanganui Catchment Strategy exceeded targets with 
290 ha being treated against a target of 250ha. 
 
Overall an estimated 533.5 ha of land was treated (mostly by space planting) 
at a cost of: 
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Environmental Grant (Egrant) - Land4  2010-11 Report
 

 
 Total cost $ Grant Cost $ Landowner Cost $ 

Regional land 201,964.38 66,478.63 135,485.75 
WCS 50,389.02 26,250.21 24,138.81 

Total 252353.40 92,728.84 159,624.56 
Table 3  Total Environmental Grant Costs 2010-11 
 
The WCS grant cost does not include any recovery of grant from Whanganui 
River Enhancement Trust.  
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Appendix 3 – Environmental Grant Works Report 2006 

ENVIRONMENTAL GRANT WORKS 

BACKGROUND 

Horizons Regional Council has been providing environmental grants to assist 
landowners to achieve more sustainable land use since Council’s inception in 1989. 
 
Recording of the grant expenditure and summarising the data from claims made has 
been patchy.  There is no single site for all the physical claim information. 
 
During summer 2005 a student was employed to bring together a backlog of physical 
environmental grant information into a centralised database. 

INTRODUCTION 

Since 1989 the environmental grant fund has grown and changed many times.  There 
has been no centralised database and no clearly defined criteria for recording jobs for a 
number of years.  (In the early and mid 1990s the environmental grant expenditure was 
monitored and reported on annually by the Land Monitoring Officer.  This position and 
reporting process ceased with a Council restructuring). 
 
In recent years the environmental grant has widened from strictly soil conservation 
projects to now include biodiversity and water quality.  Staff have also taken on board 
the need to prioritise expenditure and, more recently, have had to turn down 
applications because of full commitment of the funds available.   

CENTRALISED DATABASE 

Deciding to bring together grant claims in a centralised database sounded an easy 
task.  Unfortunately there were a number of problems, which have taken a deal of effort 
to overcome.  These have included: 

• Lack of consistency in recording by staff.   

• Missing data (especially quantities of work and grid references for work locations). 

• Lack of clarity as to the primary purpose of the work (e.g. a bush retirement may 
have been carried out primarily to achieve erosion control). 

• Changing criteria (new work types have been introduced). 

• Changing of staff (no local knowledge to call on to check claim details). 

• Mistakes in recording grid references and inability of the system to always convert 
grid references to eastings and northings for the GIS database. 

 
In taking into account these issues a number of decisions had to be made: 
Data entry protocols with a primary definition for works split to Land, Water, 
Biodiversity. 

• Single names for each work type, e.g. poplar pole planting had been called open 
planting, pole planting, space planting, etc.  The agreed convention for this work 
type is Land – Space. 
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• Primary role of work, e.g. a streambank retirement could be called water riparian or 
land protection. 

• A cut-off for recording.  Data before 1999 was recorded differently using different 
forms and was therefore much more difficult for a student to interpret.  This meant 
there was too much need for interpretation with the old claim forms.  In all 
instances incomplete or unclear forms were returned to the area of origin for 
completion.  Where staff had changed it was sometimes difficult for new staff to 
interpret the forms. 

RESULTS 

Six years worth of results are now available in individual annual spreadsheets and a 
single centralised spreadsheet.  These results relate to years ending 30-06-00 to 30-
06-05 and there are over 1,550 individual environmental grant records. 
 
Projects are reported here to reflect Council’s current natural resources splits of Land, 
Water, Biodiversity. 
 
Projects are individually located with a map reference and these are available on a GIS 
database with maps having been produced for Land, Water and Biodiversity projects 
over the recording period.   
 
The following information splits these projects according to their main category.  It also 
includes an estimate of the dollars spent on these projects (at their current value).     
 
Note:  A number of assumptions have been made in allocating a cost to the projects, 
and so these should be considered as an indicative investment only. 
 
LAND  

 • 1,114 projects. 
• Land projects are further split. 

Protection • Afforestation and changing land use on severely eroding VIe-VIIe 
land. 

• May include structures to control gully erosion. 
• Projects record number of trees planted, hectares retired and metres 

of fencing. 
• Projects can include a combination of the above factors. 
• 1,817,404 trees planted. 
• 2,342 ha of land retired (land use change). 
• 87,640 metres of fencing erected. 
• At 2005 cost a total investment of approximately $2.0 million. 

Sand • Protection and retirement of eroding dune lands. 
• May include a variety of tree/shrub/grass species. 
• May include fertiliser on infertile sand. 
• Will often include retirement fencing. 
• 122,330 seedlings planted. 
• 203 ha retired. 
• 9,492 metres of fence erected. 
• At 2005 cost a total investment of approximately $250,000. 
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Space • Planting of poplar and willow poles on class VIe and VIIe (only better 

VIIe classes) in a manner, which allows the farmer to retain stock 
grazing.  Includes gully and streambank stabilisation. 

• May include fences for temporary cattle removal and 
dewatering/drainage to assist with land stability. 

• 168,921 trees/poles planted. 
• 3,323 ha protected. 
• 20,550 metres of fence erected. 
• At 2005 cost a total investment of approximately $2.1 million. 
• Note: with space planted poles a survival rate of 90% would equate to 

an estimated 2990 ha protected. 
Wind • Establishment of windbreaks to protect arable soils from wind erosion.  

This includes fencing and tree planting. 
• 1,200 metres of fence erected. 
• At 2005 cost a total investment of approximately $20,000. 

Other • Other work includes slump reworking, nursery establishment. 
• Another 50,900 trees have been planted. 

WATER  

 • 175 projects. 
• This involves retirement and planting of riparian areas to improve 

water quality, prevent erosion and enhance biodiversity.  Often these 
projects will have a variety of benefits. 

• This work may or may not include planting and may or may not include 
fencing, ie a site may be fenced and left to regenerate or left as a 
grass strip, or a site may already be fenced but need planting to meet 
the site objectives. 

• 101,863 trees planted. 
• 175 ha retired (note area retired is seldom recorded). 
• 153,908 metres of fence erected. 
• At 2005 cost a total investment of approximately $1.1 million. 

BIODIVERSITY  

 • 258 projects. 
• This is work that will primarily involve improvement to the natural 

biodiversity of a site. 
• Projects include bush and water, ie wetlands. 
• Projects may include fencing, planting, earthworks (for wetlands). 
• Projects record number of trees planted, hectares retired and metres 

of fencing.   
• 147,652 shrubs/trees planted. 
• 3,132 ha retired. 
• 167,588 metres of fencing erected. 
• At 2005 cost a total investment of approximately 1.8 million. 

Other projects • There have been a number of other projects, often involving 
community grants. These include Trees for Survival and education 
projects. 

 
The 1,500 plus projects have seen an investment in excess of  $7.25 million of 
ratepayer (grant) and local share money over the six recorded years. 
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TRENDS 

The raw data shows there have been some significant changes to the types of work 
carried out.   
• There has been a decline in the number of land projects as a proportion of total 

projects (78% to 64%), see graph. 
• There has been a corresponding increase in both water and biodiversity projects 

(17% and 19% of total projects in 04-05). 
• The decline in land projects has been mostly due to less land protection 

(afforestation) being undertaken.  This is shown in both the number of projects and 
area of work done since the end of the 2001-02 year. 
2001-02 = 50 projects covering 223 ha. 
2004-05 = 14 projects covering 47 ha. 

• It needs to be noted that space planting is still the most popular single project type, 
but is lower cost per project. Other projects are taking up a larger proportion of the 
total grant budget.   

•  

 
 

LOCATION OF WORKS 

The maps produced from the GIS database show a reasonably consistent spread of 
works throughout the region. Having staff based in five locations has assisted with this 
spread. In the last 2-3 years staff have begun prioritising work due to budget 
constraints and a desire to target certain areas. When the land and water maps in 
particular are matched to areas of greatest erosion and poorest water quality it is 
apparent that staff have consistently been working in these areas. This should be 
reassuring to Council and ratepayers that environmental grant funding has been used 
appropriately by staff. 
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MONITORING AND AUDIT 

There has been little on-going monitoring on the long term effectiveness of the works 
carried out. Tree planting for erosion control will usually take five to eight years before it 
is fully effective. 
 
It is proposed to annually monitor  a percentage of the works. Each year staff will revisit 
works carried out in prior years. Staff will assess the work done, how successful it has 
been and whether it is achieving the desired environmental results. 
There is an added benefit in this follow up as it will allow us to revisit clients and 
perhaps develop new work programmes. 
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A Significant decision? 
          If Yes 

No  Item No:  7 
Date:  9/11/2011 

Report No:  11-194 
File No:  OMS 16 05 

Do recommendations meet 
Significance Policy and LGA 
requirements? 

    

 

REGULATORY MANAGEMENT ACTIVITY REPORTS 

PURPOSE 

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

a. Environmental Protection Team Report – 1 September to 31 October 2011. 
b. Resource Consent Activities for September and October 2011. 

FINANCIAL IMPACT 

2. There is no financial impact. 

COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT 

3. This is a public item and therefore Council may deem this sufficient to inform the public. 

RECOMMENDATION 

4. That the Committee recommends that Council: 
 
 a. receives the information contained in the Annexes to Report No. 11-194. 
 
 
 
 
 
CA Grant 
ACTING GROUP MANAGER REGIONAL PLANNING & REGULATORY 
 
 
ANNEXES 
 
A Environmental Protection Team Report – 1 September to 31 October 2011 
B Resource Consent Activities for September and October 2011 
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ANNEX A TO ITEM 7 
Report No:  11-194 

 
 

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION TEAM REPORT 

PURPOSE  

1. This item provides a report of the Environmental Protection Team’s activities for the 
period 1 September to 31 October 2011.  

BACKGROUND 

2. The Environmental Protection Team’s (the Team) activities include; compliance 
monitoring of resource consents, responding to environmental complaints and incidents, 
formally investigating breaches of the Resource Management Act (RMA), managing the 
water allocation project, providing RMA advice, and manning the Pollution Hotline during 
working hours. 

 
3. The Team has continued to work with farmers who advise us of problems encountered 

on their farm prior to an inspection. Staff record and refer the consent holder or manager 
to assistance if required. 

HIGHLIGHTS 

 Rena Oil Spill 

4. Two staff from the Environmental Protection Team; Rebecca Fergus and Jessica Hughes 
were deployed to Tauranga to work with Maritime NZ in clean-up operations along the 
Bay of Plenty coastline. Although this incident is still ongoing, it did provide both Rebecca 
and Jessica, as trained maritime staff, the opportunity to put some of their skills to use 
and also to view how mitigation of a large scale maritime incident is undertaken.     

Industry / Territorial Authority 

5. A new annual audit reporting system has commenced and has been utilised in assessing 
Genesis Energy Tongariro Power Scheme (TPS). This is a first for the Environmental 
Protection Team and we will be looking at expanding this to other major Industrial / 
Territorial Authority (TA) sites. Genesis Energy has thirty-two active resource consents 
for the TPS and the report includes an overall compliance rating for each of the resource 
consents. The audit report is a compilation of site inspections, report assessments and 
community meeting outcomes. 

Dairy 

6. The dairy monitoring programme commenced in early September and to date 265 farms 
have been visited, with 87% of dairy farms being graded compliant. Of these 87%, 3% 
were graded as excellent. Farmers are also using the inspections as an opportunity to 
discuss any issues they might be having, and to discuss future ideas with our team. This 
year the dairy team is identifying to farmers whether or not they are “at risk” of non-
complying.  Staff are also offering advice where necessary when concerns are raised. 
Statistics for non-complying farms were; 2% minor or technical non-compliance and 11% 
significant non-compliance.  
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Earthworks 

7. The earthworks programme is progressing well with monitoring of large earthworks sites 
ongoing to identify “at risk” areas and providing advice. Erosion and sediment control 
plans are currently being reviewed for current earthworks being undertaken and also 
resource consent applications for proposed windfarm activities. 

