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Minutes of a Meeting of the  
ENVIRONMENT COMMITTEE  

held in the Council Chambers, District Council Administration Building, Seymour Street, 
Blenheim on THURSDAY, 28 NOVEMBER 2013 commencing at 1.30 pm. 

Present 
Councillors P J S Jerram (Chairperson), J A Arbuckle, G S Barsanti, C J Brooks, D D Oddie, 
L M Shenfield, and Mr E R Beech (Rural representative). 

In Attendance 
Councillors J L Andrews, B G Dawson, G I T Evans, J C Leggett and T E Hook, Mr H R Versteegh 
(Manager, Regulatory Department), and Kathy Payne (Committee Secretary). 

Apologies 
Clrs Jerram/Arbuckle: 
That the apologies for absence from Mayor Sowman and Mr R Smith be received and sustained. 

R.13/14.164 Confirmation of Sub-Committee Business 
Clrs Barsanti/Arbuckle: 

That the following approvals granted by the Swimming Pools Sub-Committee acting under 
delegated authority (Regulatory Committee Minute (R.10/11.212) be received and the 
recommendations adopted: 

• C D Hayles – 1A Brilyn Crescent, Blenheim – exemption to install a Save T Cover III 
automatic pool cover in lieu of a fence (exemption pursuant to section 6 of the 
Fencing of Swimming Pools Act 1987). 

• S Beaumont – 38 Hillcrest Avenue, Blenheim – approval to use a lockable cover on an 
unfenced spa pool (exemption pursuant to section 6 of the Fencing of Swimming 
Pools Act 1987). 

• D & H Arnott – 10A Howick Road, Blenheim – approval to use a lockable cover on an 
unfenced spa pool (exemption pursuant to section 6 of the Fencing of Swimming 
Pools Act 1987). 

• D Romano – 136 Ben Morven Road, Fairhall – exemption to install a Save T Cover III 
automatic pool cover in lieu of a fence (exemption pursuant to section 6 of the 
Fencing of Swimming Pools Act 1987). 

• G & N Norton – 8B Weld Street, Blenheim – exemption to re-instate a Save T Cover III 
automatic pool cover in lieu of a fence (exemption pursuant to section 6 of the 
Fencing of Swimming Pools Act 1987). 

• Kesteven Farm – 144 Giffords Road, RD 3, Blenheim – exemption to re-instate a 
Save T Cover II automatic pool cover with report from installer in lieu of a fence 
(exemption pursuant to section 6 of the Fencing of Swimming Pools Act 1987). 



Environment Committee - 28 November 2013 - Page 2 

• D Pecchenino – 542 Middle Renwick Road, RD 1, Blenheim – exemption to re-instate a 
Save T Cover II automatic pool cover in lieu of a fence (exemption pursuant to 
section 6 of the Fencing of Swimming Pools Act 1987). 

• S Morris – 203 New Renwick Road, Blenheim – exemption to re-instate a Save T Cover 
II automatic pool cover in lieu of a fence (exemption pursuant to section 6 of the 
Fencing of Swimming Pools Act 1987). 

• R Rose – 127 Fairbourne Drive, Blenheim – approval to use a lockable cover on an 
unfenced spa pool (exemption pursuant to section 6 of the Fencing of Swimming 
Pools Act 1987). 

• D Sanford – 1008 Kaituna, Tuamarina – exemption to install a Coverstar automatic 
pool safety cover in lieu of a fence (exemption pursuant to section 6 of the Fencing of 
Swimming Pools Act 1987). 

• J Fulton – 44 Murphys Road, Blenheim – exemption to install a Save T Cover III 
automatic pool cover in lieu of a fence (exemption pursuant to section 6 of the 
Fencing of Swimming Pools Act 1987). 

• R Taylor – 72 Ashwood Drive, Blenheim – approval to install a lockable cover on an 
unfenced spa pool (exemption pursuant to section 6 of the Fencing of Swimming 
Pools Act 1987). 

• G King (Northope Trust) – 66 Rowley Crescent, Blenheim - exemption to re-instate 
exemption for Save T pool cover as 10 year exemption has expired fence (exemption 
pursuant to section 6 of the Fencing of Swimming Pools Act 1987). 

• W Young – 91 Dry Hills Lane, Blenheim – exemption to realign the fencing, have two 
approved pool gates and one door opening to pool area (exemption pursuant to 
section 6 of the Fencing of Swimming Pools Act 1987). 

