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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: 

• D McAllister & L Larcombe – 4 Vickerman Street, Grovetwon - 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 & L Wheeler – 80 Dillons Point Road, Blenheim - exemption for doors opening into 
pool area  (exemption pursuant to section 6 of the Fencing of Swimming Pools 
Act 1987). 

• S & P Adams – 32A Boyce Street, Renwick - exemption to install 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 Lloyd – 241 Jacksons Road, 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). 

• M  W Davis – 13 Golf View Close, Fairhall, 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). 

• S A Archdael – 167 Old Renwick Road, Blenheim – exemption to reinstall a Coverstar 
safety pool cover as confirmed by the installer (exemption pursuant to section 6 of the 
Fencing of Swimming Pools Act 1987). 

• D O’Keeffe, L J Briggs & D R Anderson – 8 Hawkwood Place, Witherlea Blenheim - 
exemption to reinstall a Save T 3 safety pool cover as confirmed by the installer 
(exemption pursuant to section 6 of the Fencing of Swimming Pools Act 1987). 

• S J & L K Overton – 55 Shandon Road, Waihopai Valley, Blenheim - exemption to 
reinstall a Save T 3 safety pool cover as confirmed by the installer (exemption 
pursuant to section 6 of the Fencing of Swimming Pools Act 1987). 
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2. Wairau Estuary Ecological Study 
(Clr Jerram) (Report prepared by Steve Urlich) E325-006-006-03 

Purpose 
1. To provide the Committee with the results from recent monitoring of the Wairau Estuary.  State of 

the Environment Monitoring of Wairau Estuary, Cawthron, report attached separately. 

2. 
 
Anna Berthelsen, marine ecologist from Cawthron, will give a short presentation (15 minutes). 

 

Background 
3. The Wairau Estuary and Lagoons (estuary) are an ecologically significant and culturally important 

ecosystem, covering over 1500 hectares and containing an array of human and biological values. 

4. The Boulder Bank (Te Pokohiwi) is the earliest known archaeological site of human habitation in 
New Zealand.  The complexity of waterways and lagoons provide habitats for over 90 bird species, 
including species such as the white heron, and international migratory birds such as the godwit. 

5. This is the first major study since Dr George Knox of Canterbury University did his ecological 
assessments in 1983 and 1990.  Much has changed since then, including river engineering works 
up river and at the mouth of the estuary, and the upgrade of the Blenheim sewerage treatment 
facility and extension of outfall pipe which now discharges farther out towards the mouth. 

6. The estuary has an unusual hydrological system, being what is termed a ‘choked’ lagoon.  This 
means the tidal movement from the expansive lagoons is constrained by the narrow channel where 
it meets the river (Figure 2).  Consequently, there is over a two hour delay for each outgoing tide to 
exit the lagoons.  

7. The Cawthron Institute study comprised two parts: broad-scale mapping of inter-tidal (area of 
seabed between spring high and low tidal levels) and estuary fringe (the area above spring high 
tide) habitats; and fine-scale analysis of sediment characteristics, nutrients and contaminants. 

8. Cawthron trialled the use of a drone to film inter-tidal habitats.  This offers a cost-effective way to 
map large areas in high-definition, particularly areas difficult to access.   

9. Local iwi were notified several months prior to the study occurring, but chose not to participate.  
The Cawthron report will be made available to iwi, and also passed to the Department of 
Conservation who are currently working with local iwi on a management plan for the estuary. 

10. An addition to this study was the involvement of several individuals with long associations with the 
estuary.  Their historical observations proved very useful in understanding how the estuary has 
changed.  This included Ron Perano, who grew up on the Boulder Bank in the 1930s and 40s. 

11. There are opportunities for others with reminisces of environmental changes to contribute to the next 
monitoring study in 2020.  Council’s coastal webpages now have the facility to “Tell Your Story”:   
http://www.marlborough.govt.nz/Environment/Coastal/Community-Involvement/Tell-Your-Story.aspx 
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Figure 1:  Wairau Estuary and Lagoons - Ecologically Significant Site 8.2.  

 

 
Figure 2:  Type and extent of different intertidal habitat types in the estuary from the Cawthron report. 
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Comments 
12. Overall, Cawthron advised that the estuary is “exhibiting signs of being in a fair to compromised 

environmental condition”.  This is because key estuary functions and values have changed over 
time, such as the loss of seagrass beds and increased sedimentation.  They caution that the 
results should be seen in the context of the ‘choked’ lagoon structure, when compared to other 
estuaries.   

13. Cawthron suggest that a better understanding of past hydrological changes on estuary function 
from river engineering works is needed for interpreting future monitoring results.  For example, the 
Wairau River used to partly flow into the Opawa River but was blocked in 1917.  The Wairau 
diversion constructed in the 1960s also reduced the flow into the lagoons.  In 2009, a control 
structure was built near the State Highway 1 bridge at Tuamarina to divert more flow into the lower 
Wairau, to reduce the build up of silts deposits at the confluence of the river and lagoons.  A river 
guide bank at the estuary mouth was built in 1960 and extended in 2009 to also improve flushing 
and flow. 

14. At a broad-scale, there were extensive areas of native salt marsh habitat in the estuary fringe.  
However, much of this had limited connectivity to the estuarine habitat, reflecting changing 
hydrological patterns.  There was no seagrass (or eelgrass) present compared to historical times.   

15. In the fine-scale sampling areas, there were no obvious signs of pollution.  Contaminant and heavy 
metal levels sampled in the estuary were within national guideline levels, with the exception of 
nickel.  However, nickel levels may be naturally attributable to the underlying catchment geology. 

16. There was evidence of extremely high mud content in the fine-scale sampling areas in the upper 
lagoon and big lagoon.  Ron Perano recalled being able to walk all over the big lagoon in his youth 
at mid-tide.  He believed it has become muddier over time and says that the lagoons are filling in.   

17. In the next monitoring survey in 2020, sediment coring may occur to identify sedimentation rates.  
Cawthron made several other recommendations around monitoring methods,, which will be 
considered for the next survey.  In the interval, Cawthron has suggested areas for investigation that 
will add valuable context to understanding the long-term changes to the estuary. 

