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MAY IT PLEASE THE PANEL: 

1 The purpose of this memorandum is to provide the Panel and submitters 

with an update on behalf of the applicant ahead of the formal evidence 

exchange in this matter.  It also addresses Minute 4 of the Independent 

Hearing Panel, issued on 29 September 2020.  

2 This memorandum addresses the applicant's response to matters raised 

in the draft section 42A report, the outstanding cultural impact 

assessment and updated proposed conditions of consent.   

Timetable and evidence 

3 The Council has confirmed that the hearing for this resource consent 

application will commence on 17 November 2020.  It is currently 

scheduled to run for 3 days.  The applicant anticipates that its opening 

submissions and evidence will take at least all of the first day.   

4 Ahead of the hearing, it is anticipated that there will be a pre-exchange 

of evidence.  The applicant is awaiting directions from the Independent 

Hearing Panel to confirm this exchange timetable.  The applicant is 

preparing evidence from the following expert witnesses: 

4.1 Antoine Coffin - cultural  

4.2 Tony Reynolds - groundwater hydrology  

4.3 Dr Tim Fisher - stormwater engineering  

4.4 Peter Cochrane - water quality (stormwater and lake water) 

4.5 Dr Vaughan Keesing - ecological effects. 

4.6 Peter Hall - planning and conditions 

5 In addition, the applicant's experts have been working to address matters 

raised in the draft section 42A report as to the ecological expertise and 
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evidence to be presented.  Keith Hamill from River Lake has 

accordingly been engaged by the applicant as an independent expert to 

peer review the conclusions reached on the ecological effects of the 

discharge and provide input into the proposed conditions of consent and 

mitigation package.  This engagement has been very helpful to address a 

number of issues arising from the draft section 42A report from Logan 

Brown.   

Cultural impact assessment 

6 The applicant has not yet received the cultural impact assessments (CIA) 

and Mātauranga Māori Technical Report from Poipoia and WSP, that 

are being prepared on behalf of iwi submitters.  This is despite the 

applicant funding those assessments, and the delivery date for those 

assessments having now passed.  We understand from tangata whenua 

that they are similarly awaiting delivery of the CIAs (and Mātauranga 

Māori Technical Report).  However, ongoing engagement by the 

applicant through hui with these submitters has occurred and will 

continue.  This process has been useful to understand and respond to 

cultural effects and for tangata whenua to reflect their desired approach 

of future partnering regarding asset options and alternatives. 

7 It is anticipated that two separate CIAs will be delivered.  The applicant 

has received a draft CIA from Te Runanga o Tupoho that contained a 

range of recommendations.  Those draft recommendations have been 

considered by the applicant and factored into the proposed updated 

condition set submitted with this memorandum.  The proposed condition 

set has recently been supplied to tangata whenua. The applicant will 

continue to discuss both the proposal and the proposed condition set 

with tangata whenua between now and the hearing.  

8 Minute 4 of the Independent Hearing Panel received on 29 September 

2020 states that a CIA is 'a statutory requirement' that the Council 

'requested as part of a s92 further information request'.  No detail is 

given in the Minute as to the date of this request, or acknowledgment as 

to the applicant's response.  In order to avoid any misunderstanding, the 

following matters in response are noted: 
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8.1 There was a section 92 request dated 3 June 2020 that stated: 

Please provide any outcomes of consultation with local iwi 

and hapu and/or a copy of any CIA so that cultural effects 

can be assessed as part of the reporting. 

8.2 The applicant's response dated 18 June 2020 stated:  

Since the April 2018 AEE, the Department has agreed on a 

Terms of Reference and formed the Whanganui Prison 

Tangata Whenua Engagement Group (“WPTWEG”) to 

facilitate a working relationship between itself and Ngāti 

Tūpoho, Ngā Wairiki/Ngāti Apa and Te Rūnanga o Tūpoho.  

