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1. Confirmation of Sub-Committee Business 

RECOMMENDED 
That the following approvals granted by the Swimming Pools Sub-Committee under delegated 
authority (Environment Committee Minute R.13/14.166) be confirmed: 

• M Broughan - 38 Kaituna Track, Tua Marina - exemption to install a Coverstar safety pool 
cover in lieu of a fence (exemption pursuant to section 6 of the Fencing of Swimming Pools 
Act 1987). 

• A & C Black - 42 David Street, Blenheim - exemption to install a Coverstar safety pool 
cover in lieu of a fence (exemption pursuant to section 6 of the Fencing of Swimming Pools 
Act 1987). 

• D Gare & M Devault - 26B Severne Street, Blenheim - exemption to install a Coverstar safety 
pool cover in lieu of a fence (exemption pursuant to section 6 of the Fencing of Swimming 
Pools Act 1987). 

• J Barnes - 7 Fuchsia Place, Blenheim - exemption to install a Coverstar safety pool cover 
in lieu of a fence (exemption pursuant to section 6 of the Fencing of Swimming Pools 
Act 1987). 

• J A McConaghey - 376 Wakamarina Road, Canvastown, Havelock - approval to use a 
lockable cover on an unfenced spa pool (exemption pursuant to section 6 of the Fencing of 
Swimming Pools Act 1987). 

• T Katavich & H Crowe - 5613 Kenepuru Road, Waitaria Bay, Marlborough Sounds - approval 
to use a lockable cover on an unfenced spa pool (exemption pursuant to section 6 of the 
Fencing of Swimming Pools Act 1987). 

• I Bryce - 81A McLauchlan Street, 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). 

• A Stone - 169A Middle Renwick 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). 
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2. Spring 2014 New Zealand National Groundwater Pesticide 
Survey Report 

(Clr Jerram) (Report prepared by Peter Davidson) ENV-007-001 

Purpose 
1. To present the report “National Survey of Pesticides in Groundwater 2014” (attached separately). 

2. 
 
Presentation of the report by Murray Close from ESR (20 minutes). 

 

Background 
2. Every four years since 1990 a national survey has been carried out to measure the presence of 

pesticides in groundwater across most regions of New Zealand.  Marlborough has been involved 
since 1994.  

3. The Crown research institute ESR, which specialises in environmental chemistry, coordinate the 
survey.  The costs of laboratory analysis and reporting have been provided by both regional 
councils and central government, and are currently provided by the regional councils. 

4. A four year snapshot of levels is generally sufficient to quantify changes in pesticide levels in the 
aquifers and Council complement this with its own measurements at targeted sites on an annual 
basis.  

5. More frequent surveys would be prohibitive given the analytical cost of measuring the presence of 
chemicals at the extremely low concentrations in water that can be harmful to human health.  

6. Water samples are taken in spring when the highest annual rains are received in most regions and 
conditions exist to leach pesticides downwards to the groundwater water table where samples are 
taken from. 

7. A national picture of pesticide levels in aquifers is valuable because it provides an overview of 
changes in space and time within a national context and set of human drinking water standards.  

8. Water samples are analysed at the same laboratory with consistent methods and detection limits to 
eliminate the possibility of differences in testing methods affecting measurements.  

9. A benefit of the national survey is that it provides a national context for each of the regions to 
benchmark against and is aligned with the concept of national reporting (EMAR). 

10. Council sample the same wells each year so that any changes over time can be quantified.  Some 
pesticides are very persistent and immobile meaning they may take decades to move from the soil 
to groundwater.  

11. For example, the chemical dieldrin is an insecticide used historically for controlling parasites in 
sheep in New Zealand.  It has been detected in shallow wells in the Waikato and Southland 
regions.  Although it was widely used on the Wairau Plain, it has not been detected there.  
Modelling has shown that even when it was not used for 40 years, it can still be slowly moving 
through the soil and into groundwater and may be detected in the groundwater in the future.  