Summary 
18. The Cawthron Institute has recently undertaken an ecological survey of the Wairau estuary.  This 

comprised mapping of different habitats including vegetation patterns.  Fine-scale sampling of 
sediments did not reveal any problems with contaminants.  However, the estuary may be getting 
muddier in the upper and big lagoon areas.  Cawthron gathered long-term observations from 
several people, which has brought a human perspective to the study.  The survey provides a 
valuable ‘point-in-time’ from which future monitoring can be assessed.  Overall, the estuary is in a 
fair state, with some indication that it may be under ecological stress.  However, further 
investigations, such as sediment coring to identify sedimentation rates, and hydrological studies 
following river engineering works, would add to our understanding of the condition and trends of 
this important ecosystem.  These will be considered in time for the next monitoring in 2020. 

RECOMMENDED 
That the report “State of the Environment Monitoring of Wairau Estuary”, be received. 

Environment - 3 September 2015 - Page 4 



3. Significant Marine Site - D’Urville Island 
(Clr Jerram) (Report prepared by Steve Urlich) E325-002-004 

Purpose 
1. To provide the Committee with the results from a survey of the largest biogenic significant marine 

site identified in Marlborough.  D’Urville Island, NIWA Wellington, report attached separately. 

2. 
 
Dr Helen Neil, marine geologist from NIWA, will give a short presentation (15 minutes). 

 

Background 
1. This item relates to an item from the most recent Committee meeting on the significant marine sites 

survey and monitoring programme. 

2. The largest subtidal biogenic (or ‘living habitat’) site identified in the 2011 ecologically significant 
marine sites report is a 6000 hectare area off the northwest coast of D’Urville Island (Figure 1). 

3. The information underpinning this site came from a scientific report in 1983 that identified bryozoan 
corals of the Separation Point type (Figure 2) in northeast Tasman Bay.  However, the extent and 
actual location of these bryozoan formations was not accurately defined at that time. 

4. Bryozoan corals are three dimensional structures that provide nooks and crannies for marine 
invertebrates and small fish to hide.  The hard surfaces provide establishment sites for sessile 
organisms and algae.  This complexity supports a greater abundance of fish than bare seabed. 

5. The bryozoan habitats at Separation Point between Tasman and Golden Bay are protected from 
bottom trawling and dredging.  This is because of the importance of these habitats to snapper and 
other commercial fish species. 

 
Figure 1:  Location of the ecologically significant marine site off northwest D’Urville Island (Site 2.3). 

http://www.marlborough.govt.nz/Environment/Coastal/Ecologically-Significant-Marine-Sites.aspx 
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Figure 2:  Excerpt from significant marine sites publication on Separation Point corals. 

Comments 
3. Given the scale of this area, NIWA was commissioned to undertake seabed characterisation using 

their inshore vessel RV Ikatere.  The RV Ikatere has recently been fitted out with a new multibeam 
echosounder (MBES).   

4. This was the commissioning survey for the equipment, which provided an opportunity for the 
Council to have the work done for significantly reduced cost.  Envirolink funding has also assisted. 

5. NIWA is the main provider of bathymetry and habitat characterisation.  A MBES survey enables 
such features as small rocky reefs to be identified and mapped in three dimensions.  This uses the 
speed, strength and direction of the return signal.  The MBES projects a fan of beams (swath) 
which means large areas can be mapped efficiently. 

6. Dr Neil will present the findings of the survey, which covered 100 square kilometres.  This includes 
the appended report, a digital GIS data delivery, a graphic portfolio, and two posters for community 
outreach which show examples of the different seabed habitat types identified. 

7. Further work is planned to collect video and pictures from the area.  The results of all this baseline 
data collection will be considered by the significant marine sites expert panel in evaluating the 
ecological significance of the values identified, and their spatial extent. 

Summary 
8. A large significant marine site off the northwestern side of D’Urville Island has been surveyed to 

characterise seabed habitats.  This was done by NIWA using state of the art MBES equipment on 
their inshore vessel RV Ikatere.  NIWA is to present the findings of the survey.  The information will 
be considered by the significant marine sites expert panel in due course. 

RECOMMENDED 
That the report “Multibeam echo-sounder mapping to identify seafloor habitats northwest of 
D’Urville Island”, be received. 
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4. Recreational Water Quality - Summer 2014/2015 
(Clr Jerram) (Report prepared by Steffi Henkel) E370-007-001 

Purpose 
1. To present the 2014/15 Recreational Water Quality Report (attached separately). 

Background 
2. Thirteen coastal beaches and nine river sites were sampled weekly from the beginning of 

November 2014 until the end of March 2015. 

3. The samples were analysed for the concentration of faecal indicator bacteria, E. coli for river sites 
and Enterococci for coastal waters.  

4. Based on national guidelines, the risk to recreational users in regard to contracting a waterborne 
disease while swimming was assessed.  High concentrations of indicator bacteria mean that the 
water is contaminated with faecal matter and there is a higher risk of becoming ill after swimming.  
Figure 1 shows the guideline values and the actions the Council took depending on the measured 
concentrations of faecal indicator bacteria.  The decision on which action to take was made in 
collaboration with the District Health Board. 

 
Figure 1:  Microbial Water Quality Guidelines for Contact Recreational Waters and required actions. 

Results 
5. Below average rainfall for most of the region meant that there was little surface run-off carrying 

animal droppings from farmland and urban surfaces into waterways.  Consequently, at the majority 
of sites, recreational water quality was good during the whole of the summer season. 

6. Ten sites had faecal indicator bacteria concentrations that were consistently below guideline levels.  

7. Rainfall-related exceedances of guideline values were only observed at three of the river sites and 
one coastal site.  

8. Two sites, the Taylor River at Riverside and Momorangi Bay, had high concentrations of faecal 
indicator bacteria which were not caused by rainfall run-off. 
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9. In the Taylor River, low river flows resulted in reduced dilution of faecal contamination, most likely 
originating from ducks and dogs, but the possible contribution of additional sources may have 
caused a large variation in results. 

10. High indicator bacteria concentrations in Momorangi Bay were potentially caused by a leakage in 
the campground sewage system.  Subsequently, warning signs were posted advising the public of 
the potential health risk in the bay for most of the season.  The sewage system is currently being 
upgraded. 

Summary 
11. Figures 2 and 3 show the percentage of routine samples within the guideline modes outlined in 

Figure 1. 

 
Figure 2:  Percentage of routine samples from coastal beaches within the Guideline ‘Modes’. 
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Figure 3:  Percentage of samples from river sites within the Guideline ‘Modes’. 

RECOMMENDED 
That the “Recreational Water Quality Report 2014-2015” report be received. 
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5. Significant Natural Areas Project - Annual Report 2014/15 
(Clr Jerram) (Report prepared by Nicky Eade)  E310-006-001 

Purpose 
1. This report provides a summary of results of the Significant Natural Areas project (SNA) over the 

one year period from July 2014 to June 2015. 