ACTIVITY SUMMARY 

Compliance Monitoring 

8. During the reporting period, the Team had 697 compliance monitoring interactions with 
611 interactions being either physical inspections or time spent assessing data or reports 
provided by the consent holder. This has been a very busy period for the team with a 
number of industry and TA reports being completed, and the dairy programme 
commencing.  

 
9. A breakdown of activity areas: 
 

Ø Inspections / data monitoring 
• District Council 12% 
• Industry 30% 
• Rural 58% 
 

10. Compliance monitoring activities by consent type are given in Figure One. 
 

 
 
 
11. Thirty five non-compliances were detected over the reporting period.  This equates to a 

5.7% non-compliance rate, which is an increase from the 2.3% from the previous period 
(1 July - 30 August 2011).  A breakdown of non-compliances by consent holder is given 
in Figure Two and broken down further in Table 2. Figure 2 also displays the number of 
non-compliances detected against individual resource consents in the three broad areas. 

Figure One: Compliance monitoring actions 
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Environmental Incidents 

12. A total of 88 incidents were reported during the reporting period: 40 in September and 48 
in October.  The numbers were average for September and well above average for 
October. Staff have noticed an increase in the amount of time that is required to resolve 
many of the incidents. 

 
13. A summary of environmental incidents is presented in Figure Three below.   
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

SIGNIFICANT INCIDENTS  

Air 

Figure Two: Detected Non-Compliance 
by Customer Type 

Rural Activities
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8% 
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Figure Three: Environmental Incidents by 
Resource Type Affected 
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14. Odour complaints featured highly over the reporting period, with twenty-five being 
reported out of the total of forty air complaints. This is an area that staff have noticed the 
greatest increase, with 50% being rural based. 

 
15. Complaints about smoke featured again this period, with a number of the complaints 

regarding urban fires. Historically the majority of urban complaints originated from the 
Horowhenua District. HRC has contracted Mains Security as a first response for smoke 
complaints. At this early stage this arrangement appears to be working well and we will 
continue to monitor service levels into the future.   

Land 

16. A number of complaints regarding rubbish dumping were reported over the September / 
October period.  

Water 

17. Complaints received about dead stock, rubbish and liquids discharged into waterways.  
Identification of offenders is a problem and enforcement action is taken where possible.  

Coast 

18. Complaints received were about dead stock and rubbish seen in the coastal areas.  
Identification of offenders is a problem and enforcement action is taken where possible.  

 
19. A comparison of environmental incidents is presented in Figure Four below.  The blue 

line shows the average number of incidents reported by month over the last thirteen 
years 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
20. The total number of incidents reported per year is presented in Figure Five below.   

 

Figure Four: Yearly Comparison of Incidents 
Investigated by Month 
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RESPONSE TIME 

21. 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 1 below 
shows the response rate for incidents over the reporting period. 

 
22. In some cases the response was not within the required time period.  This is generally 

due to prior work commitments by staff involved in ongoing investigations for potential 
enforcement action, or the requirements of the monitoring programme.  Every effort is 
made to meet the response time.  

 
23. Over the past four weeks staff have noticed an increase in calls to the pollution hotline 

primarily regarding odours. 
 

Table 1.  Response rate for incidents over the reporting period 
 

Significance Number of 
incidents 

Response within 
required time 

Response rate 

Urgent 33 26 79% 
Non-urgent 55 37 67% 
Overall 88 63 72% 

 

RESPONSE TO COMPLAINANTS 

24. For the reporting period statistics show that staff reported back to 89.7% (90%) of 
complainants; which is at the required 90% threshold. Some incidents are still ongoing 
and complainants have not yet been informed about the completed outcome. If 
investigations are ongoing complainants are given updates.  

 

ENFORCEMENT ACTIONS 

25. Ten infringement notices were served for breaches of Regional Rules or resource 
consent conditions.  Details of these Infringement Notices are provided in Table 3.  

Figure Five: Number of Incidents by Year 
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26. Five 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 4.  Where an abatement notice is issued to a company, copies are also sent to the 
company directors.  

 
27. HRC applied to the Environment Court for an Interim Enforcement Order (IEO) against 

Mr Les Fugle. Mr Fugle had repeatedly non-complied with the resource consent for 
earthworks activity relating a sub-division development. The IEO was granted by Judge 
Dwyer requiring Mr Fugle to undertaken erosion and sediment control action as required 
by his resource consent due to the significant adverse environmental effects occurring 
from this site.  

 
28. Hopkins Farming Group Limited and Tim Hopkins pleaded guilty to the unauthorised 

discharge of farm dairy effluent to land causing significant ponding. The matter of 
excessive rainfall was brought up by the defendants. Judge Dwyer stated that a system 
capable of complying should have been in place. Judge Dwyer laid down a fine of 
$48,000 apportioned equally between the two parties. Judge Dwyer also expressed his 
ongoing concerns with the level of non-compliance leading to prosecutions, with effluent 
systems that are unable to comply. 

 
29. Two cases have been authorised to commence prosecution and charges have been laid 

in the District Court.  There is one other case being investigated, but this will not be ready 
for authorisation until November/December. These cases cannot be named or discussed 
at this stage.   

 
30. In 2009 HRC successfully prosecuted Ferryview Farms Limited (FVFL) for the 

unauthorised discharge of farm dairy effluent. FVFL were part of the larger Crafer Group. 
Due to the many layers in the company structure HRC were only able to prosecute FVFL 
and the farm manger, not the company directors. FVFL have now gone into liquidation 
and HRC are unable to pursue this matter against the company further. Over the past 
four years it has been HRC’s policy where it is able; to lay charges against the company 
as well as directors and individuals, to ensure there is some personal liability.   

PROGRAMME COMMENTS 

31. As stated previously, staff are still continuing to notice a significant shift in the consent 
holders’ awareness of dairy consent requirements. There continues to be significant 
investment in infrastructure to improve compliance. This continued change is very 
pleasing to see given our recent and continued work around incentivising complying and 
excellent farmers and the continued position of the “polluter pays principle”.   

WASTEWATER TREATMENT PLANT UPDATE 

32. Councillors requested information on current status of Territorial Authority (TA) 
wastewater treatment plants. This information is detailed in Table 6. 

INFORMATION TABLES 

33. The criteria used by staff when determining non-compliances are again presented as 
Table 7, 8, 9 and 10. It should also be noted that some examples of non-compliances 
and significant non-compliances have been presented in the HRC annual plan for the 
past three years. 
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SUMMARY 

34. This reporting period (September/October) has been very busy for the Environmental 
Protection Team with two programmes recommencing and a number of monitoring 
reports being completed. The number of incidents has increased earlier than is usually 
expected.  

 
 
 
 
A F Russell     C A Grant 
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION ACTING GROUP MANAGER REGIONAL  
MANAGER  PLANNING AND REGULATORY 
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TABLE 2: REPORT OF NON-COMPLIANCES: SEPTEMBER - OCTOBER 2011 
 
At the request of Councillors the table for non-compliances has been divided into non-
compliance and significant non-compliance. The non-compliances have been broken 
down further into technical / administrative non-compliances. The significant non-
compliances have been further divided into no identifiable environmental effects and 
actual/potential environmental effects. 
 
Technical / Administrative non-compliance 
 
Consent holder Activity Location 
GE&PM Spring 
102746  

Discharge to Land MANGATAINOKA VALLEY ROAD, 
EKETAHUNA 

13/9/11 Routine 
 
Increase in heard size previously advised but consent holder unsure of process 
Non-compliance issue (no fee) 
Application documents discussed 
Given one month to complete and return new consent application  
 
Non-compliance 
 
Consent holder Activity Location 
BJ Treder & Estate of GRJ Treder 
102782  

Discharge to Land RIDGE ROAD SOUTH, PAHIATUA 

15/9/11 Routine 
 
Evidence of minor effluent overflow from undersized sump 
Non-compliance issued 
Follow-up inspections to be arranged 
 
UBNZ Assets Holdings Ltd 
104667  

Discharge to Land 838 NAPIER ROAD, WHAKARONGA 

6/9/11 Routine 
 
Minor ponding up of effluent prior to sump and on race 
Non-compliance issued 
Advised to contact Rural Advisor 
 
Essex Trustees Ltd Avery Trustees 
Ltd & P J Avery T/A Avery P/Ship 
105679 

Discharge to Land DOUGHERTY ROAD, PAHIATUA 

13/9/11 Routine 
 
Minor ponding around sump 
Non-compliance issued 
Advice given and advised to empty ponds when able to ensure there is storage that can be used. 
 
Brindimere Farm Ltd 
101343  

Discharge to Land GREATFORD ROAD, BULLS 

19/9/11 Routine 
 
Stockpiling sand trap solids – previously advised 
Non compliance issued 
 
GREIG FARM Greig Farming Ltd 
100981 

Discharge to Land PLATFORM ROAD, HIMATANGI 

13/10/11 Routine 
 
Stockpiling sand trap solids on unsealed surface – previously advised 
Non compliance issued 
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Significant non-compliance (no environmental effect) 
 
Consent holder Activity Location 
Hopkins Farming Group Ltd (Te 
Marama Farm)  
104638 

Discharge to Land KIMBOLTON ROAD, KIWITEA 

8/9/11 Routine 
 
Pond not installed as required by consent condition 
 
Significant non-compliance issues (no fee) 
Is currently working with rural advice on this matter 
Advised new consent or variation is required  
 
Hopkins Farming Group Ltd 
104665  

Discharge to Land CLARK ROAD, KIMBOLTON 

8/9/11 Routine 
   
Pond not installed as required by consent condition 
Significant non-compliance issues (no fee) 
Is currently working with rural advice on this matter 
Advised new consent or variation is required 
 
Komano Farming Co Ltd  
100533  

Discharge to Land BARROWS ROAD, CHELTENHAM 

5/9/11 Routine 
 
Unconsented feed pad - now used for feeding maize silage and not palm kernel (time on feedpad) 
 
Significant non-compliance (no fee) 
Advised feedpad not to use until included in current consent  
 
DR&LD Last 
102820 

Discharge to Land CORNER OF LAST AND LITTLE ROADS, 
KUMEROA, WOODVILLE 

18/10/11 Routine 
 
Unconsented feedpad – previously advised 
 
Significant non-compliance issues (no fee).  
Advised variation is required  
Supplied with general information - as well as Farm Dump Flyer and variation form to consent feedpad 
 
JWH Maxwell 
100821 

Discharge to Land  SANTOFT ROAD, BULLS 

20/9/11 Routine 
 
Stationery irrigator exceeded nutrient loading consent condition 
 
Significant non-compliance issues (no fee) 
Is currently working with rural advice to improve irrigation  
Supplied with general information (Top Tips Flyer, 0508 Sticker and Storing Effluent Flyer) 
 
RJ&MH McVitty 
101129  

Discharge to Land 230 OMANUKA ROAD, OROUA DOWNS 

14/10/11 Routine  
 
Continued exceedence in herd size, previously advised 
 
Significant non-compliance 
Advised to either reduce stock to consented limit or apply for variation 
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Significant non-compliance (actual or potential environmental effects) 
 