12. Council staff sampled groundwater from 17 wells in 2014 representing aquifers most vulnerable to 
land use contamination and areas where historical land uses involved known pesticide use.  All 
municipal well fields were sampled as part of the survey as standard procedure. 
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Findings 
13. No pesticides were detected at any of the 17 wells sampled in Marlborough during 2014, which is 

consistent with most previous studies.  One or two wells had pesticides detected in the surveys 
from 1994 to 2006, but no pesticides in wells sampled in 2010 and 2014. 

14. There were a total of 165 wells sampled in the 2014 national survey.  There were 28 wells (17%) 
with pesticides detected.  Pesticides were not detected in sampled wells from Hawkes Bay (12), 
Taranaki (5), Horizons (23), Greater Wellington (11), Marlborough (17), Canterbury (5) and 
Otago (8).  Twenty one different pesticides were detected in the sampled wells.   

15. There were four pesticide detections exceeding 1 mg m-3 with only one of the sampled wells 
exceeding the maximum acceptable value (MAV) for drinking water.  Dieldrin was detected at a 
concentration of 0.043 mg m-3 which was slightly in excess of the MAV of 0.04 mg m-3 (Ministry of 
Health 2008).  The next highest detection relative to the MAV was for terbuthylazine at 17% of the 
MAV with the remainder of detections being < 5% of the MAV. 

Summary 
16. Levels of pesticides in Marlborough groundwaters remain low. 

17. Council will continue to participate in the National Pesticide Survey because of its national as well 
as local importance for measuring the safeness of local groundwater and influence of land uses on 
underground water resources.     

RECOMMENDED 
That the report be received. 
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3. Environmental Education Programme 
(Clr Jerram) (Report prepared by Peter Hamill) E340-006-001 

Purpose 
1. Report on the environmental education initiatives carried out by the Environmental Science and 

Monitoring Team. 

2. 
 
A short presentation will be given by Peter Hamill and Anna Crowe (10 minutes). 

 

Background 
3. The Environmental Science and Monitoring Section is involved in a range of educational 

programmes throughout the district, including school and community education programmes.   

4. A number of environmental education programmes have been developed to raise the awareness of 
biodiversity issues in primary schools across Marlborough.  The delivery of these programmes is 
achieved through our Freshwater Educator, Anna Crowe.  Anna delivers the hands on programmes 
in both the classroom as well as out in the field during school field trips. 

5. Staff are involved with the Marlborough Girls College sustainability course where they give 
presentations to the students in the classroom and assist them in the collection of field data.  

6. The Department of Conservation, Sport Tasman, Marlborough Orienteering Club and the Council 
worked together to run the “Amazing Eco Race” at Meadowbank Station in November 2014.  The 
event is designed as a family friendly event that teaches the participants about biodiversity and 
conservation in Marlborough, while out enjoying the environment. 

7. Staff are also regularly giving talks on their specialist topic areas to a range of community groups 
throughout the year.  

Summary 
8. Staff are involved in a range of educational programmes throughout the district and also regularly 

giving talks on their specialist topic areas throughout the year. 

RECOMMENDED 
That the information be received. 
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4. Water Quality in the Are Are Creek Catchment 
(Clr Jerram) (Report prepared by Steffi Henkel) E375-006-001-02 

Purpose 
1. To present the report ‘Water Quality in the Are Are Creek Catchment’ (attached separately). 

2. 
 
A short presentation will be provided (10 minutes). 

 

Background 
3. Regular State of the Environment monitoring has shown that the water quality in Are Are Creek is 

marginal.  High Soluble Inorganic Nitrogen concentrations and frequently high turbidity and E. coli 
concentrations were the predominant forms of degradation, but elevated Dissolved Reactive 
Phosphorus concentrations and occasional high water temperatures are additional concerns. 

4. Are Are Creek flows through the Kaituna valley and is a tributary of the Wairau River.  Large pine 
production forest covers the hills of the catchment, while the valley floor is dominated by pastoral 
land use.   