Hui with iwi on the stormwater discharge application, and the 

consideration of alternative discharge options, have been 

underway through the WPTWEG.  

During these discussions, the Department received a request 

to fund the preparation of a Cultural Impact Assessment 

(“CIA”) to assist iwi to better understand the cultural impact 

of the proposed discharge on Māori values.  

The Department agreed to pay for a consultant to facilitate 

hui and prepare the CIA. This work is still underway and is 

anticipated to be concluded by the end of June 2020.  

The purpose of the CIA was to assist iwi forming their 

response to the proposal. Should Horizons seek a copy of the 

CIA this request would need to be directed to the relevant iwi. 

8.3 Against that background, the applicant does not understand 

that basis for the indication in Minute 4 that the hearing 

cannot commence before a CIA is delivered.  The following 

points are relevant in this regard: 

8.3.1 The section 92 request did not require the applicant 

to produce a CIA, but simply to provide an update 
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on consultation and provide a copy of any CIA 

produced. The response from the applicant to the 

Council provided an update and fully addressed 

those matters.  The applicant has also subsequently 

updated the Panel on progress.  

8.3.2 The applicant has funded a CIA to be prepared by 

iwi, who are also submitters on this application.  

The applicant has no control over the date of 

delivery or content of the CIA. However, as 

submitters, relevant iwi can address the cultural 

effects of the application through their exchanged 

evidence and at the hearing.  Cultural assessments 

are matters for evidence.  The applicant will 

likewise address these matters in evidence.   

8.3.3 A section 92 request can only be made to the 

applicant, and not to submitters.  While the 

applicant cannot produce a document that it is not 

authoring, it can (and has) requested the engaged 

authors to provide the CIA on completion.  As 

noted in the response to the section 92 request, the 

purpose of the CIA is primarily to assist iwi 

forming their response to the proposal.  However, 

as noted above, at this stage a draft CIA has been 

received that the applicant cannot distribute (but 

has relied on when developing the updated 

condition set).  The applicant has accordingly 

advanced the matter as far is it can, and has 

responded to the section 92 request as made.  At no 

stage has the Council indicated that the section 92 

request was not satisfied. 

8.3.4 The applicant wishes to proceed to the scheduled 

hearing and requests that a timetable is now issued.  

Any relevant cultural effects can and will be 

addressed through the evidence and submissions.  
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In light of the matters addressed above, it is 

submitted that there is no basis to delay the 

scheduled hearing.  

Proposed conditions 

9 A proposed condition set was initially provided with the updated 

Assessment of Environment Effects submitted on behalf of the applicant 

in 2018.  The applicant has continued to refine the proposed conditions 

following consultation, engagement and expert input.  This has included 

amendments in response to the draft section 42A report, the draft 

cultural impact assessment received and the engagement of Keith 

Hamill.   

10 An updated condition set is attached to this memorandum.  The 

applicant's evidence will be prepared with reference to this updated 

proposed condition set  

11 As engagement with iwi, Council and other submitters will continue, it 

is anticipated that further amendments to the proposed conditions will be 

made in advance of, or during, the hearing.  The applicant will keep the 

Panel informed of any further iterations to the proposed condition set.   

12 The proposed conditions reflect the substantial investment by the 

applicant in infrastructure (for example the investment in sleeving to 

avoid ground water contamination) and treatment methods proposed to 

improve the quality of the stormwater.  These matters will be addressed 

in evidence.  In addition, some of the proposed conditions introduce 

proposals to improve the water quality of the lake more generally. Those 

conditions are not proposed as direct mitigation, but rather reflect a 

commitment by the applicant to contribute to community and Council 

enhancement opportunities within the lake environment.   

Draft section 42A report 

13 The draft section 42A report circulated on 18 August 2020 contained a 

range of issues for the applicant to address in evidence.  As set out 



6 

above, the applicant has engaged Keith Hamill in an independent expert 

peer review capacity as a direct response to some of the comments.   