Carried 

R.13/14.165 Councillor Portfolios D050-003-04 
During the previous term of Council, Councillors were given more responsibility for operations and 
functions.  In this regard each of the standing committees created portfolios for Committee members.  It 
has been considered that the continuation of elected member portfolio holders would provide a level of 
value for this term of Council. 

The role of the portfolio holders would be to act as Council spokesperson for the nominated activity area 
at Committee and Council meetings, to provide governance leadership and direction for the activity area, 
and to maintain liaison with the community.   

Clrs Barsanti/Shenfield:   
That the portfolios for the Environment Committee be: 

• Environmental Science & Monitoring and Biosecurity – Clr Jerram / Clr Brooks 
• Resource Consents – Clr Oddie 
• Animal Control – Clr Arbuckle 
• Building Control – Clr Shenfield 
• Environmental Protection (Compliance) – Clr Barsanti 
• Environmental Health – Clr Brooks 
• Harbour Control – Clr Barsanti 

• Rural Representative – Mr R Beech 
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• Iwi Representative – Mr Raymond Smith 
Carried 

R.13/14.166 Fencing of Swimming Pools Act 
Sub-Committee  D050-001-F01 

In order to administer the Fencing of Swimming Pools Act 1987 and to make determinations on a number 
of applications for exemptions (under section 6 of the Act) from some of the Act’s requirements it was 
recommended that a sub-committee be set up comprised of at least two elected members. 

Clrs Jerram/Arbuckle:   
1. That a Fencing of Swimming Pools Sub-Committee, comprised of Councillors Barsanti and 

Shenfield, be formed. 
2. That pursuant to Section 12 of the Fencing of Swimming Pools Act 1987 and Clause 30 

Schedule 7 of the Local Government Act 2002, the Fencing of Swimming Pools 
Sub-Committee be delegated the power to make determinations on applications for 
exemptions under section 6 of the Fencing of Swimming Pools Act 1987. 

3. That decisions made by the Fencing of Swimming Pools Sub-Committee be reported to the 
subsequent meeting of the Environment Committee. 

Carried 

ATTENDANCE: Mr A Johnson, Council’s Environmental Science & Monitoring Manager, was present for 
the following item. 

R.13/14.167 Marlborough Regional TBfree Committee 
 C230-001-M08 

Members were advised that Operational Solutions for Primary Industries (OSPRI New Zealand) is an 
organisation focused on providing operational solutions for primary industries.  Its current work 
programme includes TBfree New Zealand which implements the National Pest Management Plan for 
bovine tuberculosis and NAIT, the national animal identification and tracing scheme which links people, 
property and livestock.   

The Council is represented as a member of the TBfree organisation through Local Government 
New Zealand.  The Council’s role at a regional level is confined to a stakeholder and funding provider, 
where a contribution is made towards the vector control programme within the district.  At a regional level 
committees are mandated to discuss local issues, communication strategies, communicate with farmers 
and provide feedback to industry groups.  The TBfree Committee structure is undergoing review and it is 
envisaged there will be another level involving the four TBfree Committees in the Northern South Island. 

The Council is required to have a representative on the Marlborough TBfree Committee, although not 
necessarily an elected representative.  It was recommended that the previous Council representative, 
Councillor Evans, because of his previous experience and knowledge and his desire to continue in the 
role, be a Council representative on the TBfree Committee. 

The Committee considered that a staff representative be appointed to the TBfree Committee as required. 

Clrs Barsanti/Brooks:   
1. That the information be received. 
2. That the Biosecurity Coordinator is delegated to attend the Tbfree Committee as a technical 

advisor.   
3. That Councillor Evans be a Council representative for the Marlborough TBfree Committee.  
Carried 
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ATTENDANCE: Ms N Eade, Council’s Land Resources Scientist, was present for the following item. 

R.13/14.168 Marlborough Landscape Group Membership
 C230-001-M05 

Members were advised that the Marlborough Landscape Group was established in 2002 in response to 
widespread community concerns about rapid land use change in Marlborough.  Landscape management 
is set out as an important matter within the Resource Management Act 1991.  The Landscape Group 
currently has a role as a focus group in relation to the current policy reviews being undertaken by the 
Council and to promote landscape enhancement issues on private and public land in Marlborough.  
Members of the group represent private, industry and agency interests.   

Ms Eade advised that the nine major concerns identified by the Landscape Group were loss of wetland, 
protecting iconic trees, management of landscapes of middle hill country, wilding pines, significant natural 
areas, riparian and floodway plantings, development of the rural environment, impacts on buildings, and 
structures on skylines (viewsheds).  