5. An investigative study was carried out in 2013 and 2014 identify the sources of the water quality 
degradation.  A total of 24 sites located throughout the catchment were sampled on up to 
six sampling runs.  Physical and chemical measurements were taken at each of the sites.  In 
addition, flow measurements were conducted on four of the sites during very low flows in March 
2014. 

 
Figure 1: Sites sampled as part of the Are Are Creek water quality investigation in 2013/14. 
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Summary 
6. A number of parameters exceeded guideline values for the protection of ecological and recreational 

values at the majority of sites monitored.  

7. The site with the worst water quality was located on a small tributary in the mid catchment (Site 5).  
Further investigations revealed direct discharge of sewage, together with effluent discharges and 
silage leachate, was causing the deterioration in water quality.  Remediation works were initiated 
by the Compliance Group and are on-going.  

8. At the majority of the other sites direct livestock access and lack of shading by tall bank vegetation 
were key contributors to poor water quality.   

9. Nitrate leachate from pastoral land use into subsurface flow and groundwater entering Are Are 
Creek in the mid and lower reaches caused elevated Soluble Inorganic Nitrogen concentrations. 

RECOMMENDED 
1. That the report be received. 

2. That the Compliance Team continues work with the landowner of the Site 5 tributary. 

3. Creation of a catchment enhancement plan containing measures to improve water quality 
throughout the catchment. 
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5. Dairyshed Effluent and Stream Crossing Survey 
2014/2015 

(Clr Barsanti) (Report prepared by Lauren Kensington) E330-001-004 & E330-001-005 

Purpose 
1. To inform the Committee of the Compliance Group’s monitoring of dairyshed effluent and stream 

crossings and present the report “Dairyshed Effluent and Stream Crossing Survey 2014/2015” 
(attached separately). 

2. 
 
A short presentation will be provided (10 minutes). 

 

Background 
3. The dairyshed effluent and stream crossing survey is an annual audit which Council staff undertake 

on all of Marlborough’s operating dairy farms.  At the time of the 2014/15 survey, there were 56 
operating dairy farms.  

4. The purpose of the survey is to ensure compliance with the Marlborough Sounds Resource 
Management Plan (MSRMP) rules for dairy effluent, or resource consents, promote good dairy 
effluent management, provide information to dairy farmers on effluent systems and the best 
management practices. 

5. Stream crossings are also checked during the dairyshed effluent survey.  All areas where dairy 
cattle walk through waterways must be eliminated.  Those properties with remaining stream 
crossings are checked for progress toward elimination. 

Comments 
Dairyshed Effluent in Marlborough 
6. A traffic light system is used to indicate compliance with permitted activity rules of the MSRMP or 

the respective resource consent conditions for each farm.  A national criteria for assessing dairy 
effluent compliance has been created and Council works with this criteria.  

7. Dairy effluent inspections were undertaken using the ‘cold calling’ method for the 2014/15 survey in 
order to be in line with other regional councils throughout New Zealand. 

Washdown Collection, Containment and Application Systems 
8. Dairy farms in Marlborough have many different forms of solid separators, sumps and storage 

facilities for dairyshed effluent.  These components are inspected during the survey.  

9. Non-compliance with permitted activity rules or consent conditions in the 2014/15 survey was due 
to compromised storage facilities, concern that nitrogen loading was exceeding 200kg/ha/yr in the 
disposal area or other consent condition requirements.  Significant non-compliance in 2014/15 was 
due to repeated instances of non-compliance with no changes, location of effluent storage 
collection/ containment system being within 20 metres of a waterway without resource consent or a 
discharge to land causing ponding. 

10. Council carried out follow up visits or correspondence with the non-compliant rated dairy farms 
and is continuing to actively engage with those farms, who are currently rated as significant 
non-compliant.  
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Stream Crossings 
11. It was expected that all stream crossings would have been eliminated by the end of December 

2013 to coincide with Fonterra’s condition of supply, which required fencing and stream crossing 
elimination by that date.  