Consent holder Activity Location 
RP Hocken  
103103  

Discharge to Land 186 COLYTON ROAD, FEILDING 

9/9/11 Routine 
 
Overflow from ponds reported to Horizons on 22 August 2011. Significant ponding still evident beneath pond area. 
Significant non-compliance (no fee) 
Advised: 
• Remove ponding 
• Farm at risk from further non-compliance 
• Contact rural advice 
• Ponds are very full and attention required immediately 
Follow-up inspection complied - marginal   
 
JS&PJ Wheeler 
104923  

Discharge to Land SOLDIERS ROAD, MANGAHAO, PAHIATUA 

30/9/11 Routine 
 
Effluent discharged to land through an open pipe. Not picked up at previous inspection. 
Significant non-compliance (no fee) 
Advised to: 
• Contact rural advisor and have compliant system by 14 October 2011.  
• That failure to contact advisor and upgrade system will result in further non-compliance and associated fee 
Follow-up to be arranged 
 
T&T Wheeler 
104875  

Discharge to Land 501 PAHIATUA MANGAHAO ROAD, 
PAHIATUA 

30/9/11 Routine 
Effluent discharged to land through an open pipe. Not picked up at previous inspection. 
Significant non-compliance (no fee) 
Advised to: 
• Contact rural advisor and have compliant system by 14 October 2011.  
• That failure to contact advisor and upgrade system will result in further non-compliance and associated fee 
Follow-up to be arranged 
 
DB Cheetham 
104780 

Discharge to Land 1062 MAKINO ROAD, FEILDING 

5/09/2011 Routine 
Effluent solids stockpiled on unsealed surface (two sides of pond) and irrigation depth not measured 
 
Significant non-compliance given  
Abatement notice issued 
Advice given to remove and spread effluent solids  
 
AG Ridd 
101793  

Discharge to Land ASHHURST-BUNNYTHORPE ROAD 

6/9/11 Routine 
Effluent solids from feedpad stockpiled on unsealed surface leading to significant ponding 
 
Significant non-compliance given  
Advice given to remove and spread effluent solids 
Follow-up inspection – complied 
 
A T Wanganui Ltd 
102965  

Discharge to Land WESTBOURNE INDUSTRIAL ESTATE, MILL 
ROAD VIA MOSSTON ROAD, WANGANUI 

12/9/11 Routine 
Surface and groundwater samples not taken annually, and report not submitted reflecting the outcome of the sampling 
as required by consent conditions 
 
Significant non-compliance given 
Advised to take samples and supply report  immediately  
 
Silver Fern Farms Ltd 
104315  

Discharge to Land MOUTUITI ROAD, FOXTON 

8/9/11 Routine 
Nitrogen loadings exceeded consent conditions 
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Consent holder Activity Location 
 
Significant non-compliance (will be invoiced as per industry / TA process) 
Infringement notice issued 
Stand down timeframes provided when areas with excessive nitrogen loadings can again be utilised  
 
JS&DA Carrington 
103918 

Discharge to Land 5 MANGAROA ROAD, ATEA, EKETAHUNA 

12/9/11 Routine 
Effluent ponding in irrigation paddock, saturated soils and irrigation siphoning, silage leachate discharging into waterway 
Effluent in stormwater divert soakage area (exceeded ponding threshold) 
 
Significant non-compliance 
Advice given: 
• Stop irrigator siphoning to avoid ponding, currently no storage option to defer irrigation, need to follow directions of 

referral form 
• Stormwater divert soakage area needs to be cleaned out with effluent removed 
• Silage leachate needs to be contained to stop run off to waterway 
Follow up inspection complied – marginal 
 
RG&KE Blackwell 
103927  

Discharge to Land TUTAEKARA ROAD, PAHIATUA 

15/9/11 Routine 
Underpass effluent discharging to ground soakage, previously advised to upgrade system  
 
Significant non-compliance 
Advised to contact rural advisor  
Follow-up to be arranged 
 
WS&LA Welch 
105870  

Discharge to Land 128 WARREN ROAD, R D 2, MARTON 

19/9/11 Routine 
Effluent pond overflow, ponding of effluent and potential for effluent to contaminate downstream water ponds (exceeded 
ponding threshold) 
Significant non-compliance 
Advise given 
Follow-up to be arranged 
 
Kalbra Ltd 
104663 (now in receivership) 

Discharge to Land JEFFERSONS LINE, MARTON 

19/9/11 Routine 
 Effluent overflow from sump flowing uncontrolled down to effluent pond (Both solids and liquids).  
 Feedpad effluent solids stockpiled on unsealed surface previously advised 
 
Significant non-compliance 
Advise given to contact rural advisor 
Follow-up to be arranged 
 
A Major 
4702 

Discharge to Land TURAKINA BEACH ROAD, TURAKINA 

20/9/11  Routine 
Effluent ponding from irrigator discharge and runoff leading to further effluent ponding (exceeded ponding threshold) 
 
Significant non-compliance 
Advise given to contact rural advisor 
Follow-up to be arranged 
 
McDonnell Farming Co (Ohau) Ltd 
100648 

Discharge to Land NO 2 FARM - KUKU BEACH ROAD, OHAU 

10/10/11 Routine 
Effluent ponding on irrigation run caused by irrigator speed on slowest setting and positioned in a paddock with obvious 
surface water(exceeded ponding threshold)  
 
Significant non-compliance 
Advise given to contact rural advisor 
Follow-up to be arranged 
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Consent holder Activity Location 
Sexton Land Co 
103765  

Discharge to Land HIMATANGI BEACH ROAD, FOXTON 

11/10/11 Routine 
Significant ponding of effluent in excess of 100m2 (exceeded ponding threshold) 
Irrigating in areas of obvious surface water, no effluent storage available  
 
Significant non-compliance 
Infringement notice issued 
Advise given to contact rural advisor 
Follow-up to be arranged 
 
CD & AJ Conlan 
102298  

Discharge to Land 277 PUKE PUKE ROAD, R D 11, FOXTON 
4891 

13/10/11 Routine 
Effluent ponding in paddock then running of to small drain (exceeded ponding threshold) 
 
Significant non-compliance 
Advise given to contact rural advisor 
Follow-up to be arranged 
 
DJ Bengston 
104982  

Discharge to Land NIREAHA HUKANUI ROAD, EKETAHUNA 

12/9/11 Routine 
Effluent solids stored on unsealed surface 
 
Significant non-compliance 
Advised to spread to land 
Follow-up inspection complied – marginal 
 
Glenbervie Farms Ltd 
104592  

Discharge to Land 1884 MANGAONE VALLEY ROAD, R D 4, 
EKETAHUNA 

16/9/11 Routine 
Effluent from sump overflow pipe to drain and effluent from underpass sump overflow pipe discharging to drain. 
 
Significant non-compliance 
Advised to remove solids from drain and cap pipes 
Follow-up inspection complied – marginal 
 
PG Daly 
103142  

Discharge to Land 193 CAMP ROAD, LINTON 

6/10/11 Routine 
Effluent from race discharging to land and subsequent ponding on soil surface (exceeded ponding threshold) 
 
Significant non-compliance 
Advise given to contact rural advisor 
Follow-up to be arranged 
 
CW&CP Pedersen 
105472  

Discharge to Land 124 HIMATANGI BEACH ROAD, FOXTON 

26/9/11 Complaint 
Effluent irrigator too close to residential property boundary 
 
Significant non-compliance 
Advice given 
Follow-up inspection  complied 
 
GE Drysdale 
4128 

Discharge to Land 115 NIREAHA HUKANUI ROAD, NIREAHA, 
EKETAHUNA 

12/9/11 Routine 
Sump overflowed through pipe to watercourse 
 
Significant non-compliance 
Advised to cap pipe 
Follow-up inspection complied – marginal 
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Consent holder Activity Location 
PG Daly Ltd 
104342  

Discharge to Land 157 WELLINGTON ROAD, 157 MAKIRIKIRI 
ROAD, AND 69 STANTIALLS ROAD, MARTON 

19/9/11 Routine 
Feedpad effluent solids bunker overflowed leading to ponding (exceeded ponding threshold) 
 
Significant non-compliance 
Advise given to contact rural advisor 
Follow-up inspection complied – marginal 
 
WJ Davis 
104348  

Discharge to Land 362 FLORIDA ROAD, OHAU 

11/10/11 Routine 
Ponding of effluent on soil surface (exceeded ponding threshold) 
 
Significant non-compliance 
Advise given to contact rural advisor 
Follow-up inspection complied – marginal 
 
JA Tocker 
101768  

Discharge to Land DAMPNEYS ROAD, LONGBURN 

23/9/11 Routine 
Effluent discharging from pipes along yard and stormwater diversion 
Effluent discharging from sump overflow pipe 
 
Significant non-compliance 
Advise given to contact rural advisor 
Follow-up to be arranged 
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TABLE 3: INFRINGEMENT NOTICES ISSUED: SEPTEMBER - OCTOBER 2011 
 
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 

523 
Parera Farms Limited 
06/09/2011 

15(1)(b) Non-compliance 
Unauthorised discharge contaminants to land 
where it entered water  

Kellow Road, Manawatu   
524 
Robin Trembath 
06/09/2011 

15(1)(b) Non-compliance 
Unauthorised discharge contaminants to land 
where it entered water 

Kellow Road, Manawatu 
525  
Rangitikei Waste Limited 
08/09/2011 

 Incident 
Unauthorised discharge contaminants to land 
where it may enter water 

Kensington Road, Marton, Rangitikei   
526 
John Carrington 
16/09/2011 

15(1)(b) Non-compliance 
Unauthorised discharge contaminants to land 
where it may enter water 

Mangaroa Road, Eketahuna, Tararua 
527 
Kalbra Limited 
7/10/2011 

15(1)(b) Non-compliance 
Unauthorised discharge contaminants to land 
where it may enter water 

Jeffersons Line, Marton, Rangitikei 
528 
Nigel John Hopkins 
13/10/2011 

15(1)(b) Non-compliance 
Unauthorised discharge contaminants to land 
where it may enter water 

Kuku Beach Road, Ohau, Levin, Horowhenua 
529 
Dirty Rotten Scoundrels Limited 
19/10/2011 

15(2A) Incident 
Unauthorised discharge contaminants to air 

BP Road, Taumarunui, Ruapehu 
530 
Sexton Land Company Ltd 
13/10/2011 

15(1)(b) Non-compliance 
Unauthorised discharge contaminants to land 
where it may enter water 

Himitangi Beach Rd, Foxton, Horowhenua 
531 
NDH Murray 
28/10/2011 

15(1)(b) Non-compliance 
Unauthorised discharge contaminants to land 
where it may enter water 

Papiatonga Lake Road, Horowhenua 
532  
Jeremy Tucker 
28/10/2011 

15(1)(b) Non-compliance 
Unauthorised discharge contaminants to land 
where it entered water 

Dampney Road, Longburn 
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TABLE 4: ABATEMENT NOTICES ISSUED: SEPTEMBER - OCTOBER 2011 
 
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.  
 