All Councillors were invited and encouraged to attend the Landscape Group meetings.  

Clrs Jerram/Barsanti:   
That Councillors Arbuckle, Jerram and Oddie be appointed as the Environment Committee 
representatives to the Marlborough Landscape Group. 
Clrs Arbuckle/Barsanti 
That Councillor Jerram be appointed Chair of the Marlborough Landscape Group for the next 
three years. 
Carried 

ATTENDANCE: Mr P Hamill, Council’s Environmental Scientist, and Ms S Henkel, Council’s Water 
Quality Scientist, were present for the following item. 

R.13/14.169 State of the Environment Surface Water 
Quality Monitoring Report 2013 E375-001-001-03 

The ‘State of the Environment Surface Water Quality Monitoring Report 2013’, attached to the agenda, 
presented the latest results of the monitoring carried out in rivers and streams across Marlborough.  

Members were advised that the water quality of 34 sites is monitored as part of the Surface Water State 
of the Environment programme.  Physical and chemical parameters are monitored and 
macroinvertebrates are also monitored to determine the health of the river.  The Canadian Water Quality 
Index (CCME) has been adopted for the analysis of water quality measurements and the 
Macroinvertebrate Community Index was used for the analysis of macroinvertebrate data.  Mr Hamill and 
Ms Henkel provided a comprehensive presentation to the Committee on how the CCME is calculated, the 
guidelines for each parameter and the equation for the CCME factors.  The land cover in each region was 
also looked at. 

The majority of sites have fair or marginal water quality with nearly an equal amount of sites in both 
quality classes.  The sites with the lowest Water Quality Index are the two Awatere River sampling sites.  
Turbidity has an exceptionally large impact in the Awatere.  The parameter with the second largest 
contribution is the pH.  The high values for both parameters are mostly a result of the natural geology 
which is high in mudstone and limestone, however, the increasing trend in pH values for the Mid Awatere 
might indicate some anthropological influences.  The high Turbidity in the two Waihopai River sites is 
similarly the result of the geology and natural processes.  

Members were advised that the variation in water quality at individual monitoring sites can be dependent 
on land cover, or at the lower end of the river the water is going through gravels which filter out a lot of 
contaminants.   
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There is also a recreational bathing component of the freshwater quality monitoring and all the results are 
available on Council’s website.  Recent sampling at Rai Falls did not meet the guidelines and samples will 
be taken on a daily basis until it is clear again.  It was explained that following significant rainfall the 
parameters are high for at least three days.  It was noted that a buffer prevents a lot of the runoff going 
into the waterway.  

In respect of the Flaxbourne River it was noted that the monitoring site is near the lime works and 
upstream the river is wide with open banks which would be a large contributor.  It was clarified that E.coli 
is an indicator bacteria and that E.coli itself is not necessarily a problem.   

It was noted that it is difficult to compare large amounts of data over the years from different laboratories 
as the procedures at the laboratories might not be the same now as in the past.  There are discussions 
taking place on the development of a national standard. 

Clrs Oddie/Shenfield:   
That the “State of the Environment Surface Water Quality Monitoring Report 2013” be received. 
Carried 

ATTENDANCE: Mr B Brosnan, Council’s Resource Management Officer, and Mr S Urlich, Council’s 
Coastal Environmental Scientist, were present for the following item. 

R.13/14.170 New Zealand King Salmon Monitoring 
Reports 2012  MFL456, U040412, 
U090660 MFL456, U040412, U090660, 
U090634, U040217, U021247, U060926, 
U090841, E325-008-001-02 

Following the 1 August 2013 interim compliance report to the Committee a further report setting out 
Council’s assessment of consent compliance for the 2012 year and the actions taken with New Zealand 
King Salmon (NZKS) to ensure future compliance with existing resource consents was presented.  

A number of appendices were attached to the agenda for members’ information.  These being, a 
Synopsis of the Compliance report of 1 August 2013, Professor Black’s report, NZKS’s response to the 
Black report, Terms of Reference to Best Practice Guidelines for salmon farm management in the 
Marlborough Sounds and Professor Black’s programme in December. 

The report to the Committee provided an overview of compliance at existing farms.  Members were 
advised that it was important to recognise that there are different consent conditions at different farms.  
New Zealand King Salmon (NZKS) has agreed to upgrade consents for all farms to ensure that 
environmental standards can be more clearly defined and measured.   