12. Council’s stream crossing survey shows that of the 229 stream crossings originally surveyed 
between 2002 and 2007, there are still 34 crossings remaining in 2014/15.  

Summary 
13. Council inspected 56 dairy farms in 2014/15.  The percentage of farms that were rated as full 

compliance was 70%. 

14. Non-compliance has reduced slightly compared with 2013/14, however, many of those farms that 
were previously rated non-compliant are now significant non-compliance.  

15. There was an increase in significant non-compliance compared with the 2013/14 survey as many 
farms that were previously rated as non-compliant had not made changes to their system, so they 
have been graduated through the compliance rating system to significant non-compliance.  Council 
is actively working with these farms.  

16. Stream crossing elimination is continuing to progress, albeit slowly.  There are a small number of 
farms with the majority of stream crossings remaining, for example one farm has 11 of the 
remaining 34 stream crossings.   

RECOMMENDED 
That the report be received. 
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6. Marine Biosecurity - Pest Incursions Update 
(Clr Brooks) (Report prepared by Jono Underwood) E315-012-004 & E315-012-007 

Purpose 
1. To report on the situation with the two marine pest incursions that have occurring within the last 

two years and also recent marine pest detection. 

2. 
 
Jono Underwood will give a presentation (10 minutes). 

 

Background 
3. The Biosecurity team at Council has been leading both response and management activities 

relating to two recent marine pest incursions in to Marlborough. 

4. Activities have primarily focussed on the use of specialist divers to conduct surveys to both find and 
remove specimens if not too numerous.  All activities to date have been carried out with both 
in-kind and financial support from the Ministry for Primary Industries (MPI), Port Marlborough and 
the Marine Farming Association.     

5. The first incursion of the invasive clubbed tunicate Styela clava detected in June 2013 has been 
found to be well established in Picton and Waikawa.  However, densities remain low and there is 
an ongoing objective of suppressing the population. 

6. More recently, the invasive fanworm Sabella spallanzanii was detected on a vessel in Waikawa 
Bay in February 2014, then in Picton Marina in November 2014 (the two are not believed to be 
related).  Further fanworm were detected again in Picton Marina in May 2015. 

7. There is still an emphasis to both try and detect Sabella and trace/monitor the vessels and their 
mooring locations that have been detected to date.  

8. In late May 2015, a vessel was detected in Waikawa Bay with both Styela clava and Sabella.  The 
owner/skipper was very supportive, with a Council-initiated response seeing divers remove the 
pests after moving the vessel to Picton Marina within 24 hours.  The following day the vessel owner 
immediately slipped the vessel, which effectively entirely removed the threat.  

9. Ongoing involvement with other councils is highlighting the difficulties in preventing infected 
vessels moving between regional waters of New Zealand and transporting these marine pests with 
them.  

Summary 
10. Council biosecurity staff are currently working through issues with marine pests, both as a result of 

a recent establishment, ongoing detections of a high threat species and risk vessels coming into 
Marlborough. 

11. Due to the awareness levels created as a result of the Top of the South Marine Biosecurity 
Partnership, passive surveillance has proven to be relatively successful.  However, there remains 
to be no active surveillance programme currently in place in Marlborough.  Therefore, there could 
still be pests established away from areas subject to the recent responses that have not yet been 
detected. 

12. Marine biosecurity continues to rise in profile and something that may need further emphasis upon 
in the future.  

RECOMMENDED 
That the information be received. 
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7. Aids to Navigation  
(Clr Barsanti) (Report prepared by the Deputy Harbour Master)  H100-005-14 

Purpose 
1. The purpose of this report is to update the Committee of the on-going management of Aids to 

Navigation (AtoN). 

Background 
2. Council is responsible for the provision and servicing of 98 AtoN in the region which include, 

beacons, buoys, channel markers and leading lights.  The collective replacement cost of these 
units is estimated at $1.38 million as of May 2015.  

3. These AtoN 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.    

4. In late 2012 the organisation contracted to carry out the management of AtoN within the 
Marlborough region failed to renew terms and the contract was put to tender.  No cost effective 
option was presented and the management of AtoN was brought ‘in house’ to be carried out 
internally by the Harbours department.  