14 Although the detailed responses will be covered in expert evidence and 

legal submissions, the applicant considers that it may be useful to the 

Panel and the parties in advance of the hearing to note the following 

matters: 

14.1 Resource consent was initially sought in June 2013.  An 

updated assessment of environmental effects was provided in 

2018 (dated 16 April 2018).  This was not a new consent 

application, but was simply an updated effects assessment.  

The application for resource consent remains as sought in 

2013.   

14.2 The planning framework has changed in the intervening 

period, most recently through the introduction of the National 

Policy Statement on Freshwater Management in August 2020 

and the Resource Management (National Environmental 

Standards for Freshwater Management) Regulations 2020 in 

August 2020.  Both are now in effect and have been 

considered and addressed by the applicant's experts.  

14.3 While there are many matters of agreement from expert 

caucusing, there is a difference between Logan Brown and Dr 

Vaughan Keesing as to the likelihood that Lake Wiritoa or 

Lake Pauri will 'flip', if/when this will occur and whether it 

may be caused by the applicant's stormwater discharge.  This 

was not a matter that was raised by Logan Brown at 

conferencing, and was instead first raised in the draft section 

42A report.  This will be addressed in the evidence of Dr 

Keesing.  In summary, Dr Keesing does not share Mr Brown's 

concerns that the stormwater discharge will cause the Lake/s 

to flip. 

14.4 While the draft section 42A report reserved its position on the 

level of effects, the applicant will be presenting expert 
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evidence to establish that the effects of the stormwater 

discharge are negligible or less than minor.  This covers 

ecological, water quality and cultural effects.  Similarly, the 

draft section 42A report failed to reach a conclusion on the 

assessment of the proposal against the relevant objectives and 

policies of the One Plan.  The applicant will be presenting 

evidence to establish that the proposal is not contrary to any 

relevant regional plan objective or policy.  The discharge will 

comply with the relevant One Plan water quality targets, 

following reasonable mixing.   

14.5 It is acknowledged that the discharge creates an annual load 

of nutrients to the lakes which will result in some 

accumulation of additional nutrients in the lake system.  This 

cumulative load will be addressed in Dr Keesing’s evidence 

and is considered to be a no more than minor adverse effect 

on lake water quality, given that other processes are the real 

contribution to lake water quality and not the prison (such as 

internal lake processes of weed growth and dieback etc, and 

the other inputs including rainfall).   Even though the 

accumulated load from the prison is considered to be a minor 

adverse effect on lake water quality, it is still an adverse effect 

which is proposed to be offset through proposed consent 

conditions for a monetary contribution to the Council for lake 

water quality restoration/enhancement.  Keith Hamill has 

reviewed this and undertaken further work to identify options 

for offsetting the annual load of phosphorous and quantify the 

type and extent of offsetting that would be required.  This has 

been used for the basis for the proposed condition and aligns 

with the Horizons One Plan policy outcomes and approach for 

the lakes.  

14.6 While the applicant and the Council are agreed that the 

existing quality of Lake Wiritoa and Lake Pauri is poor, the 

Council has not provided any evidence to establish that the 

applicant's stormwater discharge is the cause or a major 

contributor to that quality.  Regardless, the applicant has 
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proposed a range of conditions that seek to contribute towards 

an improvement to the quality of the lake and environs, 

thereby resulting in a positive effect.  It has also undertaken 

significant investment to improve the quality of its stormwater 

discharge and has proposed conditions that will ensure 

stormwater is discharged at an acceptable quality.     

14.7 It has been questioned whether the discharge method and 

option being advanced by the applicant through this consent 

application is the best practicable option.  The applicant relies 

on its expert's assessment of alternative options, and will 

submit that the role of the Panel is to assess the effects of the 

resource consent application submitted, and not any 

hypothetical alternatives that would require a consent 

application that is not before the Panel.  The option pursued 

by the applicant is supported by a robust Best Practicable 

Option report prepared as part of this application, which has 

previously been supplied to the Council.   