2. The SNA project has multiple streams of work occurring.  The main actions over the 2014/15 year 
include: 

• Continued biodiversity protection work over a range of identified sites in both North and 
South Marlborough; 

• The initiation of follow-up visits to a selection of un-managed SNA sites to monitor the state 
and condition of these areas, combined with a telephone survey to gauge current levels of 
awareness and support from landowners; and 

• The extension of the Tui to Town project area to include all of lowland South Marlborough 
including the Wairau Valley, Seddon, Ward areas and surrounds. 

Background 
3. Through the Resource Management Act 1991 and its subsequent amendments, the Council has a 

role in maintaining and protecting indigenous biodiversity and SNAs in the Marlborough region.  

4. Since 2001, through the SNA project, extensive field based ecological surveys have been carried 
out on private land throughout large parts of the Marlborough District.  A landowner assistance 
project to follow-up with practical protection work was established in 2003, along with a monitoring 
programme to assess the effectiveness of the protection work.  All of this work has been 
approached as a partnership with landowners who have participated voluntarily.  A working group 
comprising the Council and the Department of Conservation staff and landowner representatives 
has assisted with managing the project.   

Comments 

Ecological Survey Work 
5. The active phase of the ecological survey work is now complete, although there is scope for further 

surveys at the request of landowners.  

6. Over the last annual period no further surveys were carried out.  The total number of properties 
surveyed since 2001 remains at 284 (75% of those approached).  A total of 94 landowners 
declined to participate (25% of those approached).  A total of 708 SNAs have been identified, with 
a combined area of 45,099 hectares.  

Protection Projects 
7. In the 12 month period from July 2014 to June 2015, the Council contributed to 22 projects in total 

through its Landowners Assistance Programme.  Eight of these were new projects (one being a 
report only), and fourteen were follow-up weed control projects (including four minor contributions 
to QEII managed maintenance projects).  Three of the new protection projects involved significant 
wetlands identified through the recent Council survey completed in 2012. 

8. The total funding contribution from the Council to these biodiversity protection projects for the 
2014/15 year was $54,677.  The funding contributions from other sources for the year are shown 
below, along with total funding since the programme’s establishment in 2003. 

9. These new projects bring the total number of protected sites to 85. 
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Funding Contributions for Biodiversity Protection Projects on Private Land 2014/15 
Marlborough District Council Funding  $54,677 

Central Government Biodiversity Fund $ 0 

Landowners  $51,570 

QEII National Trust $3,626 

Total  $109,873  

Total Funding Contributions 2003-2015 
Marlborough District Council Funding $630,838 

Central Government Biodiversity Fund   $810,010 

QEII National Trust   $  78,318 

Landowners   $541,087 

Total $2,060,253 

Monitoring Work 
10. Monitoring of the condition of the protected sites is carried out at two to three yearly intervals and is 

due to be repeated in the 2015/16 year.  

11. The 2014/15 year was the first year of a planned rolling programme to revisit a selection of SNA 
sites that have not had any pro-active management since the time of survey back in 2001/02.  The 
purpose of this was to, firstly ascertain if the site still existed and, secondly to assess its state and 
condition in the absence of active management.  The Kekerengu and Medway ecological districts 
were chosen to begin the revisit programme as these were the first areas surveyed at the start of 
the project in 2001/02.  A total of 27 sites located on 12 separate properties were revisited, 
including 11 different ecosystem types.   

12. Overall, the revisits showed that the condition of the un-managed sites is variable.  While several of 
the sites had improved in condition, most were either stable or deteriorating due to a range of 
factors, including stock pressure, some active clearance through burning or chemical treatment, 
continued weed invasion and impacts from animal pests. 

13. At the same time, a phone questionnaire was carried out to collect information about landowners 
awareness, interest and thoughts about the SNA sites located on their properties.  A total of 
23 landowner responses to the questionnaire were obtained (out of 26 sought).  Overall the 
awareness of the SNA project was reasonable, with 80% having a high or medium level of 
awareness, while nearly 90% were either positive or neutral towards the project, and only 12% 
negative.  A number of landowners also expressed interest in carrying out protection work in the 
future. 

14. The Flaxbourne, Grassmere, Wither Hills and Blenheim ecological districts are scheduled to be 
revisited in the 2015/16 year as part of this new programme. 

15. The Council is also participating in a national programme to develop biodiversity monitoring 
indicators which can be applied across the country to give an overview of the condition and state of 
terrestrial biodiversity.  The work on this is ongoing and the Council will need to consider its own 
potential involvement in this extended programme in the near future. 
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Seed Collection Work 
16. Seed collection continues to be an important component of the overall SNA project (including the 

Tui to Town project), as it ensures that the local plant nurseries can produce locally sourced native 
plants for restoration and planting projects.  The focus is on common restoration plants for basic 
plantings, along with targeted “heritage” podocarp species like totara, kahikatea, matai and rimu.  A 
consultant is employed to carry out some targeted collection on an annual basis.  

Tui to Town Project 
17. The Tui to Town project is a subset of the SNA programme which promotes the protection of 

natural areas of ecological value.  The SNA surveys have confirmed that very little natural habitat 
remains in lowland South Marlborough and the Tui to Town project is designed to promote habitat 
restoration in this area.  

18. Launched by the Council in June 2008, the Tui to Town programme was initially  restricted to the 
Wairau Plain areas around Blenheim and Renwick, but in early 2015 was extended to include the 
wider lowland South Marlborough area, including the Wairau Valley area and out to Seddon and 
Ward and surrounds.  Publicity has been made available to those areas and staff have attended 
several meetings in these new localities (Seddon Lions, Wairau Valley School, Awatere Garden 
Club, etc) to give presentations on the programme.  Native bird sightings (not limited to tui) are 
being regularly reported from these new areas and a number of enquiries about funding for larger 
plantings have been received. 

19. The programme essentially remains the same, with the public encouraged to report native bird 
sightings to build a picture of species present and habitat use, and funding available for native 
plantings which are a minimum of 1000 square metres. 

20. There were 52 tui sightings reported in the 2014 calendar year (mostly from May to December). 

21. Three new plantings were funded in the 2014/15 financial year, bringing the total number of funded 
plantings to 44 since 2008, a total area of new habitat of about 4.5 hectares.  These plantings 
complement other restoration projects on private land being undertaken through the SNA project, 
projects on Council land, and other smaller scale plantings of native vegetation on private land, 
school grounds and so on. 