5. Following the decision to bring the AtoN contract ‘in house’ a 6.5 metre vessel ‘Astrolabe’ was 
purchased for the purpose of servicing AtoNs and this vessel was brought into service in 
November 2013.  

AtoNs Update: June 2015 
6. The winter season has caused two light failures, namely Snake Point in Queen Charlotte Sound 

and Turn Point North in Pelorus Sound.  The faults with both lights were rectified within timeframes 
as specified in our operating procedures. 

7. Ongoing power problems with the East Head light during the winter of 2014 resulted in a need for a 
new power set up.  This was installed on 27 May 2015.  The new system is expected to provide 
sufficient power throughout the winter season.  East Head is a Category 1 Light.  

8. Routine checks of AtoN will commence from the 1st June to ensure each AtoN continues to be 
connected every 6 months.   

9. The Motuara Cardinal mark continues to be delayed due to not being able to have the contractor 
on site in suitable weather conditions.   

10. A ‘first draft’ of AtoN management and monitoring database has been reviewed and suggested 
changes are now being made by the developer.         

Note: IALA specifies 3 categories for AtoN.  ‘Category 1’ AtoN are defined as being ‘of primary 
navigational significance’ and have the highest availability requirement.  Tory Channel Leading 
lights are the only Category 1 AtoN under Council control.  

Over 90% of AtoN under Council control are listed Category 2 being defined by IALA as ‘of 
navigational significance’. 
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Conclusion 
11. IALA standards for all lit AtoN have been achieved for the past 6 weeks. 

12. Establishment of the Motuara North cardinal continues to be a challenge in so far as co-ordinating 
the Contractor in suitable weather conditions. 

RECOMMENDED 
That the information be received. 
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8. Marine Farm Light Audits  
(Clr Barsanti) (Report prepared by the Harbour Master) H100-004-03 

Purpose 
1. The purpose of this report is to update the Committee of the ongoing marine farm light audits that 

are being carried out. 

Background 
2. The Committee will be aware that Council has reviewed conditions of consent attached to 

individual marine farm consents.  This process included a review of farm lighting requirements. 

3. Since authorisation of lighting requirements for individual farms/sites is dealt with under the 
Maritime Transport Act, this was seen as an ideal opportunity to rationalise the number of lights 
each farm required and sought to introduce retro reflective tape in conjunction with radar reflectors, 
where appropriate, in areas where it was considered that lights would be superfluous, particularly 
on the in-shore side of farms.  

4. Since the majority of consents have now been reviewed, an audit to record compliance with lighting 
requirements has now been resumed, a matter the Marine Farm Association was advised of in 
advance.   

5. Set out below, in tabular and graph form, is a summary of the marine farm areas audited to date.  
In addition, a graph has been added to show responses received from individual farmers, 
particularly those who had deficiencies recorded.  Farmers are allowed 1 month within which to 
rectify deficiencies and to report this to the Harbour Master.     

Area Date Farms 
Inspected 

Farms 
Compliant 

Farms with 1 
or More Light 
Extinguished 
or insufficient 

number of 
lights fitted 

Farms with 
no Lights 

Operational 

Other Non 
Compliance 

Responses 
by Due 

Date 

Port Underwood 4 Sept 
2014 

46 34 12 0 0 2 

Port Gore 24 Sept 
2014 

14 8 3 3 0 4 

Croisilles 
Harbour –
French Pass 

2 and 3 
December 

2014 

43 4 14 3 22 16 

Kenepuru 11 
February 

2015  

39 17 5 0 17 16 

Nikau/Nydia/ 
Maori/Scotts 
Bay/Hikapu 
Reach  

31 March 
2015 

41 24 7 0 10 12 

Totals  183 87 41 6 49 50 
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6. There is still considerable variability with respect to requirements relating to the inshore marking of 

marine farms and work to clarify matters in conjunction with the Marine Farming Association has 
been completed. 