14.8 Even if the Panel were to consider, based on the limited 

information available to the Panel, that an alternative method 

of discharge was viable and preferred, that alternative would 

need to be the subject of a separate full application that would 

require further time to advance.  It does not resolve the 

current need for a resource consent to authorise continuation 

of the existing stormwater discharge.  The level of investment 

undertaken in this proposal requires an appropriate time 

period, as sought by this consent application, to enable the 

continued operation of Whanganui Prison.  

14.9 The resource consent application is sought to authorise the 

continued discharge of stormwater from an existing facility.  

The applicant does not control when or how much it rains, 

and Whanganui Prison cannot simply remove the impervious 

areas from its site.  Instead, notable improvements to the 

system and discharge quality have been achieved through this 
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consent process, and the applicant remains invested in broader 

improvements to water quality in the lake environs.     

15 We trust that the above summary will assist the Panel, Council and 

submitters to understand the applicant's position ahead of the finalisation 

of the section 42A report and the formal evidence exchange prior to the 

hearing in this matter.   

Date: 30 September 2020 

 

 

 

. . 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

S F Quinn / E L Manohar 

Counsel for the applicant, Ara 

Poutama Aotearoa 
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APPENDIX 1: PROPOSED CONDITIONS OF CONSENT 

Version: Rev 29/9/20  

1. The consent holder shall undertake the activity in general accordance 

with the consent application lodged with Manawatu-Whanganui Regional 

Council in June 2013, as amended by the AEE prepared by Boffa Miskell 

Limited dated 10 April 2018, and as amended by the following further 

information provided to the Manawatu-Whanganui Regional Council: 

 

 Letter dated 18 June 2020 from Peter Hall Planning Limited, 

responding to the request for further information, including the 

following attachments: 

i) Plan showing the extent of stormwater pipe lining at 

Whanganui Prison, prepared by Tech Mechanical Services 

Limited, Drawing No A104, Rev 4, dated 04/06/20. 

ii) Groundwater sampling results, three spreadsheets dated 

06/05/2019, 18/11/2019 and 25/02/2020. 

iii) Plan showing location of groundwater monitoring bores, 

titled Piezometer Locations. 

iv) Report titled “Whanganui Prison Stormwater 

Management -Best Practicable Option”, prepared jointly 

by Tonkin + Taylor Limited, Peter Hall Planning Limited 

and Boffa Miskell Limited, dated March 2020, Version – 

Final.  

 

 Letter dated 6 July 2020 from Peter Hall Planning Limited 

providing additional stormwater quality sampling results, 

specifically: 

i) Stormwater Sampling Results Spreadsheet for 24 May 

2020, titled “Copy of R2.WQ.SIAL.updated 06/07/2020”. 

ii) Sampling and Analysis Methodology Memo titled “Water 

quality and treatment assessment- SWMH1 and 

SWMH2a”, Tonkin + Taylor, 6 July 2020. 

 

Where there may be inconsistencies between information provided by 

the applicant and conditions of the resource consent, the conditions of 

the resource consent apply. 

 

Advice Note: Any change from the location, design concepts and 

parameters, implementation and/or operation may require a new 

resource consent or a change of consent conditions pursuant to section 

127 of the Resource Management Act 1991.  

 

Advice Note: Any contractor or third party who is responsible for 

undertaking activities authorised by this consent, shall be shown a copy 

and made aware of these consent conditions. 
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2. Within 3 months of the granting of consent, the consent holder shall 

submit to the Manawatu-Whanganui Regional Council, for certification, a 

Stormwater Management Plan (“SMP”) for the Whanganui Prison 

stormwater system.  

 

The objective of the SMP shall be to ensure that the stormwater system is 

maintained and operated in a manner that: 

a) Ensures compliance with the conditions of this consent. 

b) Minimises adverse effects on the receiving environment from the 

stormwater discharge.  

c) Implements opportunities for continual improvement to the quality 

of the stormwater discharge, including consideration of water 

sensitive design methods and water re-use to moderate peak flow 

rates and manage stormwater quality. 