At the request of Councillors copies of abatement notices issued to Territorial Authorities 
will be sent to the relevant District / City Councillors   
 
Consent Holder/Responsible Party Activity Location 
703 
Trevor Timmins  

Non-compliance Riddiford Road, Longburn 

Cease ponding of effluent and sump overflow 
 
720 
Rangitikei Waste Ltd 

Incident Kensington Road, Marton 

Cease discharge of septic tank vacuum truck wash water to land where it may enter water 
Copies sent to Stephen Paul Biggs 
721 
Palmerston North City Council 

Non-compliance  Palmerston North 

Cease the discharge of treated wastewater from Palmerston North Sewage Treatment Plant that has a significant 
effect on aquatic life in the Manawatu River  
Copies sent to PNCC Phil Walker 
722 
Kevin John Murphy 

Incident MP Road, Taumarunui 

Cease discharge of solid waste to land 
 
723  
Dirty Rotten Scoundrels Limited 

Incident MP Road, Taumarunui 

Cease discharge of solid waste to land  
Copies sent to Kevin John Murphy 
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TABLE 5: INCIDENT RESPONSIBLE PARTIES: SEPTEMBER - OCTOBER 2011 
 
This table is presented at the request of Councillors to display those parties that 
undertook activities in breach of Regional Rules and subsequently the Resource 
Management Act 1991.  
 
Date Activity Responsible Party Details Outcome 
14/08/11 Effluent Odour Ratana Dairylands Ltd Effluent odour from 

irrigator 
Unable to confirm 
Advice given 

16/09/2011   Smoke Mitchpine Products Ltd Smoke from significant 
fire 

Ongoing assessment 

29/09/2011   Smoke David Wilton Burning tyres Formal warning 
 

4/10/2011   Odour Palmerston North City 
Council 

Odour from wastewater 
treatment plant 

Unable to confirm 

7/10/2011   Odour Ovation New Zealand Ltd 
(Feilding) 

Odour from offal bins Formal warning 

10/10/2011   Odour Fonterra - Longburn Site 
(Hawera) 

Effluent odour from 
irrigator 

Advice given 

12/10/2011   Smoke Dirty Rotten Scoundrels Ltd Burning tyres AN and IN to be issued 
20/10/2011   Odour Rendco Rendering odour AN and IN to be issued 
26/10/2011   Odour Ratana Dairylands Ltd Effluent odour from 

irrigator 
Unable to confirm 
Refer Rural Advice 

26/10/2011   Spray drift G&DL Sue Spray drifting over 
neighbour’s property 

Unable to confirm 
Advice given 

26/10/2011   Dust NZ Railways Corp (PN Dust coming off railway 
yard. 

Advice given 

27/10/2011   Dust Fruehauf NZ Ltd Dust from sandblasting 
booth 

Advice given 

9/09/2011   Earthworks DG Cleland Diversion of 
watercourse 

Follow up inspection to 
be undertaken 

4/10/2011   Rubbish dumping CD Lilburn Rubbish dumped 
beside waterway 

Advice given 

7/09/2011   Stock grazing BP Johnston Stock grazing on banks 
of stream and causing 
damage to banks  

Advice given 

15/09/2011   Spillage Hookers Pacific 
(Wanganui) 

Bourbon cans 
discharged to roadside 
drain after truck crash 

Cleaned up by site staff 

5/10/2011   Sewage Wanganui District Council 
(Wanganui) 

Minor sewage 
discharge to 
Whanganui River at end 
of Russell St.  

Pumps blocked and 
alarms failed. WDC 
rectified matter urgently. 

20/10/2011   Oil discharge Manawatu District Council 
(Feilding) 

Digger accident in 
Pohangina River at 
Totara Reserve on 
Pohangina  

Staff working urgently to 
rectify issue 
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TABLE 6: TERRITORIAL AUTHORITY RESOURCE CONSENT COMPLIANCE STATUS - 
SUMMARY TABLE AS AT 31 OCTOBER 2011 
 
This table is presented at the request of Councillors to display the current status of 
wastewater treatment plant compliance for Territorial Authorities  
 
Ruapehu District Council 
 
Site Consent Numbers  Status Notes 
Taumarunui  
 

913243/1 913242 913244 
Expired 1/03/03 

Comply 
Inspected 8/09/11 
 

Waiting on Iwi approval, advised this must 
be completed prior to 31/12/11 or a hearing 
date will be set 

Ohakune 
 

101699 101701  
101702  
Expires 17/11/15 

Comply 
Inspected 9/09/11 
 

Discharge still batch released at the time of 
the site visit. RDC now modified the 
discharge so treated effluent is now 
approaching a continuous discharge.  

National Park 
 

4925 
Expired 12/07/05 
 

Comply 
Inspected 9/09/2011 

Waiting on Iwi approval, advised this must 
be completed prior to 31/12/11 or a hearing 
date will be set 
RDC were advised next consent is to 
gather additional information to enable 
HRC to make an informed decision on the 
level of treatment is required 

Pipiriki 
 

102269 
Expires 26/8/12 

Comply 
Inspected 9/09/11  
 

Discharge still batch released at the time of 
the site visit. RDC now modified the 
discharge so treated effluent is now 
approaching a continuous discharge.  

Raetihi 
 

102379  
Expires 17/11/15 

Comply 
Inspected  9/09/11 
 

RDC undertaking work on wastewater 
network 

Rangataua 
 

4926  
Expired 20/12/05 
 

Compliance TBA 
Inspected 9/09/11 

Report not completed 

Ruatiti 
 

7126 
Expires 19/05/27 
 

Complied 
Inspected 1/03/10 
 

Discharge to land 

 
 
Horowhenua District Council 
 
 
 

Consent Numbers  Status Notes 

Levin 6624 6920 
Expired 5/06/2008 
 

Non complied 
Inspected 30/03/11 

Some odour issues associated with 
receiving material from Alliance. Need to 
address moisture content. 

Levin 103285, 6921, 6610  
Levin Pot 
All expire 2018 

Non-complied 
Inspected 30/03/11 

Issued as detailed above 
 

Shannon PAC32551 
Expired 1/07/01 
103889, 103888 
Under Appeal 

Complied 
Inspected 12/07/11 

Not a good system, but discharging on 
existing use rights, very old consent. 

Foxton 103925 
Expires  1/12/14 

Compliance TBA 
Inspected 17/10/11 

Report not completed 

Foxton Beach 102249 
Expires 11/03/28 

Compliance TBA 
Inspected 17/10/11 

Report not completed 

Waiterere 102220 
Expired 27/06/07 

Complied 
Inspected 9/08/11 

No major concerns, HDC establishing 
monitoring bores 

Tokomaru 
 

101227 101228 
Expires 24/01/2017 

Complied 
Inspected 17/05/10 

No major concerns 
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Rangitikei District Council 
 
 Consent Numbers  Status Notes 

Taihape 101724  
Expired 27/04/11 
 

Non Complied 
Inspected 3/05/11 
 

A number of non-compliances. Major 
upgrades have just occurred, should start 
seeing effects soon 

Mangaweka 101726 
Expire 19/03/24 

Complied 
Inspected 14/12/09 

New system with minimal discharge. 
Inspection to be undertaken 

Marton 7312, 7313 
Expires 31/03/19 

Non Complied 
Inspected 5/03/11 
 

Issues with ammonia, faecal coliforms and 
CBOD5. Receiving environment has limited 
ability to dilute effluent. RDC are upgrading 
several of their plants. 

Bulls 6406 
Expired 7/10/06 

Non Complied 
Inspected 3/05/11 
 

Suspended solids and enterococci 
breaches.  RDC are upgrading several of 
their plants. 

Ratana 
 

7400 
Expires 31/07/18 

Non Complied 
Inspected 4/08/11 
 

Ammonia levels and DRP levels elevated. 
RDC to look into potential options to 
address these issues and report to HRC 
with findings by 23/12/11. 

Hunterville 7079 
Expired 30/04/07 

Non Complied 
Inspected 10/08/11 
 

Upgrade in process of completion at time of 
inspection.   
 

Koitiata No current consent  
 

 Working with RDC on this matter 

 
 
Manawatu District Council 
 
 Consent Numbers  Status Notes 
Feilding 101840 

Expired 1/06/09  
Complied 
Inspected 26/07/11 
 

Replacement application progressing 

Rongotea 
 

102242 102245 
Expires 11/11/17 

Non Complied 
Inspected 17/01/11 

Minor non-compliance with odour due to 
dosing, issue been rectified 
 

Sanson 
 

101839 101838 
Expires 18/06/17 

Complied 
Inspected 17/01/11 

Not discharging to waterway at time of site 
visit, all going to land 
 

Halcombe 
 

101255 101836 
Expires 28/06/16 

Complied 
Inspected 20/12/10 

Discharges to land and water 
 

Kimbolton 103418 
Expires 1/09/19 

Non complied 
Inspected 17/01/11 

Down stream water quality; ssuspended 
solids, E coli, ammonia and DRP 

Awahuri 
 

103710 
Expires 27/07/26 

Non complied 
Inspected 16/08/10 

Failure to provide flow results and some 
data absent   

Himatangi 
Beach 
 

103856 
Expired 7/11/11 

Complied 
Inspected 2/8/10 

Discharge to land small system 

Longburn 
 

101732 
Expired 31/05/09 

Non Complied 
Inspected 2/10/08 

Piping to PNCC WWTP not currently 
progressing. Inspection to be undertaken 
 

Cheltenham 
 

103260 
Expires 17/07/16 

Non complied 
Inspected 17/01/11 

Failure to provide results 
 

 
 
Wanganui District Council 
 
 Consent Numbers  Status Notes 
Wanganui 
 

101706 
Expires 30/06/26 

Complied 
Inspected 4/08/11 

Working well 

Marybank 
 

6735 
Expires 27/09/21 

Complied 
Inspected 10/02/10 

Small discharge 
Working well 

Mowhanau 
 

100749 
Expires 1/12/21 

Complied 
Inspected 10/02/10 

Working well 
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Tararua District Council 
 
 Consent Numbers  Status Notes 
Dannevirke 100979 100980 

Expires 09/12//27  
Review 1/09/2012 

Non Complied 
Inspected 28/01/11            

A number of issues with treatment and 
reporting. Lining of treatment ponds to be 
undertaken.  

Woodville 
 

104310 101429 
Expires 17/04/10  

Non Complied 
Inspected 28/01/11  

A number of issues with treatment, 
sampling and reporting.  

Pahiatua 
 

4369 
Expired 30/06/05 

Complied 
Inspected 28/01/11                                                                                                    

 

Eketahuna 
 

4371 
Expired 04/10/05 

Complied 
Inspected 28/01/11                                                                                                           

 

Pongaroa 
 

100373 102885 
 

Complied 
Inspected 28/01/11                                                                                                                    

Pump station in place now so only have 
one discharge point. Simple treatment 
system  

Norsewood 
 

102313 
Expires 30/06/14 

Complied 
Inspected 28/01/11                                                                                                                    

 

Ormondville 
 

104163 104164 
 

Complied 
Inspected 28/01/11                                                                               

No major concerns 
 

 
 
Palmerston North City Council 
 
 Consent Numbers  Status Notes 
Palmerston 
North 

101829 101831 101831 
101832 101833 
Expires 16/05/28 

Non Complied 
Inspected 6/06/11                                  

Assessment of benthic monitoring report 
showed discharge having significant effect 
on aquatic life 

Ashhurst 101984  
Expires 06/08/13 

Complied 
Inspected 25/02/10            

Simple system 
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TABLE 7: JUDGEMENT IN NON-COMPLIANCE GRADINGS (DAIRY) 
 
This table is to provide information when the grading of significant non-compliance is 
given to dairy farmers but the associated non-compliances fees to recover staff time are 
not given.  
    