Compliance for the 2012 year was assessed from examining individual monitoring reports prepared by 
Cawthron for each farm.  The expertise of Professor Black was sought to peer-review a preliminary 
analysis of consent compliance and to clarify technical questions. 

The feed discharge limit at Clay Point was exceeded by 300 tonnes and this was the only consent found 
to be in clear breach.  An additional feed discharge consent has been granted and two further consents 
are on hold until the 2013 monitoring results are received. 

Although NZKS disagreed with Professor Black and Council’s concerns at the state of the seabed 
environment they have undertaken a number of actions in the last few months.   

Annual consent monitoring by Cawthron for all existing NZKS farms is scheduled for November 2013, 
with results expected in March 2014.  Members were advised that the practical delay between collecting 
samples and monitoring results is one of the problems with the current adaptive management regime, 
and determining compliance with consents, however there are other hindrances also as outlined in the 
report to the Committee. 
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Mr Brosnan’s presentation to the Committee further outlined the results from the peer review of the 
interim compliance assessment, the actions taken in response to the findings and the way forward to 
ensure long-term compliance of NZKS farms. He advised that in determining its response to the Black 
Report, Council has taken a collaborative approach with NZKS.  Council’s compliance strategy is to work 
with the industry to address compliance issues in the first instance.  Council has a number of tools to 
achieve sustainable management, and prefers to take a solutions-focused approach.  This is contrary to 
the perception that any breach of consent requires a duty to immediately prosecute.  It was noted there is 
no such duty in the Resource Management Act.  

Members were advised that it has been agreed to work together with NZKS to develop best practice 
guidelines for salmon farm management in the Marlborough Sounds.  This process will be led by 
Dr Catriona McLeod on behalf of NZKS and Professor Black will review the guidelines for Council.  The 
best practice guidelines are expected to be completed by the middle of next year which is Step 1 of a long 
process.  The guidelines will provide more information on how finfish farming should be managed but 
there will still be the requirement for resource consents which will define the scope of the business for 
each consent.  It was noted that the coastal planning regime in New Zealand is about the allocation of 
space under the Resource Management Act and other countries do not have the same process.  
However this process is not about allocation of space. 

Technical monitoring and interpretation issues will be the subject of a monitoring workshop to be held at 
Cawthron in December, attended by Professor Black and Dr McLeod.  Professor Black will also 
participate in a number of workshops to develop the best-practice guidelines.  He will also deliver public 
talks, at the Convention Centre on the 10 December and at Portage on the 11 December, on the 
evolution of the Scottish salmon industry and how it has faced environmental challenges. 

Clrs Barsanti/Arbuckle:   
1. That the report be received. 
2. That the Committee notes that the Regulatory Department is working closely with 

New Zealand King Salmon to address seabed conditions at low flow farms. 

3. That the Committee notes that the best practice guidelines that are being developed will be 
used as a systematic basis for the review of existing consents conditions, and will also 
contribute to the new Resource Management Plan.  

Carried 

ATTENDANCE: Mr A Johnson re-joined the meeting for the following item. 

R.13/14.171 Styela clava Marine Pest Response in Picton
 E315-012-004 

The report to the Committee provided background to and an update on the incursion response for Styela 
clava in Picton.  Members were aware that Styela clava was found in Picton marina in June 2013 and 
was deemed a range expansion as it was already established in other parts of New Zealand.  A response 
was initiated by Council with support from the Top of the South Marine Partnership and other agencies.   

Following dive surveys and leadership meetings a series of reports were prepared.  It was agreed that the 
objective “Containment and Spread Reduction at Picton” to keep densities low was a feasible course of 
action and would minimise the risk of Picton becoming a source for further spread by vessels.  It was 
noted that the longer the organism can be contained was of benefit to the economic and ecological 
wellbeing of the region.  Agreements to exit the management of the species would form part of the 
partnership agreement if the organism became well entrenched. 

Council and stakeholders have agreed to enter into an agreement for a long-term management plan to 
contain Styela clava, subject to an agreement on an equal funding share between the Council, the 
industry and the Ministry for Primary Industries.  Members were advised that the objective would require a 
minimum of two comprehensive dive surveys per year with an estimated cost of $18,000 per annum.   
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Members were advised that public education is undertaken by the Top of the South Marine Partnership 
and there will be a media strategy regarding Styela clava.  The Committee was interested in receiving 
regular updates regarding the containment of Styela clava, especially considering the possible economic 
and ecological impacts if the sea squirt became widespread in the Sounds. 