22. The Tui to Town project was recently featured on the TV1 Rural Delivery programme. 

Summary 
23. The SNA project is a long-term project.  In recent years the emphasis has shifted from an initial 

focus on identifying sites and collecting information through the ecological survey work carried out 
from 2001 to 2009, to a focus on on-going protection and monitoring work in these sites, which 
includes supporting projects like native seed collection and the Tui to Town habitat restoration 
project. 

24. Since the project commenced in 2001, a total of 284 properties have been surveyed and 
708 individual sites identified.  Of these sites, 85 have had some level of protection and 
management through the SNA Landowner Assistance Programme, including eight new projects 
which were completed in the last year and an additional fourteen follow-up projects were also 
supported.   

25. In the 2014/15 year a new programme to revisit a selection of these un-managed sites was carried 
out alongside a telephone survey carried out to gauge the level of awareness and support from 
landowners.  This programme will be extended into other areas over time and will complement the 
regular two yearly monitoring visits to managed sites.   

RECOMMENDED 
That the “Summary Report on the Results of the Significant Natural Areas Project 2014 – 2015” be 
received. 
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6. Regional Pest Management Strategy - Operation Plan 
Report 2014/2015 

(Clr Brooks) (Report prepared by Jono Underwood) E315-002-004-07 & E315-002-004-06 

Purpose 
1. For Council approval of the Regional Pest Management Strategy Operational Plan Report for 

2014/2015 (separately attached) and approve amendments to the Regional Pest Management 
Strategy Operational Plan contained within the report. 

Background 
2. In accordance with Section 100B(2) of the Biosecurity Act 1993, a management agency must 

prepare a report on the Operational Plan and its implementation not later than five months after the 
end of each financial year.  

3. In accordance with Section 100B(1)(b) and (c), the Operational Plan must also be reviewed 
annually and a decision made on appropriate amendments, if necessary.  

Summary 
4. A review was carried out by Biosecurity staff on 4 August 2015 and proposed amendments to the 

Operational Plan are documented in section 12 of the Operational Plan Report.  

RECOMMENDED 
1. That the information be received. 

2. That the annual report on the Regional Pest Management Strategy Operational Plan for the 
2014/2015 financial year be approved by the Council.  

3. That the amendments to the Regional Pest Management Strategy Operational Plan be 
approved by the Council.  
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7. Building (Earthquake-prone Buildings) Amendment Bill  
(Clr Shenfield) (Report prepared by Bill East) R450-006-04 

Purpose 
1. The purpose of this report is to advise the Council of anticipated implications consequent upon the 

enactment of the above Bill. 

Definition – Meaning of earthquake–prone building 
A building is earthquake prone for the purposes of this Act if, having regard to its condition and to 
the ground on which it is built, and because of its construction,— 
(a) the building will have its ultimate capacity exceeded in a moderate earthquake (as defined in 

regulations; and  
(b) if the building were to collapse in a moderate earthquake, the collapse would be likely to 

cause— 
(i) injury or death to persons in the building or to persons on any other property; or 
(ii) damage to any other property 

Background 
2. At the time of writing this, the Select Committee will be addressing submissions received as a 

result of the release of the interim report to local government and the Environment Committee late 
June 2015.  The Minister has made some reference aspects of the Bill indicative that it will 
proceed, albeit in a modified form. 

3. A particular proposed provision is: 

“(1) A territorial authority must complete seismic capacity assessments of existing 
buildings within the district of the territorial authority.” 

4. At this time the expectation is that this provision will continue to be a requirement imposed on the 
Council. 

5. Based on experience, it can be expected that there will be a significant financial impact and it can 
be expected, given the provisions that requests for exceptions will need to be considered.  The 
latter expectation would indicate the need for a sub-committee to consider such requests. 

6. It is also noted that the Marlborough region continues to be classified at the highest seismic risk for 
an event.  This means that once the assessment is complete, the remedial work required must be 
completed within a 15 year time period. 

7. The Act can be expected to have a major impact on technical resources throughout the whole 
country and it is considered highly desirable to be able to retain the services of a well-resourced 
and capable consultant to assist in meeting the statutory obligations arising and the probable 
instance of legal process. 

8. A major obstacle facing the writer is that it is clear, from information being received from MBIE, that 
the methodology of how the assessments will be undertaken will not be released until such time as 
the Act is enacted.  The effect of this is that it makes it extremely hard to quantify any contract 
expectations.  

9. Waiting for the final methodology before contracting an inspection provider will reduce this 
Council’s chance of securing a quality provider. 

10. There are two approaches to the retaining of technical resource, either competitive tender or a 
nominated provider.  The scale of work expected suggests the financial demand will be significant 
and good management suggests a completive approach.  There is a need, however, to take stock 
of the environment in which providers presently, and in due course, operate. 
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11. There is presently considerable demand for relevant technical resource with remediation work in 
Christchurch and large agency projects evaluating and upgrading government and private stock. 

12. With the whole country being required to carry out seismic assessments, small jurisdictions can be 
expected to be somewhat disadvantaged competing for resource, and the margin that might be 
expected may well be eroded by an unwillingness to compete for work when there will be large 
jurisdictions competing. 

13. While it is somewhat early, there will need to be a public information programme developed to 
communicate the intended assessment procedure and possible outcomes for at risk structures that 
might be identified.  Related to this will be the need to address such requests for waivers that can 
be expected to come forward.  Some thought as to a sub-committee structure will need discussion. 

Summary 
14. The situation at the time of preparing this report is necessarily vague given the probable shape of 

the Act will be more apparent when the Select Committee report is released.  At this time it still 
seems very probable there will impacts on finance and in-house capability.  Further, there will be 
impacts across the country on the ability to retain the scale of resource required to address the 
Council’s needs.  

RECOMMENDED 
That the information be received. 
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8. Appointment of Hearings Commissioners  
(Clr Oddie) (Report prepared by Julia Eason) R450-004-02
  

Purpose 
1. The purpose of this report is to present the following persons for inclusion on the list of Hearings 

Commissioners. 

Background 
2. Under the Marlborough District Council Resource Management Act 1991 Instrument of Delegation 

Council may delegate its function as a consent authority to a Hearings Commissioner. 

3. Hearings Commissioners can be called on to hear and determine applications for resource consent 
pursuant to section 34A of the Resource Management Act, 1991. 