The Stormwater Management Plan shall include a maintenance and 

monitoring regime which shall include the following: 

i) A description of maintenance and monitoring actions required to 

be undertaken and their frequency.  This shall include the 

inspection and maintenance of buildings, hardstand areas, 

carparks, manholes, catchpits and hazardous substance storage 

areas where runoff from rainfall may enter the stormwater 

system, and shall include in particular: 

 The dust extraction unit in the timber block plant to ensure that 

sawdust does not enter the stormwater system; 

 Management of the paved areas around the joinery workshop to 

ensure the area is kept tidy and free of material that might enter 

the stormwater system; 

 The concrete plant to ensure that cement residue cannot enter 

the stormwater system; 

 Roof maintenance and inspection to ensure they are in good 

condition; 

 Fuel storage tanks and surrounding area to ensure tanks are in 

sound condition and that all necessary containment is in place; 

 Routine inspections of sewer manholes for obstructions and 

storage and waste management areas for contamination that 

could impact stormwater quality; 

 “Save the drain for rain” (or similar) stencils next to catch pits are 

refreshed as required. 

 Inspection of all catchpits and manholes.  

ii) Methods to ensure that the proprietary filter is maintained in 

accordance with the manufacturer’s specification to ensure that it 

meets the standards prescribed by the manufacturer.  This shall 

include the frequency and purpose of maintenance.  

iii) A method to ensure that a record of all inspections and 

maintenance activities is kept. 
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iv) A description of roles and responsibilities for undertaking the 

above actions. 

 

3. The certified SMP may be amended if necessary to reflect any changes in 

stormwater management methodology or approach to mitigating effects. 

Any amendments are to be agreed to by the Manawatu-Whanganui 

Regional Council in writing prior to implementation of the changes. Re-

certification of the SMP is not required under Conditions 2 if, the 

Manawatu-Whanganui Regional Council confirms those amendments are 

within scope of the consent, and once implemented would result in an 

outcome that is similar to, or better than that described in the original 

SMP. 

 

4. The stormwater system for the prison site shall be managed and 

maintained in accordance with the certified SMP. 

 

5. The maintenance of the discharge outlets and immediate environs shall 

remain the responsibility of the consent holder and shall be maintained 

so that any erosion, scour or instability of the channel bed or banks that is 

attributable to the discharge is remedied by the consent holder.  

 

6. The consent holder shall make available on request records of all 

monitoring and maintenance carried out on the stormwater reticulation 

system. 

 

7. The consent holder shall allow the Manawatu-Whanganui Regional 

Council’s Officers or agents access to the property at all reasonable times 

for the purpose of carrying out inspections, surveys, investigations, tests, 

measurements or taking samples relating to activities in this consent. This 

shall be subject to obtaining the appropriate security clearances when 

accessing the prison property.  

 

8. The consent holder shall ensure that all areas, outside of buildings, used 

for storing hazardous substances that are located within 20 metres of the 

stormwater network or a surface water body are sealed to a permeability 

standard of not exceeding 1 x 10-9 m/s and bunded to prevent chemicals 

entering surface water. 

 

9. In the event of a hazardous substance spill where there is potential for 

the spill to enter the stormwater network or surface water, the consent 

holder shall advise the Manawatu-Whanganui Regional Council within 12 

hours of the spill being discovered. 

 

Advice note: At the time of granting this consent, the Council’s pollution 

hotline can be contacted 24/7 on 0508 800 800. 

 

10. The consent holder shall prepare an incident report of any spills notified 

under the above condition, which includes (but is not limited to) the scale 
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of the event, factors which caused the spill to occur, the volume of 

hazardous substance discharged into the drain and measures undertaken 

to mitigate potential environmental effects of the spill. A copy of the 

incident report shall be provided to the Manawatu-Whanganui Regional 

Council within 10 working days of the incident occurring. 