NON-COMPLIANCE REASON   UPDATE 

Unconsented feed pad 
(no fee) 

  Long time in existence 

All feedpads in existence 
will have been picked up 
over this 2010-2011 
dairy season 

and 
Not picked up by previous inspections or 
Plans 

or 
Currently working towards consenting 
activity 

and Is working well  

and Has no environmental impact 

Ponding 
(no fee) 

  
Has rung Horizons advising about issue 
and actions taken to remedy situation 

Stickers have been 
given out to all dairy 
farmers advising to ring 
Horizons with any issues 
e.g. mechanical 

or 
Advised Officer immediately once on site 
and in process of remedying 

and Working with Rural Advice Team  

Increase in herd size  
(see notes below) 
(no fee) 

  
Not picked up at previous inspection but 
on record   

or 
Working with Consents Team / Rural 
Advice Team   

and 

Current effluent system is operating 
effectively with increase in effluent 
volumes   

N Loading - stationary 
irrigator 
(no fee) 

  Not picked up at previous inspection   

and  
 

Given timeframe to comply on a case by 
case basis   

Storage of solids 
(no fee)   

Current practice not picked by Consents 
Team when renewing resource consent   

and  Has permeability condition   

Breach of consent 
conditions 
(no fee)  

  Compassionate reasons   

and  Advised Horizons   

  
Case by case assessment through 
Environmental Protection Manager   

    
Increase in cow numbers and therefore breached consented volumes.   

a. If discharge is to water - then any increase over 20 cows (pond design & treatment) 
requires variation 

b. For herds under 300 cows - any increase over 10% requires a variation 

c. For herds over 300 but under 600 - any increase over 50 cows requires a variation 

d. For herds over 600 cows - any increase over 15% requires a variation 
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TABLE 8: NON-COMPLIANCE GRADINGS (DAIRY) 
 
This table is to provide information when the grading of non-compliance is given to dairy 
farmers within the Horizons Region 
 
TECHNICAL/ADMINISTRATIVE 
NON-COMPLIANCE DETAILS 

Failure to take samples  All farmers were sent copies of resource consent in 2008-2009 

    Last season all farmers were given a further copy of consent 
on-site 

Increase in herd size   All farmers were advised last season if herd increase was 
acceptable by criteria below 

    Where required farmers were left or were sent consent forms 

  a. If discharge is to water - then any increase over 20 cows (pond 
design & treatment) requires variation 

  b. For herds under 300 cows - any increase over 10% requires a 
variation 

  c. For herds over 300 but under 600 - any increase over 50 cows 
requires a variation 

  d. 
For herds over 600 cows - any increase over 15% requires a 
variation 
 

NON-COMPLIANCe DETAILS 

N Loading   Previous advice given by staff regarding effluent irrigator 
performance 

  and not change in irrigator performance 
 

 or upgrade of effluent irrigator 
 

NB:  A non-compliance is a one off events but of a minor nature, but if on-going would be significant 
 
 
TABLE 9: JUDGEMENT IN COMPLIANCE GRADINGS (DAIRY) 
 
This table is to provide information when the grading of compliant - marginal is given to 
dairy farmers.  
 
COMPLY 
MARGINAL DETAILS REASON OUTCOME 

Full pond Minimal free board Compliance staff could wait around 
till overflowed 

Advice given on required 
actions  / refer rural advice 

Sump  full Pouring with rain Staff could wait around till overflow 
then issue SNC  fee  Refer farm advisor 

Solids Not stored on sealed 
surface 

Limited environmental impact seen at 
time of inspection 

Advise to spread within 
specified timeframe 

  Large pile not spread due 
to time of year 

Limited environmental impact seen at 
time of inspection 

Agreed timeframe and follow-up 
phonecall 

Irrigator Working but inadequate 
would lead to ponding Farm staff told to stop it and fix Minimum follow-up phonecall, if 

possible visit 
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TABLE 10: SIGNIFICANT NON-COMPLIANCE GRADINGS (DAIRY) 
 
This table is to provide information when the grading of significant non-compliance is 
given to dairy farmers within the Horizons Region. This grading system is in line with the 
National Grading standard for Regional Councils.  
 
SIGNIFICANT  
NON-COMPLIANCE Examples 

Unauthorised discharges that 
have entered water Overflowing ponds or sumps into surface water 

(Ground or surface water) Overland flow /runoff into surface water 

  Irrigating over surface water 

  Race/feedpad/standoff pad runoff into surface water 

  
  
  
  
  
  
  

Discharges in breach of consent or plan rule conditions, and where adverse 
effects are visible/measurable/likely: e.g. 
* S107 considerations e.g. change in   
   colour or clarity after mixing 
* Exceeding ammonia limits 

* Exceeding NTU/SS limits 

* Exceeding BOD limits 

* Exceeding faecal limits 
* Exceeding ground water nitrogen   
   concentration limits  

Unauthorised Discharges that 
may enter water  Significant surface ponding 

(Ground or surface water) 
 Irrigating when soil conditions are too wet  

  Discharge without using an irrigator (e.g. pipe end discharge) 

  Sludge dumping 

  Discharges in breach of consent or plan rule conditions, and where adverse 
effects are visible and/or measurable and/or likely: eg 

  * Exceeding nutrient application rates 

  * Exceeding effluent application depths/rates 

Breach of abatement notice Any breach of an abatement notice 

Objectionable effects of odour Serious adverse effects of odour have occurred 

System shortcomings  
(where required by a rule in a 
plan or a resource consent) 

Serious lack of contingency storage or backup plan. 
e.g. For  EBoP, having less than 2 weeks storage is considered   
 serious non compliance,  having more than 2 weeks but less   
 than 2 months storage is considered minor non compliance.  
 Lack of standby equipment 

Continued failure to take 
samples Technical non-compliance given previously 

Continued failure to update 
consent conditions 

Significant non-compliance (no fee) given previously e.g. feed pads and herd 
size. Consent documentation still not submitted by consent holder 
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Interesting Fact 
September & October received 
comparison: 

11-12 year 10-11 year 09-10 year 
110 81 81 

September & October granted consents 
comparison: 

11-12 year 10-11 year 09-10 year 
120 68 61 

 

ANNEX B TO ITEM 7 
Report No:  11-194 

RESOURCE CONSENT ACTIVITIES FOR SEPTEMBER AND OCTOBER 2011 

1. We have had another busy two months in the 
consents team.  As at 28 October 2011 we had 
110 applications being received and 133 
applications being processed through to 
a decision (either by way of 
granting, declining or withdrawal).  It 
seems that the rugby world cup has not 
stemmed the flow of applications coming 
through the door and people have 
continued to seek to use natural 
resources. 
 

2. The main focus of the team during this time 
has been to stay on top of timeframes, and to 
ensure that the high number of applications are 
managed accordingly.  I am pleased to report that all timeframes during this period have 
been meet. 
 

3. As always the team has continued to progress matters on the TA/STP and industry 
applications, a summary of which is provided later in this item.  A number of updated 
applications have been provided, allowing the notification, submission and hearing 
process to kick into gear early next year. 
 

4. The Wanganui District Council wastewater / stormwater separation consent was 
completed which essentially finalises the last stage of this work. 
 

5. The continuation of the two large wind farms in the Tararua District has also been a 
focus.  Work is progressing on these with the first hearing set down for the end of 
November 2011. 

MINISTRY FOR THE ENVIRONMENT (MfE) BIANNUAL SURVEY 

6. The results of the MfE 2010-2011 biannual survey of local authorises have been 
released.  For Horizons’ the results showed that 98% of applications were processed 
within statutory timeframes.  This is above the national average of 95% and well up from 
our 2007-2008 result of 74%.  This is an outstanding achievement for the team and 
Council and reflects the hard work and effort that has gone into refining procedures, 
strengthening best practices and increased focus on customer expectations. 

NOTIFIED APPLICATIONS IN SEPTEMBER AND OCTOBER 2011 

7. One consent application was limited notified during the reported period with 18 consent 
applications (or three groups of consents) being publicly notified.  These included the 
revised applications for Shannon Sewage Treatment Plant and Waiouru Sewage 
Treatment Plant, and also included the Puketoi Wind Farm proposal lodged by Mighty 
River Power. 

PRE-HEARINGS AND HEARINGS HELD IN SEPTEMBER AND OCTOBER 2011 

8. No pre-hearings or hearings were held in September and October 2011.   

210



OBJECTION ON COSTS 

9. No cost objections have been received. 

APPEALS 

10. The table below outlines the consents currently under appeal. 
 

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

With Environment Court 

Open Country Dairy Ltd  
Consent 104721 

The decision on the application was released on 5 
September 2011 (refer appendix four below).  The 
decision was subsequently appealed by Open Country 
Dairy Ltd on 26 September 2011.  The next step is to 
wait for instructions from the court as whether the appeal 
can be mediated out or whether it should go straight to 
an environment court hearing. 

 
 
 
 
 
Phillip Hindrup 
ACTING CONSENTS MANAGER 
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APPENDIX ONE 

SEPTEMBER AND OCTOBER 2011 – OVERVIEW OF CONSENTS LODGED AND 
RESOLVED 

Graph 1 reflects the number of consents lodged and resolved between September and October 
2011.   
 

 
Graph 1.  Lodged and resolved consents in September and October 2011 

Graph 2 provides a comparison of the number of consents lodged in September and October 
each year from 2007 to 2011. 

 

Graph 2.  A comparison of the consents lodged in September and October for the years 2007-11 
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Graph 3 provides a comparison of the number of consents resolved in September and October 
each year from 2007 to 2011. 

 

Graph 3.  A comparison of the consents resolved in September and October for the years 2007-
11 

Graph 4 provides a summary of the type of consents that were granted in September 2011. 

 

Graph 4.  A summary of the type of consents granted in September 2011 
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Graph 5 provides a summary of the type of consents that were granted in October 2011. 

 

Graph 5.  A summary of the type of consents granted in October 2011 
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APPENDIX FOUR 

NON-NOTIFIED CONSENTS GRANTED IN SEPTEMBER AND OCTOBER 2011 
 
Non-Notified Consents Granted in September 2011 
 

Discharge Permits 
Applicant and Location Type 

105968 – Paranui Properties 
Limited – Levin 

Discharge Permit (to discharge 42 cubic metres per day of dairy 
farm animal effluent into and onto land from 800 cows at 
948 State Highway 1, R D 12, Levin) 

105853 – Transpower NZ Ltd – 
Wanganui 

Discharge Permit (to discharge stormwater from the Brunswick 
Substation into and onto land at 449 Brunswick Road Wanganui) 

106006 – NZ Defence Force – 
Bulls 

Discharge Permit (for a one off discharge of 2,415 cubic metres 
of pond treated dairy effluent and solids to land at Pukenui Farm, 
Bulls) 

105944 – Burnell Holdings 
Limited – Levin 

Discharge Permit (to discharge 72 cubic metres per day of dairy 
farm animal effluent to land from 500 cows at 372 Arapaepae 
Road, Levin) 

105933 – Hamish Judd – 
Dannevirke 

Discharge Permit (to discharge 72 cubic metres per day of dairy 
farm animal effluent into and onto land from 350 cows at 
317 Armstrong Road, Dannevirke) 

105943 – Auroam Rima Ltd – 
Woodville 

Discharge Permit (to discharge 72 cubic metres per day of dairy 
farm animal effluent into and onto land from 850 cows at 
Broomfield Road, R D 3, Woodville) 

105671 – Affco NZ Ltd – Feilding 
Discharge Permit (to discharge up to 16 cubic metres per day of 
secondary treated domestic wastewater to land at Campbell 
Road, Feilding) 

105935 – Hyde Park Farms Ltd – 
Bulls 

Discharge Permit (to discharge 126 cubic metres per day of 
dairyshed and feedpad effluent into and onto land at Beamish 
Road, Bulls) 