Comments 
4. This list of Hearings Commissioners can be beneficially extended with the inclusion of the following 

person as below: 

David Jackson (Opus - Planning) 
5. Mr Jackson has extensive experience from Nelson City Council and the Ministry for the 

Environment and has experience in air quality which is an area the Commissioner list is currently 
short in.  He also has experience in CBD development and revitalisation including design and 
heritage guidelines.  Mr Jackson has been involved in the development of transport solutions for 
the Nelson region including roading and cycleways.  He is currently based in Nelson and works as 
a senior planner for Opus International.    

Summary 
6. The Council has the discretion to decide who they employ as an independent Commissioner.  The 

above persons meet the accreditation requirements of section 39A of the Resource Management 
Act 1991 and are not a member of the Council or Council staff. 

7. Any further expressions of interest to be included as a Council Hearings Commissioner will be 
forwarded to the Environment Committee for consideration. 

8. The Council is not bound to employ the services of a Commissioner once they are appointed 
before Full Council. 

RECOMMENDED 
That Mr David Jackson be appointed to act as a Hearings Commissioner as and when required 
and that he be advised accordingly. 
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Dog Control Policy and Practices Annual Report 2014/2015 
(Clr Barsanti)  (Report prepared by Shelley Lines) E305-000-001 

Purpose 
1. The purpose of this report is to request the Committee to approve the Dog Control Policy and 

Practices Annual Report for the 2014/2015 year.  A copy of the report is attached. 

Background 
2. Section 10A of the Dog Control Act 1996 requires the Council to prepare an annual report on its 

dog control activities for the previous financial year. 

Proposal 
3. Once the Council has approved the report, a copy of the report must be: 

• Publicly notified; and 

• Provided to the Secretary for Local Government, within one month of its release. 

RECOMMENDED 
1. That the Dog Control Policy and Practices Annual Report for the 2014/2015 year be 

approved. 

2. That the report be publicly notified and a copy be provided to the Secretary of Local 
Government. 
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Dog Control Policy and Practices Annual Report - 
1 July 2014 to 30 June 2015 -  

(Section 10A of the Dog Control Act 1996) 

Background  
Section 10A of the Dog Control Act 1996 requires the Marlborough District Council (Council) to report on 
its administration of Dog Control Policy and Practices in respect of each financial year.  

This report focuses on the 2014/2015 financial year which is the period 1 July 2014 - 30 June 2015.  

The objectives of this report are to:  

• Report on Council’s administration of dog control policies and practices; and 

• Provide information on dog control activities.  

This report will be provided to the Secretary for Local Government and will be publicly notified within one 
month of its release.  

Operations  
The Dog Control function has been contracted out to Maataa Waka Ki Te Tau Ihu Trust since 1998.  
Council and the Contractor are parties to a contract dated 30 March 2009 under which the Contractor 
provides animal control services to the Council (original contract).  

• Commencement Date - 1 April 2009  

• Expiry Date - 31 March 2015  

• Maximum Contract Term - Six Years  

The Council sought requests for proposals for the Dog Control function to coincide with the expiry of the 
current contract with Maataa Waka Ki Te Tau Ihu Trust.  Tender documents were prepared and 
advertised November 2014.  Tenders closed on Friday 12 December 2014.  On 21 January 2015 Council 
confirmed that Maataa Waka Ki Te Tau Ihu Trust’s Animal Control Services Proposal was successful.  

• Commencement Date - 1 April 2015 

• Expiry Date - 31 March 2018  

• Maximum Contract Term - Seven Years  

Council retains the administration of the contract, makes decisions on classifications of dog owners, 
objections to classifications and infringements, and on prosecutions.  

Dog Control Policy  
As required by the Dog Control Amendment Act, the Council has adopted a Policy on Dogs.  

Council adopted a new Policy and Bylaw which came into force on Monday 1 October 2012.  

This Policy deals with various matters, as required by Section 10 of the Dog Control Act including dog 
areas, fees and education.  

A copy of the current Policy can be viewed on the Council’s website www.marlborough.govt.nz .  
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Dog Areas  
Dog areas are set out in the Policy on dogs and in Council’s Dog Control Bylaws.  

Dogs are allowed off leash in dog exercise areas, provided they are kept under control at all times.  There 
are a total of 29 dog exercise areas in the Marlborough district.  

Dogs are prohibited from areas that have an intense public use, where dogs may compromise the 
enjoyment of the area, where ecological or economic values would be threatened, where space is limited 
on narrow walkways and pedestrians may be threatened.  Currently there are 39 dog prohibited areas in 
Marlborough, the majority being sports grounds, reserves and/or domains and wetland areas.  

Dogs are allowed in, but must be kept on leash, in any public area that is not identified as a dog 
prohibited area or dog exercise area.  

Blenheim Central Business District (CBD) became dog-free, while Picton’s CBD allows dogs on a leash.  

A copy of the current Dog Control Bylaws can be viewed on the Council’s website www.marlborough.govt.nz   

Fees  
The registration fee structure for the 2014/2015 year was:  

• $57 fee for non-working dogs (Category 1)  

• $86 fee for non-working dogs (Category 2)  

• $24.50 fee for working dogs  

• A fee for dogs classified as dangerous that is 50% above the standard fee  

• A rebate for owners of more than six dogs that have no recent recorded breaches of the Dog 
Control Act 1996.  

Non working dogs  
Category 1  
Dog:  Neutered microchipped and not classified as dangerous or menacing.  

Owner:  Not classified as probationary or been disqualified, not convicted of an offence or committed an 
infringement offence under Dog Control Act 1996.  

Category 2  
Any non-working dog that does not meet the criteria for a Category 1 non-working dog.  

Funding  
Dog control is funded predominately from dog registration fees, there is some proportional rate funding.  
The fees are set to cover the expected cost of the dog control function.  

Education  
A dog safety education programme is available to schools and groups of primary school aged children.  
The purpose of this programme is to promote safety around dogs as well as responsible dog ownership 
and care.  This programme is provided free of charge. 

Information on various aspects of dog behaviour, care and responsible ownership is available from 
Animal Control.  Information on relevant topics is distributed to owners of dogs that come to Animal 
Control’s attention.  
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There is also regular material regarding dogs in the Marlborough local newspapers.  These features 
include articles on dog health and dog behaviour.  These features can also be viewed on the Council 
website and other social media, including Facebook.  

Dogs and Owners  
There were 10,371 dogs registered in the Marlborough District.  1,966 dogs were registered as working 
dogs (including disability assist dogs and Police dogs) and 8,405 were registered as non-working dogs.  