7. It has also been noted that on several farms more long-lines are in the water than is permitted by 
the resource consent.  Where this has occurred, the matter has been referred to the Compliance 
Unit. 

Conclusion 
8. The results of the audit undertaken to date are shown in tabular form.  It has been noted that there 

has been a continuing improvement in overall compliance.  However, responses from farmers have 
shown a significant increase.  

RECOMMENDED 
That the information be received. 
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9. Marlborough Marine Oil Spill Contingency Plan 
(Clr Barsanti) (Report prepared by the Harbour Master) H100-007-002-04 

Purpose 
1. The purpose of this report is to inform the Committee of the review of the Marlborough Marine Oil 

Spill Contingency Plan. 

Background 
2. The Maritime Transport Act 1994 (the Act) at section 288 sets out the purpose of a regional marine 

oil spill contingency plan “to promote a planned and regionally co-ordinated response to marine oil 
spills”. 

3. Section 290 of the Act requires that regional oil spill contingency plans are reviewed regularly, not 
less frequently that every 3 years.  Once a review is completed, the draft plan is submitted to the 
Director for approval.  The current plan expires during August 2015. 

4. The Act requires that consultation with identified parties is undertaken, and specifically identifies 
representative of tangata whenua and the Department of Conservation.  Additionally, the Act 
identifies persons using the coastal resources within the region and any other persons considered 
appropriate as parties that  must be consulted on the revised draft plan.  A list of interested parties 
has been compiled and is being used in the consultation process. 

5. The plan consists of a number of chapters and annexes.  Chapters are taken directly from the 
National Oil Spill Contingency Plan and therefore fall outside the scope of consultation.  Annex, on 
the other hand, contain local information that is unique to each region and covers matters such as 
contact details, equipment and movement and behaviour of oil.  The annex outlining the 
environmental sensitivities of the region and identifying preferred response options have been 
revised and this annex as well as the operational section of the plan are being consulted on. 

6. Consultation letters and a draft of the two documents have been circulated to the identified parties, 
with the closing date for comments being 12 June 2015.  Comments will be reviewed and the 
necessary amendments made as appropriate.  Copies of the relevant documents are attached 
separately to this item for the Committee’s information.     

Conclusion 
7. The Act requires the regular review of the regional marine oil spill contingency plan at periods not 

less frequent than 3 years.  The review process includes the requirement to consult with identified 
parties. 

8. The annex dealing with environmental sensitivities and outlining response options as well as the 
operation section of the plan have been revised and have been circulated to interested parties for 
comment.  The submission period closes on 12 June 2015. 

9. Comments received will be reviewed and, where appropriate, integrated within the plan.   

RECOMMENDED 
That the information be received. 
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10. Reserved Swimming Areas 
(Clr Barsanti) (Report prepared by the Harbour Master) H100-002-07 

Purpose 
1. The purpose of this report is to inform the Committee of two requests for reserved areas received 

from local Resident Associations. 

Background 
2. The Harbour Master has received requests from the Tirimoana/Anakiwa and Okiwi Bay Resident 

Associations seeking permission to establish the following: 

a) Tirimoana/Anakiwa - to establish a swimming platform adjacent to the Outward Bound jetty. 
b) Okiwi Bay - to establish a swimming platform and marked swimming lane to the east of the 

launching ramp. 

3. The rafts in both areas enjoy significant use over the summer period which is the basis for both 
associations have approached the Harbour Master.  In discussions with the locals, the rafts have 
been in place informally for several years. 

4. The Council’s Navigation Bylaws, at Clause 3.9, provides for: 

a) The Council may, on application, or of its own mind, may from time-to-time, by Public 
Notice, and in the interest of navigation safety, reserve any specified area for a specific 
purpose. 

b) A reservation under this Clause of the Bylaws may be made on such conditions and for 
such period or periods of time as the Council may Specify in the Notice. 

c) Every reserved area under this Clause of the Bylaws shall be indicated by notice boards 
that are prominently displayed on the land at the extreme ends of the area. 