Clrs Shenfield/Barsanti:   
1. That the information be received. 
2. That Council provide support as lead agency and funding partner for a long-term 

management programme of Styela clava.  
3. That Council provide funding support to a maximum contribution of $6,000 per annum, from 

2014/15 onwards, subject to an equal funding arrangement with the Industry and the 
Ministry for Primary Industries. 

Carried 

The meeting resumed after a 10 minute recess. 

ATTENDANCE: Mr P Davidson, Council’s Groundwater Scientist, was present for the following item. 

R.13/14.172 Groundwater Quantity Annual State of the 
Environment Report E345-007-001 

Mr Davidson presented the summary on the state of Marlborough’s groundwater resources leading up to 
the 2013/14 summer and the effects of consented abstraction over the previous 2012/13 summer 
irrigation season. 

Members were advised that the volume of groundwater stored in Marlborough aquifers in spring 2013 
ranges between normal and high and there is currently sufficient groundwater storage to meet consented 
demand through to the New Year.  After that weather conditions and the Wairau River flows will 
determine the state of the groundwater resources for later in the season.  Mr Davidson summarised the 
state of each individual aquifer and demonstrated where they are located. 

A well has been installed on the stop-bank near the Wairau River within the recharge reach and initial 
water level information is now available.  The early results suggest that there is a small variation in 
recharge rate in relation to Wairau River flow.  Mr Davidson outlined projects planned for 2014.  These 
included measuring levels of argon gas in groundwater in wells in the recharge area and measuring 
changes in the conductivity and temperature of groundwater compared to the Wairau River. 

Clrs Barsanti/Shenfield:   
That the Groundwater Quantity report card be received. 
Carried 

ATTENDANCE: Mr A Van Wijngaarden, Council’s Harbourmaster, was present for the following five 
items. 

R.13/14.173 Maritime Transport Amendment Act 2013 
 H100-005-13 

The report to the Committee outlined the changes to the Maritime Transport Act and how this affects 
Council as Harbour Authority in the management of maritime safety.  The new sections in the Maritime 
Transport Act as they apply to Council as Harbour Authority were included in the agenda. 

Members were advised that Council is the statutory Harbour Authority for the Marlborough region and 
exercises this jurisdiction over waters defined in the Navigation Bylaws 2009 as shown in the agenda.   

The Harbourmaster advised that recent amendments to the Maritime Transport Act 1994 have transferred 
responsibilities for navigation safety from the Local Government Act to maritime safety provisions within 
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the Maritime Transport Act.  The Act does not define maritime safety and the matter has been referred 
back to Maritime New Zealand for clarification. It was noted that clarification had not yet been received 
but there is a general understanding that this is a wider responsibility than that of navigation safety.  Until 
clarification has been received it is not known if there will be additional costs to Council as the Harbour 
Authority.  The changes were outlined section by section in the report to the Committee.  At the meeting 
the Harbourmaster highlighted Section 33K – Removal of Wrecks and Section 33R – Fees and Charges. 

Clrs Barsanti/Shenfield:   
That the information be received. 
Carried 

R.13/14.174 Safety Management System H100-005-13 
Members were advised that a gap in policy within the Safety Management System has been identified 
following amendments to the Maritime Transport Act.  The Safety Management System was developed 
as a consequence of the Port and Harbour Marine Safety Code.  The lack of policy dealing with the illegal 
occupation of moorings resulted in a cumbersome and time consuming method to resolve such matters 
and the amendments to the Maritime Transport Act have enabled, through Section 33F(E), a more 
effective system.  The draft policy attached to the agenda outlined the process to be followed when 
dealing with wrecks, abandoned ships and ships illegally occupying moorings. 

It was clarified that the illegal occupation of moorings is when someone uses a mooring that does not 
belong to them.  The occasional use of another mooring is usually sorted out by the boat owners 
themselves.  The only exception is that vessels can use moorings in the event of navigational safety. 

Clrs Barsanti/Shenfield:   
1. That the information be received. 
2. That the policy outlined in the document Removal of Wrecks, Abandoned Ships and Ships 

Illegally Occupying Moorings as attached be approved. 
Carried 

R.13/14.175 Maritime Transport Amendment Act 2013 — 
Delegations D050-002-01 

The Committee was advised that the Maritime Transport Amendment Act 2013 has changed the 
functions, responsibilities, and powers of Council relating to ports, harbours and waters in Marlborough 
and maritime-related activities; particularly in relation to navigation safety. 