Enforcement  
Disqualifications and Probationary Owners  
Marlborough currently has six disqualified owners.  

Menacing and Dangerous Dogs  
There are seven dogs classified as dangerous and ninety as menacing.  

Infringements  
A total of 157 infringement notices were issued.  75 of these notices were for unregistered dogs and 
45 were for uncontrolled or roaming dogs.  The remainder were for a variety of other breaches.  

Complaints 
A total of 2,015 complaints were received in the 2014/2015 year.  A majority related to lost or found dogs 
or dog nuisance.  There were 155 complaints related to a dog attack or rush.  All complaints were 
attended to, investigated and necessary action taken.  

Prosecutions  
In December 2014, Council carried out a prosecution relating to a serious dog attack against a person.  
There was a disputed facts hearing which resulted in the dog owner being discharged without conviction.   

Impounded/Unclaimed/Surrendered Dogs  
There were 384 dogs impounded for various reasons.  The majority of these dogs were released to their 
owners.  Dogs that were not claimed were either transferred to the SPCA or destroyed.  

All dogs that are surrendered or not claimed undergo an assessment by the Animal Control Officers.  
Those dogs determined to have the temperament and characteristics suitable for family environments are 
transferred to the SPCA for re-homing.  

During 2014/2015 a total of 17 dogs were successfully re-homed by the SPCA or Animal Control.  

Unregistered Dogs  
Animal Control runs a project to identify and address unregistered dogs, being the Unaccounted for Dog 
Project.  

As part of this project dogs were found that had been previously registered, but not re-registered for the 
2014/2015 registration year.  Dogs that were still in Marlborough and alive were correctly registered.  
Records were also updated for those dogs that had died, changed address or were gone with no contact 
address.  Owners of unregistered dogs received an infringement notice.  

Copy to: Secretary for Local Government  
Department of Internal Affairs  
PO Box 805  
Wellington 6140  
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9. Environmental Protection Activity Summary for 
2014/2015 

(Clr Barsanti)  (Report prepared by Gina Ferguson) E360-003-001 

Purpose 
1. The purpose of this report is to provide the Environment Committee with a brief overview of the 

activities undertaken by the Environmental Protection Section for the 2014/2015 year. 

2.  Gina Ferguson will provide a short presentation on activities undertaken by the 
Environmental Protection Section (10 minutes). 

Background 
3. The Environmental Protection Section objectives are: 

OBJECTIVES 

Objective 1: To provide an active compliance monitoring and enforcement regime 
to sustainably manage Marlborough’s natural physical resources. 

Objective 2: To provide feedback to the policy, resource consents and science and 
monitoring groups. 

 
4. The main activities of the Environmental Protection Section are: 

• Monitoring Resource Consents and Permitted Activities – Proactively monitor activities 
with priority on those that have either a greater environmental impact, generate community 
concern or are related to trends highlighted through the State of the Environment Report. 

• Complaint Response – Investigate alleged breaches of the Resource Management Act 
1991 (RMA), Resource Management Plans, Resource Consents and Marlborough District 
Council Bylaws.  All complaints received by the Environmental Protection Section are 
required to be logged and responded to.  The follow up involved in resolving a complaint can 
vary from a relatively simplistic desk top exercise to a complex investigation and 
enforcement.  

• Enforcement – Undertake enforcement action for breaches of the RMA and Marlborough 
District Council Bylaws. 

• Reporting – Monitor and analyse trends and issues.  This analysis is used in reviewing 
education opportunities and monitoring programmes.  Relevant trends and issues are 
provided as feedback to the Policy, Resource Consents and Science and Monitoring Groups.  
Reporting RMA activity to the Ministry for the Environment. 

• Emergency Response – Respond to emergencies that have the potential to affect the 
environment (e.g.: spillages, discharges). 

• Education – Good education leads to the community understanding and taking ownership of 
an issue and its resolution.  It is an effective way of bringing about a long-term change in 
environmental behaviour and also allows Council and the community to foster good 
relationships and deal with issues in a proactive as opposed to a regulatory manner. 

• Customer Service – Continually reviewing processes to improve delivery of service. 
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5. Section Structure: There are currently seven Environmental Protection Officers.  The officers 
operate rotating roles between Compliance Officers investigating complaints and Monitoring 
Officers undertaking proactive consent monitoring.  A Duty Compliance Officer and Duty Monitoring 
Officer are rostered on each week. 

6. Marlborough District Council has over 30,000 active Resource Consents. 

7. The Environmental Protection section receives between 400-600 complaints per year.  This 
excludes excessive noise complaints, which are between 1100-1500 per year. 

Activity Summary 
8. Complaint Response: 504 complaints were received and responded to in the 2014/2015 year. 

 

9. Monitoring Resource Consents: 3048 individual Resource Consents were monitored in the 
2014/2015 year.  This does not include any consents which were monitored as part of a complaints 
investigation.  A number of consents required follow up monitoring due to non-compliance with 
conditions of consent. 

10. Monitoring can take the form of desktop assessments based on information provided and/or on-site 
inspections. 

11. 831 monitored resource consents were initially assessed as non-compliant in the 2014/2015 year. 

12. The Environmental Protection Section undertakes a number of annual monitoring programmes. 
These include: 

(a) Winery Waste monitoring 

(b) Dairy Farm Discharge monitoring 

(c) Forestry activity monitoring 
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(d) Water Take monitoring 

13. A review was undertaken of how the Council’s Charging Policy for monitoring activities was being 
applied.  The outcome of this review was a change in practice; to ensure charging was being 
undertaken consistently across all monitored consents and in accordance with the Policy. 

14. Permitted Activity Monitoring – A number of the section’s monitoring programmes include 
permitted activity monitoring, including Dairy Farm Discharge, Winery Waste and Forestry 
monitoring.  

15. Complaint investigations often involve monitoring of activities against permitted activity standards in 
the Wairau/Awatere and Marlborough Sounds Resource Management Plans. 

16. Enforcement – In the 2014/2015 year; 

a) 11 Formal warnings were issued. 

b) 28 Abatement Notices were issued. 

c) 15 Infringement Notices were issued. 

d) 12 Charges were laid for prosecution.  

17. A significant prosecution was taken in the 2014/2015 year against PJ Woolley, SM Woolley and 
Awarua Farm (Marlborough) Limited (In Receivership).  The outcomes of this prosecution were 
16 convictions were entered. 

 

18. Reporting – The section contributed to the biannual report prepared for the Ministry for the 
Environment on Resource Management Activity. 