 

11. A proprietary filter stormwater treatment device shall be installed in the 

stormwater system and commissioned within 3 years of the granting of 

consent.  The proprietary filter stormwater treatment device shall 

[technical specification of the mitigation still being determined].  

 

 

12. Within one year following the installation of the proprietary filter 

stormwater treatment device, the consent holder shall commence twice 

yearly aquatic sediment sampling from the locations identified as Site 1, 2 

and 3 in the attached Sediment Sampling Monitoring Locations Plan.  

Sampling of sediment shall be undertaken for the following:  

•              Total recoverable Copper (mg/kg) 

•              Total recoverable Zinc (mg/kg) 

•              Particle Size Distribution  

 

Five sample locations at each site shall be selected at regular intervals for 

each site using 1 x 1m grid, with the first sampling location chosen at 

random to lessen bias (e.g. Systematic sampling). These samples will form 

a composite sample for analysis at an accredited Laboratory. The top 0 – 

7.5 cm of sediment shall be sampled. 

 

13. The results of each sediment sampling event shall be provided by the 

consent holder to Manawatu-Whanganui Regional Council no less than 3 

months after the date of the sampling event. The results shall be 

reported against the ANZECC (2000) Toxicant Default Guideline Values for 

Sediment Quality Table 1 (“ANZECC 2000”) (extract at Table 1 below).   

 

Table 1: Extract from ANZECC (2000) Toxicant Default Guideline Values 

for Sediment Quality  

Toxicant  

Metals (mg/kg dry 
weight) 

DGV  GV-High  

Copper 65 270 

Zinc 200 410 
DGV = default guideline value, GV-high = additional upper guideline value 

 

14. The following actions shall undertaken by the consent holder within 6 

months of the provision of the results to the Manawatu-Whanganui 

Regional Council: 
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a) If the Default Guideline Value (“DGV”) for sediment quality from 

ANZECC (2000) is consecutively exceeded (namely, two samples per 

year exceed the DGV at any one site for either parameter (Cu or Zn)) 

additional sampling shall be undertaken by the consent holder at 

locations immediately upstream and downstream of the original 

sampling site for the purposes of determining the spatial distribution 

of sediment quality and any other areas of exceedances within the 

channel.  

 

b) If the GV-High value from ANZECC (2000) is exceeded for either 

parameter (Cu or Zn), the consent holder shall undertake further 

investigations to plot the spatial distribution of sediment quality and 

undertake one or both of the following actions: 

 

i) Remove sediment from the channel to the spatial extent 

identified by the further investigations; and/or  

ii) Implement further mitigation measures to reduce the 

contaminant in the stormwater discharge (including, but not 

limited to, using different filter membranes or media in the 

proprietary filter stormwater treatment device to target the 

contaminant shown to be exceeding the GV-High value in the 

sediment sampling).  

 

c) Where further mitigation measures are proposed under 14 b) ii) 

above, the consent holder shall amend the SMP in accordance with 

condition 3.  This shall detail any further investigations undertaken, 

proposed actions to mitigate the effect to avoid it re-occurring, and 

timeframes for completion of proposed actions. 

 

15. Sediment sampling shall continue at a twice-yearly basis for a minimum 

duration of five years from the date of the installation of the proprietary 

filter stormwater treatment device.  If the DGV in table 1 is not exceeded 

for either copper or zinc in the period thereafter, the frequency of 

sampling for that contaminant shall be reduced to 5 yearly intervals.   