To effectively and efficiently undertake Council’s navigation safety functions, meet its responsibilities and 
exercise its powers it was recommended that the functions, responsibilities and powers of Council be 
delegated to the Chief Executive, with approval to sub-delegate those functions, responsibilities and 
powers to Council staff except the powers to make and review bylaws, to set fees and to transfer the 
harbours functions. 

Clrs Barsanti/Arbuckle:   
That Pursuant to section 48 and to clause 32 of the Seventh Schedule to the Local Government 
Act 2002, Council delegates its functions, responsibilities and powers under the Maritime 
Transport Act 1998 and regulations and under the Marlborough District Council Navigation 
Bylaws 2009, except the power to make and review bylaws, to set fees and to transfer its 
functions, to the Chief Executive, and with approval for the Chief Executive to sub-delegate those 
functions, responsibilities and powers to staff of Council. 
Carried 
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R.13/14.176 Aids to Navigation  H100-005-13 
The Marlborough District Council is responsible for the provision and servicing of 98 Aids to Navigation in 
the region which include beacons, buoys, channel markers and leading lights.  The collective replacement 
cost of these units is estimated at 1.2 million.  

These navigation aids are a critical component of the Harbour Safety Management System and their 
operation must comply with international standards as set by the International Light House Authority 
(IALA).  Requirements include minimum response times to rectify light failures, prescribed inspection 
routines and the establishment of an accurate performance data recording programme.    

A decision was made to bring the management of navigation aids in-house when the previous contractor 
did not renew their contract.  A 6.5m vessel ‘Astrolabe’ was purchased for the purpose of servicing 
navigation aids.  This vessel was brought into service in November 2013 and it is anticipated this will 
enable Harbours to meet and exceed the IALA standards over the next 6-12 months. 

It was noted that the monitoring of marine farm lights is dealt with separately as they are not classed as 
aids to navigation. 

Clrs Brooks/Barsanti   
That the information be received. 
Carried 

R.13/14.177 Oil Spill Response Exercise H135-04 
The report to the Committee provided information on the oil spill exercise conducted during October.  In 
addition to trained response personnel the exercise included resources from Sanfords in terms of plant 
and personnel.  The Harbourmaster acknowledged the contribution to the exercise by Sanfords.   

Outcomes of post-exercise discussions have identified further opportunities for joint exercises and 
placement of some containment equipment at the Havelock marina.   

Clrs Barsanti/Oddie:   
That the information be received. 
Carried 

ATTENDANCE: Mr B East, Council’s Building Control Group Leader, was present for the following item. 

R.13/14.178 Revision of Building Control Fees  
 C270-38, C270-05 

A proposal was put to the Committee to consider a 3% increase to the existing “Flat” fees schedule and 
the Miscellaneous Building Consent fees with the increase to take effect 1 July 2014.  It was also 
proposed to create an additional fee base line to the Project Type B of $20,000.00 to $50,000.00 and 
then $50,001.00 to $100,000.00 for the 2014-2015 financial year.  

Mr East advised that a total review of building services has been carried out which confirmed that there 
were insufficient staff levels to address a series of Building Control tasks.  Council acts as a building 
consent authority and is also required to carry out tasks as a territorial authority.  There is no ability to 
cost recover work carried out as a territorial authority.  Tasks need to be completed on an annual basis to 
meet compliance and to maintain Building Control Authority accreditation.  The next accreditation round 
by IANZ is due May 2014.  The budget allows for some of the territorial roles to be contracted out and for 
two additional staff. 

Members were advised that the flat fee regime was introduced on the 1 July 2013 but an issue with 
Category B consents has been noted in respect of the large value spread for work for values between 



Environment Committee - 28 November 2013 - Page 10 

$20,000 and $100,000.  It was considered that this was too restricted based on the type of work 
undertaken and the addition of fee ranges of $20,001 to $50,000 and $50,001 to $100,000 would provide 
a fairer range of fees. 

The suggestion of an express service where twice the fee is paid for consents to be processed in half the 
time was raised as something that could be put forward through the consultation process.  Members were 
advised that with the current level of resourcing this was something that Council could not do as it 
operates on a first in first served basis.  It was noted however, that this would be a suitable topic for the 
Council to explore as part of its “Smart and Connected” programme.  Staff expect to report on the matter 
further at a future meeting of the Environment Committee. 