19. The section is continuing to analyse complaint frequency and types for opportunities to develop 
educational material and streamline procedures. 
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20. The section has made enhancements to its databases to capture improved amounts and relevant 
information that can be fed back to Policy, Resource Consents and Environmental Science and 
Monitoring.  

21. Education: The section has developed a number of new educational resources for complainants, 
offenders and the general public.  This is an on-going project.  New fact sheets include: 

a) Bird scaring devices. 

b) Bylaws Relating to the Keeping of Poultry. 

c) Rules for the Application of Agrichemicals. 

d) Keeping of Bees. 

22. Customer Service: Rostering of a Duty Compliance Officer was implemented to provide a point of 
contact for complainants and customer service for all new complaints and a Duty Monitoring Officer 
to monitor, record and respond to consent holders who have provided reports and notifications to 
the Council as a condition of consent. 

23. The section is currently reviewing complaints procedures, the processes are being reviewed to 
provide consistency and improve on-going customer contact procedures which are particularly 
important for complicated complaints which can take some time to resolve. 

RECOMMENDED 
That the information be received.   
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10. Animal Control Sub-Committee 
(Clr Arbuckle) D050-001-A04 

Purpose 
1. The notes of the Animal Control Sub-Committee meeting held on 24 August 2015 are attached for 

ratification by the Committee. 

RECOMMENDED 
That the notes of the Animal Control Sub-Committee meeting held on 24 August 2015 be ratified.  
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Notes of the Animal Control Sub-Committee Bylaw Review 
Meeting held Monday 24 August 2015 9.00 am to 11.00 pm in 

the Committee Room, followed by a site visit to 
Maataa Waka Offices 11.00 am – 12.30 pm 

Present: 
Clr Jamie Arbuckle (Chair), Clr Peter Jerram and Clr Graeme Barsanti. 

In Attendance: 
Chris Hines (MDC Secretary) Shelley Lines (Environmental Protection Officer/Contract Manager –
Animal Control), David Craig (Finance and Information Supervisor), Mike Porter (Democratic Services 
Manager) and Jane Robertson (Environmental Protection Officer). 

Clr Arbuckle welcomed all to the meeting and advised that Councillors Leggett, Bagge and Brooks will be 
attending the site visit to the Blenheim dog park and Maataa Waka offices at the end of the meeting. 

1. LTP Submission Gisela Hartwig, Rarangi 
This is a request for doggy doo stations, one at either end of the beach.   

There are two items to be looked at: 

1. To identify if this is Department of Conservation or Council land. 

2. If it is Council land, is there is an existing rubbish disposal bin?  Putting in the refill bags 
could be a community group project.  

Clr Arbuckle and Shelley will consult with reserves and the matter will be brought back to the next 
meeting.   

Clrs Jerram/Barsanti 
Clr Arbuckle and Shelley will consult with Reserves and the matter will be brought to the next 
meeting. 
 
Carried 

2. LTP Submission Sue McDonald, Renwick Dog Park 
The Smart and Connected Group have sent a proposal.  Investigation will be needed for the area 
identified.  

It is proposing two dog parks, one for small dogs and another for dogs exceeding 20 kilograms.   

Committee members felt the smaller dog park behind the skate park is too close to the goal line of the 
adjacent sports field. 

There was discussion regarding whether two parks were necessary, location of the smaller dog park and 
location of the playground. 

Clrs Arbuckle/Barsanti 
To acknowledge receipt of Sue McDonald’s submission. 
 
Carried 

3. Future Dog Fees and Budget now there is the 80/20 Funding Split 
David circulated a handout to the Committee members showing the current state of the animal control 
budget.   

Environment - 3 September 2015 - Page 26 



The animal control activity budget is split into two streams; dog control account (in the past funded by 
user fees) and animal control funded through rating (2015/16 being the first year).  The first stream of 
funding has shown a surplus of $19,284 and the second a deficit of $5,119, resulting in a net surplus of 
$13,765.   

Operating costs have increased by $83,000 on account of contracts retendered, health and safety, an 
extra officer and administration costs.  Introduction of the rating component has offset the increase in the 
operating costs which enables the existing fee structure to continue with no increase.  However, there will 
be no reduction of fees. 

There is $156,752 currently in the general reserve which will continue for the duration of the long term 
plan and can be used for dog control activity.  A zero surplus is currently being budgeted. 

(Rebecca Payne (Animal Control) joined the meeting at 9.20 am.) 

(David left the meeting at 9.25 am.) 

It was agreed that the categories and fees could be looked at by the Committee in the future.   

Clrs Barsanti/Jerram  
Retain the current fee structure.  Renaming of categories, along with incentives, could be looked 
at in the future.  

Budget up to $100,000 from Reserves to be tagged for the proposed dog parks. 

Carried 

4. Jane Buckman of Smart and Connected Committee 
9.30 am Jane Buckman, John Kershaw and Sue McDonald were welcomed to the meeting.   

Robert Hutchinson (Reserves and Amenities Officer) also joined the meeting. 

Jane gave a presentation proposing two dog parks in Renwick Domain, which is attached as Appendix 1. 

Sue supported Jane’s proposal stating she believed this would be very beneficial for Renwick.  Jane 
confirmed that the central location chosen would see the dog parks used more readily by the community 
and tourists than if they were located elsewhere or out of town.   

Research done by the Smart and Connected Committee supports having two dog parks for different sized 
dogs.  This together with the available spaces and the long term vision the group has for the domain was 
the reason for the location of the two dog parks.   

Clrs Arbuckle/Jerram  
That the proposal is received by the Committee. 

Carried 

Clr Arbuckle confirmed that the Committee wanted to work with the group and Robert and Reserves will 
look at the logistics of the proposal over the next couple of weeks.  There is some concern regarding the 
location of the play park area and requested the group find out where the final position will be and let the 
Committee know. 

Clr Arbuckle thanked the Smart and Connected Committee members for coming in to present their 
proposal.  The group exited the meeting. 

Robert advised the Committee there is currently a Council contract with New Zealand Scouts for two 
events, one in 2017 and another in 2024.  The domain is not currently big enough for these two events 
and putting dog parks into the area could compromise the available space and the contract.   

Environment - 3 September 2015 - Page 27 



It is proposed that the playground be located to the top of the Giesen area but has not yet been signed off 
by the Renwick Domain Committee.   

The Committee agreed that the minutes of this meeting go to the Environment Committee to commence 
debate.  

Clrs Jerram/Barsanti 
That the piece of land containing the playground be designated as a recognised dog park. 