 

16. Within 12 months following the granting of consent, the consent holder 

shall submit to the Manawatu-Whanganui Regional Council a landscape 

plan, prepared by a suitably qualified expert, for the area adjoining the 

channel connecting Lake Pauri and Lake Wiritoa. The landscape plan shall 

include a programme for the removal from this area of weed and exotic 

species and the replanting in suitable native species.  The landscape plan 

shall also document the outcome of consultation with Te Rūnanga o 

Tūpoho, Ngāti Tumango me Ngāti Tūpoho hapu of Putiki Wharanui 

Marae, Te Rūnanga o Ngā Wairiki Ngāti Apa and the Whanganui District 

Council on the replanting programme and the details of the plan.  The 

landscape plan shall be implemented, subject to obtaining landowner 

approval, within three planting seasons of the granting of consent, and 

may be implemented in a staged manner across this timeframe.   
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17. The consent holder shall pay to the Manawatu-Whanganui Regional 

Council a sum of [$ Insert Dollar Value] for a period not exceeding [Insert 

duration].  The first payment shall be made within three months of the 

date of the granting of the consent, and per annum on the anniversary of 

the consent date thereafter. The purpose of the payment shall be to: 

 

i) Assist Manawatu-Whanganui Regional Council to undertake the 

necessary data collection and technical assessments to prepare a 

Lake Restoration Plan for Lakes Wiritoa and Pauri, including 

undertaking an assessment of nutrient and other contaminant 

inputs to the lakes suitable for the purpose of preparing an Action 

Plan for the lakes or the lakes’ wider freshwater management 

unit under the NPS: Freshwater Management (2020), National 

Objectives Framework. 

 

ii) Undertake projects to improve lake water quality, as identified in 

a Lake Restoration Plan for lakes Wiritoa and/or Pauri. 

 

iii) Undertake projects to improve te mana o te wai, enhance cultural 

values or the mauri of the lakes, as identified by Te Rūnanga o 

Tūpoho, Ngāti Tumango me Ngāti Tūpoho hapu of Putiki 

Wharanui Marae, or Te Rūnanga o Ngā Wairiki Ngāti Apa, or to 

undertake the necessary assessments or cultural health 

monitoring associated with such projects. 

 

iv) Undertake projects to improve the biodiversity values of lakes 

Wiritoa and Pauri and/or their catchments.   

 

18. The consent holder shall fund the costs of a kaitiaki monitor appointed 

jointly by Te Rūnanga o Tūpoho, Ngāti Tumango me Ngāti Tūpoho hapu of 

Putiki Wharanui Marae, and Te Rūnanga o Ngā Wairiki Ngāti Apa to be on 

site to supervise any earthworks for the duration of those earthworks, or 

such lesser time to establish the existence of any archaeological material.   

 

19. In the event of an accidental discovery of archaeological material, the 

consent holder must:  

(a) Cease work immediately within 10m of the discovery, and secure this 

area.  

(b) Notify the Council and Heritage New Zealand - Pouhere Taonga 

Regional archaeologist within one working day of the discovery.  

(c) Advise the NZ Police and Coroner if skeletal remains are uncovered.  

(d) Ensure that works within the secured area do not resume until all 

necessary statutory authorisations or consents have been obtained. 

 

20. If at any time potential koiwi, archaeology or artefacts of Māori origin are 

discovered, the consent holder will notify the appropriate representative 
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of Te Rūnanga o Tūpoho, Ngāti Tumango me Ngāti Tūpoho hapu of Putiki 

Wharanui Marae, and Te Rūnanga o Ngā Wairiki Ngāti Apa. 

 

21. The Manawatu-Whanganui Regional Council may, under Section 128 of 

the Act, initiate a review of condition 2, 11, 12, 13, 14 or 15 of the 

discharge permit (consent number) at three year intervals in the month 

of July following the granting of consent, for the purpose of reviewing the 

effectiveness of these conditions to avoid or mitigate any adverse effect 

on the environment: 

The review may result in: 

a. The deletion or amendments to conditions 2, 11, 12, 13, 14 or 15; 

and/or  

b. The addition of new consent conditions as necessary. 

 

Sediment Sampling Monitoring Locations Plan  

 