5. The Council has previously granted similar areas in other parts of the Sounds, for example a 
water-ski lane in Ngawhakawhiti. 

6. The requested reserved area in Okiwi Bay is particularly important to the local residents as there is 
a water-ski lane and launching ramp in close proximity to the west - please see the diagram below: 
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7. In both cases the Resident Associations have undertaken to be responsible for the maintenance of 
the raft and, in the case of Okiwi Bay, the buoys as well.  The Tirimoana/Anakiwa Resident 
Association will remove the raft at the end of April each year, re-instituting it at the end of October.  
The raft is in relatively shallow water and, according to the Association, is unlikely to cause 
impedance for vessels in the area. 

8. The Okiwi Bay proposal is slightly less straight forward.  The buoys that are to be deployed 
(supplied by the Harbour Office) will be removed prior to each winter and again deployed prior to 
summer.  The weight holding the raft in place is difficult to move mainly due to the fact that it is in 
water that is too shallow to allow for a vessel to lift the block.  The residents propose that the raft 
remain in situ year round.  Establishment of the buoyed area will additionally provide a margin of 
safety from the launching ramp and water-ski lane for swimmers. 

Conclusion 
9. The Resident Associations of Tirimoana/Anakiwa and Okiwi Bay have approached the Harbour 

Master seeking permission to establish a swimming raft over the summer period and, in the case of 
Okiwi Bay, a marked swimming area as well. 

10. Council’s Navigation Bylaws provide for Council to reserve specific areas for activities either on 
application or of its own mind. 

11. The rafts have been in place informally and residents now wish to regularise these.  Buoys for the 
proposed swimming lane in Okiwi Bay will be provided by the Harbour Office. 

RECOMMENDED 
1. That the information be received. 

2. That Council reserves the areas at Tirimoana/Anakiwa and Okiwi Bay for the use of 
swimming and establishing the swim rafts. 
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11. Harbour Maritime Safety Management Manual 
(Clr Barsanti) (Report prepared by the Harbour Master) H100-001-01 

Purpose 
1. The purpose of this report is to update the Committee on the recent Maritime New Zealand visit to 

test the Council and Port Marlborough’s Maritime Safety Management System (MSMS) manuals 
for compliance with the Port and Harbour Marine Safety Code. 

Background 
2. The NZ Port and Harbour Marine Safety Code (the Code) introduced the requirement for Council to 

undertake a risk assessment and develop a MSMS.  The purpose of a MSMS is to identify the 
manner in which Council manages the safety of the harbour, including the protection of persons, 
property and the environment. 

3. Confirming that the MSMS documents meet the standards set down in the Code involved a 
desktop review of the relevant documents verified at a subsequent site visit.  The purpose of the 
site visit was to demonstrate how the MSMS is implemented and maintained.  

4. The desktop review of the MSMS followed by a site visit (on 23 February), with the assessment 
focussing on the system used to regularly assess and manage port and harbour risks. 

5. The panel’s observations were that the Council and Port Marlborough’s MSMS were found to be 
comprehensive, providing a solid framework for the management of navigation safety in 
Marlborough, and this has subsequently been verified by letter from the working group that the 
MSMS for Marlborough (both Council’s and Port Marlborough’s) be confirmed as being consistent 
with the Code requirements.  

6. The MSMS document has been placed on the Council’s website. 

Summary 
7. The NZ Port and Harbour Marine Safety Code introduced the requirement to prepare a Safety 

Management System following the completion of a risk assessment.   

8. The MSMS document was submitted to Maritime New Zealand for a desk top assessment which 
was followed by a site visit late February. 

9. The site visit confirmed that the Council and Port Marlborough’s MSMS is consistent with the Code 
requirements and this was confirmed by a letter from the working group.  

RECOMMENDED 
That the information be received. 
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12. Information Package 
 

RECOMMENDED 
That the Regulatory Department Information Package dated 11 June 2015 be received and noted. 
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