105901 – Piriaka Farms Limited - 
Taumarunui 

Discharge Permit (to discharge up to 85 cubic metres per day of 
dairy farm animal effluent into and onto land from 1,050 cows at 
405 Makokomiko Road, Taumarunui) 

105883 – Hopelands Dairies Ltd 
– Woodville 

Discharge Permit (to discharge up to 140 cubic metres per day of 
dairy farm animal effluent into and onto land from 900 cows at 
10 Powdrell Road, R D 2, Woodville) 

 
 

Water Permits 
Applicant and Location Type 

105939 – Otairi Station Limited – 
Turakina 

Water Permit (to take 5,620 cubic metres per day of water from 
well number 301035 for the purpose of providing water for 
irrigation and stock water on a sheep and beef farm, Turakina 
Beach Road, Turakina) 

105947 – AG Wightman – 
Ohakune 

Water Permit (to take 1,750 cubic metres per day of water from 
the Taonui Stream at Mangawhero River Road, Ohakune for 
irrigation of 35 hectares of pasture)  

105967 – Trustees of Taurewa 5 
West Trust – Taumarunui  

Water Permit (to take 55 cubic metres per day of water from the 
Whakapapa River for the purpose of stock water and domestic 
purposes at 989 Hohotaka Road, Taumarunui)  
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105363 – McErlean Trust Land 
Holding Entity – Oroua Downs 

Water Permit (to take 62 cubic metres per day of water from well 
number 332061 for the purpose of dairyshed washdown, 
stockwater and general farm use at 258 Lake Road, R D 11, 
Oroua Downs)  

105855 – Waikawa Ltd – Feilding 
Water Permit (to take 4,000 cubic metres per day of water from 
Well Number 325361 for the purpose of providing water for use 
at industrial processing plants at 101 Kawakawa Road, Feilding) 

105931 – Ngaputahi Station Ltd 
– Pohangina 

Water Permit (to take 1,752 cubic metres per day of water from 
spring fed dams, being tributaries of the Pohangina River, for the 
purpose of pastoral irrigation at Pohangina Valley Road, 
Pohangina) 

105934 – Waitatapia Station Ltd 
– Bulls 

Water Permit (to take 2,592 cubic metres per day of water from 
well number 312033 for the purpose of irrigation of crops and 
pasture at Brandon Hall Road, Bulls) 

105969 – Manawatu District 
Council – Waituna West 

Water Permit (to take 1,400 cubic metres per day of water from 
well number 306009 for the purpose of supplying the Waituna 
West Rural Water Supply Scheme) 

 
 

Land Use Consents 
Applicant and Location Type 

105971 and 105981 – PNCC – 
Palmerston North 

Land Use Consents (to construct a bridge over the Back Track 
Stream and to undertake land disturbance within 5 metres of the 
Back Track Stream at Back Track, Scotts Road, Palmerston 
North) 

105886 and 106011 – Gill Hall – 
Dannevirke 

Land Use Consents (to construct and install a 12.1 m long bridge 
in, on and over the Raparapawai Stream and for the associated 
land disturbance at 115 Ross Road, Dannevirke) 

105907 – Horowhenua District 
Council – Gladstone Road 

Land Use Consent (to construct a retaining wall within 5 m of the 
bed of the Makahika Stream at Gladstone Road, Horowhenua) 

105910 – 105927 – Department 
of Conservation – Pureroa State 
Forest 

Land Use Consents (to construct 16 culverts known as C1, C2, 
C3, C4, C5, C6, C7, C8, C9, C10, C11, C12, C13, C14, C15 and 
C16 and two bridges known as 26 Glulam Bridge and 43 Glulam 
Bridge within the Pureroa State Forest in, on and over a number 
surface water bodies and for the associated discharge of 
sediment) 

105859 and 105860 – Wanganui 
District Council  

Land Use Consents (to construct a rip rap and timber tie back 
retaining wall and to undertake land disturbance within 5 metres 
of the bed of the Whangaehu River between Mangamahu Road 
and the Whangaehu River, approximately 1,000 metres south of 
the intersection with Heao Road) 

 
 

Land Use Consents – Dairy Conversions 
Applicant and Location Type 

105726 – IJ Oliver – Feilding Land Use Consent (to use land for a new dairy farming operation 
at 45 Westella Road, Feilding as a result of a dairy conversion) 
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Aerial Spraying Consents 
Applicant and Location Type 

106010 – J and JM Lee – Akitio  Land Use Consent (for vegetation clearance by aerial spraying) 
106041 – Waipuna Estates Ltd – 
Eketahuna Land Use Consent (for vegetation clearance by aerial spraying) 

106042 – George and Sue Morris 
– Taumarunui  Land Use Consent (for vegetation clearance by aerial spraying) 

 
 

Change of Consent Conditions 
Applicant and Location Type 

103683/1 – JC and IJ 
McManaway as Partners of JC 
and IJ McManaway Partnership – 
Marton 

Water Permit (change of consent conditions) 

102456/2 – Porewa Holdings Ltd 
– Marton Water Permit (change of consent conditions) 

103462/1 – Trustees of MS and 
GS Hogg Family Trust – 
Pahiatua 

Water Permit (change of consent conditions) 

101210/2 – SJ and SK Charmley 
as Trustees of SK and SM 
Charmley Family Trust – 
Dannevirke  

Discharge Permit (change of consent conditions) 

104915/1 – CJ and AN Boyden – 
Woodville  Discharge Permit (change of consent conditions) 

101941/1 – Paul Murphy – 
Marton Water Permit (change of consent conditions) 

100924/1 – HE and GM 
McConachy – Marton Water Permit (change of consent conditions) 

101645/1 – N Cunningham – 
Woodville Discharge Permit (change of consent conditions) 

104901/1 – R Nydegger and 
E Liniger – Marton/Hunterville Discharge Permit (change of consent conditions) 

101207/1 – Verwaayen Farms – 
Dannevirke Discharge Permit (change of consent conditions) 

105337/1 – RM & SK Anderson – 
Foxton Discharge Permit (change of consent conditions) 

102854/1 – JM and LCC 
Whitelock – Palmerston North Discharge Permit (change of consent conditions) 

104970/2, 105012/2, 105013/2 
and 105014/2 – Landcorp 
Farming Ltd - Shannon 

Water Permit (change of consent conditions) 

102828/1 – Rewa Valley Ltd – 
Hunterville Water Permit (change of consent conditions) 

7064/1 – Joyclass Farms Ltd – 
Millrick Line, Linton Discharge Permit (change of consent conditions) 
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Notified Consents Granted in September 2011 
 

Coastal Permit 
Applicant and Location Type 

105288 and 101706/2 – 
Wanganui District Council – 
South Beach, Wanganui 

Coastal Permit (to discharge diluted wastewater and stormwater 
to the Tasman Sea from the existing ocean outfall, South Beach, 
and to change the conditions of Coastal Permit 101706/1) 

 
 
Notified Consents that went to Joint Hearing and were Granted in September 2011 
 

Wind Farm 
Applicant and Location Type 

104553, 104554, 104555, 
104556, 104557, 104558, 
104559 & 104560 – Mighty River 
Power Ltd (Turitea Wind Farm) *  

Land Use Consents and Discharge Permits (for the construction 
operation and maintenance of 60 turbines each with a capacity of 
up to 3 mw being 33 in the north and 27 in the south relating to 
the Turitea Wind Farm) 

 
* Notified Consents that went to a Hearing and were granted in September 2011 
 

Applicant Mighty River Power Limited  

Call in Called in by the Minister for the Environment in December 2008 
following the appointment of the Board of Inquiry 

Commissioners 
Environment Judge Shonagh Kenderdine, Environment 
Commissioner David Bunting, Mr John Hudson, Mr Richard 
Heerdegen and Mr Chris Shenton 

Date of Hearing and Venue 
Hearing held at Palmerston North on 6-7, 27-31 July 2009, 6-7, 11-
14, 24-28, 31 August 2009, 1-4 September 2009, 12-14 October 
2009, 15-19, 22-24 and 29-30 March 2010 

Location and Proposal Site Turitea, Palmerston North 
Date Decision Made 6 September 2011 
Decision Granted consent for 60 turbines on 3 September 2011 for a term of 

35 years expiring on 6 September 2046 subject to conditions. 
 
 
Notified Consents that went to Hearing and were Declined in September 2011 
 

Coastal Permit 
Applicant and Location Type 

104721 – Open Country Dairy 
Ltd – Wanganui * 

Coastal Permit Declined 

 
* Notified Consents that went to a Hearing and were declined in September 2011 
 

Applicant Open Country Dairy Ltd (OCD) 

Commissioners Mrs Christine Foster (Chair), Mr Peter Callander (Independent) and 
Cr Murray Guy 

Date of Hearing and Venue 

Hearing held 1 September 2011 and 2 September 2010 at Wanganui 
Racecourse, Purnell Street, Wanganui.  Hearing adjourned at end of 
2 September 2010 awaiting cultural impact assessment. 
Hearing reconvened 10 August 2011 in the Council Chambers of 
Wanganui District Council, 101 Guyton Street, Wanganui.  Hearing 
formally closed 15 August 2011. 
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Location and Proposal Site Karoro Road, on the true right bank of the Whanganui River adjacent 
to the Affco Impay meat processing plant, Whanganui 

Date Decision Made 5 September 2011 
Decision Declined  
 

223



Non-Notified Consents Granted in October 2011 

Discharge Permits 
Applicant and Location Type 

105838 – Burnell Farms Ltd –
Horowhenua 

Discharge Permit (to discharge up to 120 cubic metres per day of 
dairy farm animal effluent into and onto land from 600 cows at 
the property on the Corner of Oturoa Road and State Highway 1, 
Horowhenua) 

105179 – D and S Nitschke – 
Marton 

Discharge Permit (to discharge 10 cubic metres per day of 
piggery effluent into and onto land at 298 Pukepapa Rd, Marton 

106009 – Wilkes and Sons 
Limited – Palmerston North 

Discharge Permit (to discharge 100 cubic metres per day of dairy 
farm animal effluent into and onto land from 350 cows at 
1572 State Highway 56, R D 7, Palmerston North) 

106022 – Geoffrey and Patricia 
Spring – Eketahuna 

Discharge Permit (to discharge 42 dairy farm animal effluent into 
and onto land from 300 cows at 323 Mangatainoka Valley Road, 
R D 2, Eketahuna) 

105846 – JT Mackie – Levin Discharge Permit (to discharge dairy farm animal effluent into 
and onto land at Waitarere-Hokio Road, Levin) 

  
 
 

Discharge Permits – Additional of Land Parcel 
Applicant and Location Type 

106020 – Tom Coppen – Feilding 
Discharge Permit (to discharge 13 cubic metres per day of 
dairyshed effluent onto and into land at 780 Oroua Valley Road, 
Apiti, Feilding) 

106016 – Riverbend Organics 
Ltd – Palmerston North 

Discharge Permit (to discharge 10 cubic metres per day of 
dairyshed effluent onto and into land at 1149 Fitzherbert Road 
East, Palmerston North) 

105982 – Trustees of Arran Trust 
– Feilding 

Discharge Permit (to discharge 22.5 cubic metres per day of 
dairyshed and feedpad effluent into and onto land at 309 Taonui 
Road, Feilding) 

105983 – Trustees of Arran Trust 
– Feilding 

Discharge Permit (to discharge 35 cubic metres per day of 
dairyshed and feedpad effluent and wash water into and onto 
land at Taonui Road, Feilding) 