Clrs Shenfield/Barsanti:   
1. That the current Building Consent fee structure is increased by 3% each year for each of the 

next three years, subject to the outcome of consultation. 
2. That additional fee ranges be created for Band B work.  $20,001.00 to $50,000.00 and 

$50,001.00 to $100,000.00.  
3. That the proposed fees are publicly notified and the special consultative process 

commence. 
4. That a Sub-committee be established comprised of Councillors Shenfield, Oddie and 

Arbuckle to hear and determine submissions. 

Proposed Building Consent Fees 2014/2015 

3% Fee increase 2014/15

Band Consent Category
Value

($)
Range

Zone 1 
($)

Zone 2 
($)

Zone 3 
($)

Zone 4 
($)

Zone 1 
($)

Zone 2 
($)

Zone 3 
($)

Zone 4 
($)

Single storey 3,500 3,700 3,900 5,500 3,650 3,850 4,050 5,700
With any part more than single storey 3,700 3,900 4,100 6,000 3,850 4,050 4,250 6,200
Single storey 3,800 4,000 4,200 7,100 3,950 4,150 4,350 7,350
With any part more than single storey 4,400 4,600 4,900 7,800 4,550 4,750 5,050 8,050
Single storey 4,500 4,800 5,000 7,900 4,650 4,950 5,150 8,150
With any part more than single storey 4,800 5,100 5,500 8,400 4,950 5,300 5,700 8,700
Single storey 5,300 5,500 5,700 8,600 5,500 5,700 5,900 8,900
With any part more than single storey 5,800 6,000 6,200 9,100 6,000 6,200 6,400 9,400

$1,500,001 - $4,000,000 N/A 8,500 9,000 9,500 11,500 8,800 9,300 9,800 11,850
$4,000,001 upward N/A 10,500 11,000 11,500 13,500 10,850 11,350 11,850 13,950

Band Consent Category
Value

($)
Range

Zone 1 
($)

Zone 2 
($)

Zone 3 
($)

Zone 4 
($)

Zone 1 
($)

Zone 2 
($)

Zone 3 
($)

Zone 4 
($)

Minor works < $5,000 350 400 550 1,150 400 450 600 1,200
$5,001 - $20,000 850 1,050 1,250 1,850 900 1,100 1,300 1,950

$20,001 - $50,000 1,450 1,590 1,730 3,760 1,500 1,650 1,800 3,900
$50,001 - $100,000 2,340 2,480 2,620 4,650 2,450 2,600 2,700 4,800

$100,001 - $400,000 3,200 3,280 3,420 5,450 3,300 3,400 3,550 5,650
$400,001 - $800,000 4,200 4,400 7,500 9,500 4,350 4,550 7,750 9,800

Band Consent Category
Value

($)
Range

Zone 1 
($)

Zone 2 
($)

Zone 3 
($)

Zone 4 
($)

Zone 1 
($)

Zone 2 
($)

Zone 3 
($)

Zone 4 
($)

Band C Drainage, Sewer Scheme, Solid fuel heaters N/A Installation of new or existing 320 340 360 650 330 360 380 670

Band Consent Category
Value

($)
Range

Zone 1 
($)

Zone 2 
($)

Zone 3 
($)

Zone 4 
($)

Zone 1 
($)

Zone 2 
($)

Zone 3 
($)

Zone 4 
($)

Band D Marquees Standard Marquees 200 220 240 530 210 230 250 550

Band Consent Category
Value

($)
Range

Zone 1 
($)

Zone 2 
($)

Zone 3 
($)

Zone 4 
($)

Zone 1 
($)

Zone 2 
($)

Zone 3 
($)

Zone 4 
($)

Up to $5000 91 131 171 751 100 140 180 780
5001-20000 182 262 342 1,502 190 270 360 1,550
20001-100000 284 364 444 1,604 300 380 460 1,660
100000-500000 427 547 667 2,407 440 570 690 2,480
500001 and above 650 790 930 2,960 670 820 960 3,050

All fees are GST inclusive and 
rounded to the nearest $50 for 
Bands A-B and to the nearest 

$10 for Bands C-E.

Band B

Significant projects will be charged as new 
work Dwelling addn, Commercial addn, 

Industrial addn, Communal addn non res, 
Outbuildings, Removal and demolition, 

Relocated to this site, Ancillary buildings.