106023 – NW and CA Johnston 
– Foxton 

Discharge Permit (to discharge dairyshed and yard effluent, race 
effluent, feedpad effluent, dairyshed and washdown water, yard 
and feedpad solids, stone trap sludge vat wash and 
contaminated stormwater from 650 milking cows onto and into 
land at Wylie Road and Palmer Road, Foxton) 

 
 

Water Permits 
Applicant and Location Type 

105972 – Greig Farming Limited 
– Himatangi 

Water Permit (to take 2,500 cubic metres per day of water from 
Well Number 343155 for the purpose of irrigation at Platform 
Road, Himatangi) 

105756 – Totara Dairy Farm 
Limited – Takapau 

Water Permit (to take 130 cubic metres per day of water from the 
Manawatu River for the purposes of domestic use and dairy 
farming purposes at 227 Whenuahou Road) 

106029 – R P Hocken – Feilding 
Water Permit (to take 2,735 cubic metres per day of water from 
the Oroua river for the purpose of irrigation at 143 Colyton Road, 
Feilding) 
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105988 – Paul Capes – 
Eketahuna 

Water Permit (to take 115 cubic metres per day of water from 
Well No. 366072 located at 239 Nireaha Road, for the purpose of 
water supply, stock drinking water and washdown purposes) 

105735 – Tahamata 
Incorporation – Levin 

Water Permit (to take 4,000 cubic metres per day of groundwater 
for irrigation and 98 cubic metres of groundwater per day for 
stockwater) 

106037 – Trustees of Lisheen 
Trust – Marton 

Water Permit (to take 100 cubic metres per day of groundwater 
from well number 314051 for the purpose of washdown, stock 
water and water supply purposes at 69 Stantialls Road, Marton) 

105986 – PA Laugesen – 
Wanganui 

Water Permit (to take 300 cubic metres per day of water from 
Well Number 209007 for the purpose of market garden irrigation 
and washdown at 15 Westmere Road, Wanganui) 

106050 – Taree Farm Limited – 
Pahiatua 

Water Permit (to take 63 cubic metres per day of water from Well 
Number 357013 and Well Number 357025 for the purpose of 
dairyshed washdown and stockwater at 431 Mangamaire Road, 
Pahiatua) 

 
 

Land Use Consents 
Applicant and Location Type 

105975 and 106034 – Ruapehu 
District Council – Taumarunui 

Land Use Consents (for bridge repair works to reinforce bridge 
BO10 Echolands No.1 over the Matahanea Stream and 
undertake land disturbance within 5 metres of the Matahanea 
Stream, Echolands Road, Taumaranui) 

105989, 105991, 105993, 
105995, 105997, 105999, 
106001 – Department of 
Conservation – Pureroa State 
Forest 

Land Use Consent (to construct seven bridges within the Pureroa 
State Forest over a number of surface water bodies) 

105839 & 106015 – Palmerston 
North City Council – Mangaone 
Stream 

Land Use Consent (to disturb land within 8 metres of the 
riverside toe of a stopbank associated with the construction of 
underpasses at 6 locations and the development of limestone 
pathways along the Mangaone Stream and to undertake 
associated land disturbance within 5 metres of the Stream at 
various locations along the Mangaone Stream) 

105866 and 105867 – 
Transpower Ltd – Feilding 

Land Use Consents (to construct and install a ford in the bed of 
the Mangaone West Stream and to undertake land disturbance 
within five (5) metres of the Mangaone West Stream on the 
property owned by H G Whittaker Properties Ltd, Te Rakehou 
Road, Feilding) 

106047 – Julian Dalefield – 
Palmerston North 

Land Use Consent (to drill a bore at 340 Gillespies Line, 
Palmerston North) 

 
 

Aerial Spraying Consents 
Applicant and Location Type 

106051 – Pritchard Enterprises 
Ltd – Tararua  Land Use Consent (for vegetation clearance by aerial spraying) 

106054 – Sid Soulsby – Raorikia Land Use Consent (for vegetation clearance by aerial spraying) 
106057 – Mt View Farms Ltd - 
Whangaehu Land Use Consent (for vegetation clearance by aerial spraying) 

106058 – Craig Lilburn – 
Whangaehu Land Use Consent (for vegetation clearance by cutting) 
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106059 – Ashley Cole – 
Whangaehu 

Land Use Consent (for vegetation clearance by cutting and 
burning) 

 
 

Change of Consent Conditions 
Applicant and Location Type 

104365/1 – KJ and AM Harris – 
Pahiatua Water Permit (change of consent conditions) 

104300/1 – AS Wilcox and Sons 
Ltd – Mangahuehu Stream Water Permit (change of consent conditions) 

104946/1 – Otaura Farm Ltd – 
Shannon Water Permit (change of consent conditions) 

100820/1 – NT Oldfield – Marton Discharge Permit (change of consent conditions) 
101280/3 – Genesis Power Ltd – 
Waiouru Discharge Permit (change of consent conditions) 

 
 
Limited Notified Consents Granted in October 2011 

Coastal Permits 
Applicant and Location Type 

104282 and 104283 – Affco New 
Zealand Limited – Wanganui 

Coastal Permits (to discharge stormwater to the Whanganui 
River, and occupation of the Coastal Marine area by four 
stormwater outlets at Whanganui River, 57 Balgownie Avenue, 
Wanganui) 

 
 
Notified Consents Granted in October 2011 

Water Permit 
Applicant and Location Type 

105479 – Model Dairy Company 
Limited – Wanganui 

Water Permit (to abstract 3,305 cubic metres per day of ground 
water from well 689001 for the purpose of pasture irrigation at 
496 Rapanui Road, Wanganui) 
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A Significant decision? 
          If Yes 

No  Item No: 8  
Date:  9/11/2011 

Report No:  11-193 
File No:  GRP 6 01 

Do recommendations meet 
Significance Policy and LGA 
requirements? 

 

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 September – October 2011. 

FINANCIAL IMPACT 

2. There are no financial impacts associated with this report.  All activities are budgeted 
within Councils 2010-11 and 2011-12 annual plans. 

COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT 

3. The community is able to see this information either in the agenda or on the Council’s 
website. 

RECOMMENDATION 

4. That the Committee recommends that Council: 
 
 a. receives the information contained in Report No. 11-193 and Annex. 
 
 
 
 
 
C Mitchell  
GROUP MANAGER ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT AND INFORMATION 
 
ANNEX 
 
A Animal Health Board, Vector Management, and Tb Free Committee Report - 

Period September – October 2011.  
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Animal Health Board  
Regional Coordination Report November 2011 

 
 
Total Infected Cattle Herds:  

 
September 2011 – 75 – pp 0.23% 

 
North Island – 12 – pp 0.08% 
South Island – 65 – pp 0.63% 

 
Dairy Herds – 44 
Beef Herds – 31  

 
Deer Herds  

2 SI 
1 NI. – Recent breakdown in Port Waikato. 
pp 0.27% 
 

 
Forecast June 2012 - Cattle 76 – Deer 5 

 
 

National Pest Management Strategy (NPMS)  
 

• With the amended Order in Council for the TB strategy coming into effect from  
1 July, the final stage in the strategy review process is now to update and revise the 
National Operational Plan. 

• As a requirement of the process the Minister must receive an updated Operational 
Plan by 30 September and then has 20 days to disallow it if he sees fit   

• Work on the plan review is currently underway in order to: 
1. Reflect revised and new strategy rules and policies 
2. Give effect to a number of accumulated updates and corrections since the 

last plan review 
3. Simplify and clarify the document where possible. 
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Farms on Line (FOL) 

 
A two-way data sharing agreement has been signed between FOL and the AHB; one of the key 
issues prior to signing the document was to ensure compliance with the Privacy Act 
 
Work is now under way to develop business processes to fully exploit benefits of FOL including 
access to land owner/occupier information for vector operations. 
 
NAIT  
 
NAIT recently announced that the scheme will officially start on the 1 July 2012 for cattle 
followed by deer on the 1 July 2013. 
 
A brochure is currently being mailed out to all herd owners outlining the rules of the scheme, 
also to be included will be a card showing the tagging rules. 

 
The AHB is currently assisting with the recruitment of a NAIT Contact Centre Team Leader. This 
is to ensure a broad alignment of roles and skills across both organisations’ contact centres 

 
Dialogue continues on a data sharing agreement to ensure access to key NAIT data to assist 
the TBfree New Zealand programme 

 
 
Research 
 

• 18 research projects were reviewed by AHB’s TAG in June 2011 
• 14 projects were fully or partially approved, with first year research costs totalling 

approximately $800,000 
• Meetings have been held with successful researchers to ensure the research design 

best meets AHB’s needs and budget 
 
 
Update on the Proof of Concept (POC) work – Hauhungaroa Ranges 

 
• 12 different variations compared including: sowing type, sowing rates and 

with/without deer repellent treatments 
• Pre-monitoring has identified low overall densities of possums – chew track cards 

showed approximately 0.6% RTC in Sth West and  9%RTC in central 
 

• Post-control monitoring identified strip sowing with a 150m flight path (670g of 1080 
baits/ha) had blocks with poor possum and rat kill 

• No deer killed in aerial 1080 broadcast block that received deer repellent. Estimated 
20% of deer killed in block with no repellent 

• No changes in bird counts noted following 1080 in broadcast sown blocks 
 
 
DMIS 
 
With the introduction of the revised NPMS the AHBs Data Management Information System 
(DMIS) is currently being reviewed.  
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The revised strategy is requiring some additional functionality and flexibility from the IT system 
supporting it which is the primary driver behind the decision by the Animal Health Board (AHB) 
to investigate the replacement of DMIS.   

 
A project has recently commenced within the AHB that will identify the requirements of a new 
system that will be better aligned with the new strategy.  It will provide flexibility for the future 
and better integration with systems from other agencies. A formal Business Case for the 
replacement of DMIS to be considered by the Board and a decision is expected by the end of 
the year 
 
 
Communications 

 
Following the announcement by the Parliamentary Commissioner for the Environment (PCE) 
report on the use of 1080 the communications team has been busy preparing media releases 
and supporting stakeholder campaign information. (See media releases attached). 
 
 
Current Work in progress 

 
• Confirmed TBfree and New Zealand Young Farmers sponsorship proposal for 2012 
• Proactive media releases, Canterbury herd breakdown in Vector Free Area and 

various 1080-related letters to editor 
• Making TB History – launch of DVD and book to staff and stakeholders in early 

November as part of package to educate young farmers. 
• First ever combined annual report and research report was presented to AHB 

Members’ annual meeting on 1 November 
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A Significant decision? 
          If Yes N Item No:  9  

Date:  9/11/2011 
Report No:  11-197  

File No:  0/0/GEN 
Do recommendations meet 
Significance Policy (contained 
within the LTCCP) 

 

 

REGULATORY MANAGEMENT 
TERRITORIAL STORMWATER DISCHARGES 

PURPOSE 

1. This item provides members with information in response to questions raised from the 
Environment Committee agenda in July 2011. 

FINANCIAL IMPACT 

2. There is no financial impact. 

COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT 

3. The community is able to view this information either in the Environment Committee 
agenda or on Horizons Regional Council’s website. 

BACKGROUND 

4. Under the Manawatu Catchment Water Quality Plan (1998) the discharge of stormwater 
from an urban area is permitted (MCWQ Rule 9), unless it contains stormwater from an 
industrial or trade premise.  In this case a resource consent is required.  The discharge 
must also comply with section 70 and section 107 of the Resource Management Act 
(1991) (RMA), pertaining to rules and restrictions of discharges. 
 