N/A

Band E Multi use approval applications N/A

Band A Commercial, Industrial, Communal res, 
Communal non res, New dwelling

Up to $200,000

Updated fee for each zone

$200,001 - $400,000

$400,001 - $800,000

$800,001 - $1,500,000

Current Fees 2013
Consent fee for each zone
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Miscellaneous Building Consent Fees  
To be charged when they apply: 

• Structural component - consultants review fee Consultants Fee plus 15% 

• Specialist advice - consultants review fee Consultants Fee plus 15% 

• Recovery of charges by New Zealand Fire Service As Charged plus 15% 

Carried 

Fee increase of: 3%
Miscellaneous Building Consent Fees (incl. of GST unless stated) Current fees at 2013 2014/15 updated fees 
To be charged when they apply:
·                Structural component - consultants review fee Consultants Fee plus 15% Consultants Fee plus 15%
·                Specialist advice - consultants review fee Consultants Fee plus 15% Consultants Fee plus 15%
·                Recovery of charges by New Zealand Fire Service As Charged plus 15% As Charged plus 15%
Other Agency Charges

Levies (calculated exclusive (net) of GST)
BRANZ Levy - collected on behalf by MDC 
·               Less than $20,000 No Charge No Charge
·               $20,000 and greater $1.00 per $1000 $1.00 per $1000
MBIE Levy - collected on behalf by MDC 
·               Less than $20,000 No Charge No Charge
·               $20,000 and greater $2.01 per $1000 $2.01 per $1000
Related Matters
·               S71 Building Act Title Notations $800.00 $830.00
·               S75 Building Act Title Notations $800.00 $830.00
·               Waivers from the NZ Building Code - Application fee $153.00 $160.00
·               Waivers from the NZ Building Code - Processing fee $102.00 $110.00
·               Exemptions from swimming pool fencing requirements $153.00 $160.00
·               Cancellation of building consent $51.00 $60.00
·               Processing of full Private BCA Applications $120.00 $130.00
·               Officer charge out rate for work not covered by the Fee Schedule (per hour) $106.00 $110.00
·               Inspection fees when not part of a consent application  $123.00 $130.00
Building Warrants of Fitness and Compliance Schedules
·               Annual charge for all premises with Compliance Schedules $31.00 $40.00
·               Compliance Schedules (for first system) $61.00 $70.00
·               Compliance Schedules (for each subsequent system) $31.00 $40.00
·               Inspections for Building Warrants of Fitness $123.00 $130.00
·               Amendments to Compliance Schedules $150.00 $160.00
Certificate of Acceptance
·               Application fee $510.00 $530.00
·               Administration fee $26.00 $30.00
·               Processing fee (1% of the value of the work) 1% 1.2%
·               Minor certificate of acceptance $300.00 $310.00
average of $13,500 per CA as calculated by Bill 16/08, averaged down to 7k $7,000.00
Certificate for public use
·               Application fee $25.60 $30.00
·               Administration fee $102.00 $110.00
·              Each inspection $123.00 $130.00
Notices to fix/Serving notices $153.00 $160.00
Dam Safety Assurance Programmes
·               Reclassification of dam: Lodgement fee $51.00 $60.00
·               Logment of dam safety assurance programme $51.00 $60.00
·               Logment of dam safety compliance certificate $51.00 $60.00
·               Adm costs for transmiting reviews, clarifications or re-audit requirements $51.00 $60.00
·               Reviews, clarifications or re-audit by recognised engineer As Charged plus 7.5% As Charged plus 8%
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R.13/14.179 Dog Control Policy and Practices Annual 
Report 2012/2013 E305-000-001 

Members were advised that Section 10A of the Dog Control Act 1996 requires Council to prepare an 
annual report on its dog control activities for the previous financial year.  The annual report for 2012/2013 
was attached to the order paper for members’ information. 

Clrs Arbuckle/Brooks   
1. That the Dog Control Policy and Practices Annual Report for the 2012/2013 year be 

approved. 
2. That the report be publicly notified and a copy be provided to the Secretary of Local 

Government. 
Carried 

R.13/14.180 Koromiko School – Removal of Designation 
 DES0053 

Members were advised that the Ministry of Education has given notice that the Koromiko School is now 
closed and as the site is no longer required for education purposes requested that the designation be 
uplifted.   

Clrs Jerram/Arbuckle:   
That Council approve the removal of the designation for the closed Koromiko School in 
accordance with section 182 of the Resource Management Act 1991 and amend the 
Wairau/Awatere Resource Management Plan accordingly. 
Carried 

R.13/14.181 Information Package  
Clrs Shenfield/Barsanti:   
That the Regulatory Department Information Package dated 28 November 2013 be received and 
noted. 
Carried 

The meeting closed at 4.20 pm. 

Record No:  13408090 
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