5. Under the Proposed One Plan as Amended by Decisions (2010) (POP), the discharge of 
stormwater to land or water is permitted under Rule 13-15.  However, the discharge can 
not contain stormwater from any industrial or trade premise (unless there is an 
interceptor), an operating quarry, or contaminated land.   
 

6. Rule 13-15 also details a number of conditions that pertain to flooding, erosion, 
rare/threatened/at risk habitat or affecting a rivers ability to carry flood flows. The 
discharge into surface waterbodies must not cause effects as detailed in s107 RMA.   
 

7. If the discharge is unable to meet the performance conditions it requires resource 
consent under Rule 13-17.  In the case of urban areas, if the stormwater network 
captures stormwater from industrial/trade (without an interceptor) or contaminated sites, 
then resource consent would be required for the entire network. 

SUMMARY 

8. Under the Manawatu Catchment Water Quality Plan (1998), urban areas need 
stormwater discharge consent.  Whereas under the POP (2010), no urban areas need a 
consent provided they do not worsen the risk of flooding and industrial trade premises 
have a interceptor in place 
 

9. Discharges of stormwater have become more permissive since the POP was released. 
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CURRENT STATUS 

10. Currently the Consents Team has received resource consent applications from: 
a. Palmerston North City Council for Palmerston North; 
b. Manawatu District Council for Feilding; 
c. New Zealand Defence Force for Linton Army Camp; and 
d. Wanganui District Council for part of Wanganui. 

 
11. There are no active resource consents for the discharge of stormwater from urban areas. 

 
12. The discharges of stormwater from Territorial Authority urban areas have not been a 

priority for Horizons Regional Council since the implementation of the Manawatu 
Catchment Water Quality Plan. The focus of Horizons Regional Council has been on 
wastewater treatment plant discharges. 
 

13. Horizons Regional Council has endeavoured to work with Territorial Authorities over 
many years to ensure that their respective trade and industrial areas are compliant with 
regard to interceptors and emergency spill kits.  Horizons Regional Council is continuing 
to work with Territorial Authorities in this area. 

RECOMMENDATIONS 

14. It is recommended that Horizons Regional Council: 
 

a. notes and receives the information contained in Report No. 11-197. 
 
 
 
 
 
A F Russell C A Grant 
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION ACTING GROUP MANAGER REGIONAL 
PLANNING MANAGER  AND REGULATORY 
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RESPONSES TO MEMBERS’ QUESTIONS –  
ENVIRONMENT COMMITTEE SEPTEMBER 2011 

PURPOSE 

1. This report is a standing item intended to provide responses to member’s questions and 
/or queries raised at previous meetings or Committees of Council. 

FINANCIAL IMPACT 

2. Unless otherwise stated there are no financial impacts associated with this report. 

ACTIONS AND RESPONSES 

Environmental Grant Project – Akitio Beach 
 

3. The dune planting programme at Akitio is being carried out on the headland area to the 
south of the boat club. This programme has been carried out with environmental grant 
funding that began in 2007 with a fence (to keep people off the dune area) and annual 
planting. The total grant spend to date has been just over $3,800. Tararua District 
Council has been the applicant to the grant and planting has been carried out by the 
Council and local community. 

 
4. The planting aims to replace the current marram dominant vegetation with spinifex and 

pingao. These species are native and sand binding, they will collect sand and build up 
dunes. Although the foredune will “come and go” depending upon storm events, the dune 
face appears to be building up and is moving slightly inland. Technically there have been 
difficulties getting the new species established. This year a new planting method was 
trialed where small rows of spinifex and pingao have been established within the 
surrounding marram. 

 
5. The Coastal Hazard Report Akitio and Herbertville (CHR) was completed in October 

2010 and reported to Council in December. This report does state that there is potential 
for continued erosion of the Akitio area, of particular concern to the community is the 
area north of the boat club. The area to the south of the boat club where this planting has 
taken place is also considered to be at long term risk. 

 
6. The planting being carried out does not have any connection with the CHR and the CHR 

does not make any comment on it. However, in section 6.2.1 of the report it states 
“appropriate backshore vegetation can increase the amount of sand stored on the beach 
resulting in an increase in beach volume and elevation. The increase in beach volume 
assists in creating a buffer against storm erosion”. This report goes on to describe 
examples of native species suitable for backshore planting as; pingao, spinifex, 
Muehlenbeckia complexa (a hardy shrub) and wharariki (mountain flax). 

 
7. In summary, the dune restoration project has been carrying out the appropriate work in 

attempting to restore the dune area and while modest it is confirmed in the CHR as the 
best medium term option for this particular site. Like all erosion control works that involve 
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vegetation establishment it can be overwhelmed by one erosion event. Persistence is 
required to keep planting, blanking and restoring even if initial works are damaged. 
 
Process for prioritising EGrant 

 
Introduction 

8. This paper is a response to a questions raised at the Environment Committee on 14th 
September. The question; are the grants going to the best projects or in order of 
application. 

 
Background 

9. Environmental grant expenditure has been consistently applied to one-off works since 
the Regional Council was established in 1989. In early years the Egrant was directed 
only to projects for soil conservation and erosion control, it was then widened to include 
biodiversity and water quality. In the last two years the overall Egrant funding has been 
split again so that within the Land Section the primary target for expenditure is once 
again soil conservation and erosion control. 

 
10. The split in Egrant has lead to the overall funding for land projects being slightly lower 

than in the past, in the current financial year the funds available are $130,000 (Regional 
Land $80,000 and Whanganui Catchment Strategy $50,000). 

 
11. It is not clear when the last review of criteria or process was brought before Council, the 

Egrant process has been managed relatively successfully within budget over the last 5-
10 years. The grant is available to all EMO – Land staff to apply to the appropriate 
projects. 

 
Process 
APPLICATIONS 

12. Applications open in May (for the following financial year). In reality staff will have been 
talking to landowners and “pencilled in” most of the projects over the preceding summer 
but they are unable to finally commit to the project until there is clarity over Annual Plan 
funding.  

13. These applications will primarily involve tree establishment programmes and 80-90% of 
the approved projects will be for planting work to be completed over the winter (this years 
approved projects 46/52 are for planting programmes). 

14. An application form will be completed and signed by the landowner and EMO. This will 
outline the type of work, cost and grant rates. This is forwarded to the Environmental 
Manager – Land (EM-L) who will check it and enter it onto the database, the application 
is received but not approved at this stage. 

15. All applications must meet the technical criteria as outlined in the “Environmental Grant 
Guidelines and Criteria” document. 

 
APPROVALS 

16. Applications are not immediately approved as they are received. The EMOs have agreed 
on a priority process, the important points being; 
• First priority will be given to works under an Environmental Plan 
• EMOs are responsible for ensuring projects meet the technical criteria 
• Maximum individual job approval is $10,000 grant 
• Grant rates are expected to be 30%, cannot be exceeded without approval 

 
17. It should be noted at this stage that the current agreed process differs from the most 

recently documented “Process for Land e Grant” as by agreement EMOs dropped the 
priority catchment approach as this is now adequately addressed by the Sustainable 
Land Use Initiative. 
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18. As applications come forward they are entered onto the E grant database on a first 
come, first served basis. At the beginning of July the spreadsheet will be checked and 
approvals made. All projects provided to EM-L will be approved at this stage subject to 
not exceeding the grant limit as set in the AP. If grant applications exceed the grant limit 
then reallocation will take place, with the priority process; Environmental Plans first, max 
grant, grant rates etc. 

 
19. A cut off on the database applies and the EMOs are notified as to which projects have 

been approved (they can notify landowners). Any projects not making the cut off or 
subsequent applications are added to the database and subject to reassessment in 
November. At this stage any savings in actual costs or cancellations are assessed and 
these savings are passed onto the new applications. 

 
20. This process of reallocation is repeated periodically throughout the year. 
 

CLAIMS 
21. The claim process has been developed over a number of iterations and now works  well 

in ensuring the claimant gets paid promptly. The same process has been adapted and 
documented for use in the SLUI programme. In brief the process involves; 
• Agreed work is completed by landowner 
• Landowner contacts EMO to arrange for inspection and claim 
• EMO inspects work to ensure it is completed to satisfaction and together with 

landowner fills out claim form(this will note cost, grant and quantity of work), map of 
works (this is new to Egrant this year) and invoice 

• EMO will complete Purchase Order and paperwork, these are forwarded to EM-L, 
checked, claim details entered into database and invoice forwarded to accounts 

• Claim paid out 
 

Justification of Work Types and Priorities 
22. There will always be some difference of opinion as to which work types, which erosion 

types, which species etc should have priority. Many of the processes involved with how 
the Land Egrant is managed have evolved over time and are now well accepted by staff 
and landowners. Some of the justification behind the processes used are; 
• Max $10,000 grant is to allow us to spread grant funding over a range of projects 

and not have a small number of very big jobs use up all the money (this year there 
are two applications over $10,000 that have been approved to $10,000). This 
maximum tends to discriminate against larger forestry and fencing projects. This is 
not as much of a problem now as landowners with larger projects are encouraged 
into SLUI. 

• First priority to Environmental Plans, this follows a well established principle (one at 
the heart of SLUI), that environmental works should be planned as part of a overall 
farm approach, addressing all the issues if possible and based upon sound land 
management principles (using Land Inventory, Land Use Classification and erosion 
potential and severity to plan works programmes). 

• It is expected that the grant rate used will be 30%. There is no magic formula for 
deciding upon a grant rate. The grant needs to be sufficient to allow EMOs to have 
some bargaining power to ensure the works are done to an appropriate standard. 
The landowner needs to have enough “skin in the game” to be willing to maintain the 
work being done. Higher grant rates have been used in exceptional circumstances 
and higher grant rates are used in Whanagnui Catchment Strategy where 
Whanganui River Enhancement Trust supplements the Councils programme. There 
is little doubt that higher grant rates will encourage more work to be undertaken but 
the mix of grant rate and maximum grant allows for more individual projects. 

• The technical criteria are wide ranging, this reflects the fact that there is often more 
than one method applicable to treat erosion and that site factors and landowner 
factors (experience in carrying out works, willingness to try new methods, financial 
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situation, passion for trees and tree species etc) will all need to be taken into account 
when developing an application. 

• There are no “rules” about use of tree species. Alternative species can be used but 
this has to be considered against the cost factor. Alternative species tend to be more 
expensive, less adaptable/ more site specific, less forgiving of poor management. 
Staff are aware funds are limited, there is a maximum grant rate and maximum grant. 
For this reason the “tried and true” species and techniques are usually the best. 

• The allocation of funding (even given the above criteria) usually tends to be first in 
first served, the timing of Annual plan and winter work programmes tends to support 
the space planting and afforestation projects. The non planting projects are often 
carried out over summer and by that stage funding is often fully allocated. 

• The allocation of funding is also based more on approaches from landowners than a 
priority approach from Horizons. Before the SLUI programme was developed staff 
had been developing a priority catchment approach and first priority to funding would 
be to named priority areas. SLUI has taken up this approach and the Egrant is now 
much more about smaller landholdings, one off jobs, pole planting only areas, sand 
country and new clients in a “try before you buy” SLUI ie building up trust with 
Horizons. 

RECOMMENDATIONS 

23. That the Committee recommends that Council: 
 

a. receives the information in Report No. 11-196 noting management’s response to 
the queries. 

 
 
 
 
C C Mitchell 
GROUP MANAGER ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT 
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