Carried 

5. Blenheim Dog Park 
The area for a dog park is already in the Taylor River Management Plan.  It is an old landfill site which 
has been capped, resulting in some restrictions such as with fencing which can not go down more than 
1 metre.  This will also have to be taken into consideration with planting of trees and shrubbery.  The area 
has large potential; close to the waterway, car parking readily available and spectacular views to Omaka, 
making it ideal for both locals and tourists.   

Shelley gave out a handout for dog agility equipment from Barry Marchant who helped set up the Napier 
dog park.  It gave an indication of costs of set up using recycled plastic equipment.  There are different 
concepts for set up and cheaper equipment available which Shelley will investigate.   

There was discussion regarding fencing options, both the type to be used and sectioning of the area for 
different uses. 

Shelley and the Committee will meet with Barry.  It was suggested that other community groups such as 
the Kennel Association (Lavina Diamanti) and dog agility groups also be invited.   

Shelley and Jane will do some background work contacting others around the country that have created 
dog parks.  Rebecca suggested having a competition for local architectural students at the college to 
come up with a concept. 

Clrs Barsanti/Jerram 
Progress the dog park on designated land using advice from others with dog park planning 
expertise.   

Carried 

6. Discussion on Bylaws 
Feedback from Reserves Department 
Robert advised that feedback from staff and contractors is that there is a growing issue of uncontrolled 
dogs on the Taylor River Reserve as well as a lot of excrement being left behind.   

Conflict is happening mostly between the Burleigh Bridge and the Hutcheson Street Bridge with public 
walking, on bikes and dog control in open spaces.  There have been letters in the local paper.  
Anecdotally there is a conflict about every second day – but it is very hard to measure with no hard data.  
Both contact and faeces are issues in the area from Athletic Park to just below the Nelson Bridge. 

Shelley has observed lack of control of dogs on the Taylor River Reserve.  The addition of a fourth officer 
will enable rostering of patrols through the week and weekends in the reserve; having a presence, 
walking and undertaking some education.  Another issue is the potential for dog faeces being washed into 
the river.  Bags from the doggy doo stations are not being used as often.   

Clr Arbuckle suggested an item in the paper, more presence from Animal Control Officers in the reserve 
and potentially some fines, may change behaviour. 

Signage was discussed but seen as a last resort if a presence and more education does not work. 
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Feedback from Animal Control 
Most complaints are about people not having dogs under control and people on bikes rather than fouling.  
There have been complaints from people neighbouring Athletic Park that public are throwing doggy doo 
bags onto their properties. 

10.30 am Clr Jerram left the meeting. 

Shelley confirmed there are still issues with dogs in playgrounds, with the 3 metre rule continuing to be 
breached.  After discussion it was decided that there could be some minor changes to some of the by-
laws which requires no public consultation.  Robert and Shelley will work on these prior to the next 
meeting. 

Clrs Arbuckle/Barsanti 
Minor changes to bylaws will be identified and brought to the next meeting. 

Carried 

Robert left the meeting at 10.33 am. 

Rebecca reported that there have been complaints of dog fouling in Picton CBD.  Clr Arbuckle is willing to 
meet with the supporters of this bylaw.  A timely reminder in the Seaport News and Queen Charlotte 
College newsletter would give publicity to the issue, along with a nil tolerance to fouling in Council 
messaging in press releases or Council material.  Shelley will bring this to the next meeting. 

7. General Business 
General Dog Issues 
It was agreed that when Clr Arbuckle (as chair) receives issues from the community, he informs other 
Committee members so all are aware.  All calls are directed back to Animal Control and to Shelley to let 
her know that contact has been made. 

Doggy Doo Stations 
Clr Arbuckle has received positive feedback about the new doggy doo stations; two on the Taylor River 
and one on Sutherland Stream.  They are simple, cost effective and are a possibility for other locations in 
the future.   

Rebecca advised there had been no complaints about fouling in these areas.  Clr Arbuckle advised that 
stations can be moved easily if they are not being used.   

Shelley will check with Reserves about overall usage of stations and report back at the next meeting.  
Bag use is down which could be on account of the time of year. 

Stray Cats 
Clr Shenfield visited the SPCA in Renwick recently and spoke with Kelly.  There are a lot of issues with 
stray cats in Marlborough and Kelly has outlined these in an email attached as Appendix 2. 

SPCA does not have resourcing to deal with the problem.  Shelley will look into the possibility of an 
initiative similar to that funded by Council in the past.  Clr Arbuckle will invite Kelly to the next meeting to 
look at a proposed initiative. 
 
Clr Arbuckle thanked all for their attendance. 

Next meeting:  Monday 16 November 2015. 

 

Meeting closed at 10.50 am 
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Appendix 1 
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11. 2014/2015 Regulatory Budget Carryovers 
(Clr Jerram) (Report prepared by Christine Leslie)  R450-002-G01, F045-07-01 

Purpose 
1. The purpose of this report is to request that the attached carryovers for the Regulatory Department 

be incorporated into the 2015/2016 budget. 

Background 
2. A number of works scheduled for completion in 2014/2015 did not proceed (or were not completed) 

for a variety of reasons. 

3. Details of these works are recorded on the schedule attached. 

4. There is no rating impact arising from the “carryover” action. 

RECOMMENDED 
That the 2015/2016 budget be amended to incorporate the Regulatory Department 2014/2015 
carryovers. 
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Request for Regulatory 2014/2015 Budget Carryovers to 
2015/2016 

 

Environmental Review Projects 
Water Quality & Land Contamination reports 71,000 
Coastal Monitoring Strategies 70,000 
State of the Environment report publication 40,000 
Science & Monitoring database data cleansing 40,000 
 
 221,000 

Environmental Policy Projects 
E-planning, Airport provisions and Groundwater protection zones reporting 43,000 
Landscape Study printing 6,000 
E-Planning Water Allocation database build 90,000 
 
 139,000 

Biosecurity – Regional Pest Control 
RPS Review 55,000 
Chilean Needle Grass Community programme & Wilding Pine control 36,000 
Research Revenue  15,000 
 

 106,000 

Harbour Control  
Risk Assessment Report to Mitigate Harbour Hazards 200,000 
Database & mapping development for harbour functions 100,000 
Wave rider, meteorological and tide instrumentation contracts 100,000 
Harbours boat replacement purchase 120,000 
Navigation Aid replacement 308,900 
 
 828,900 

Environmental Health 
Food Premises Legislation Changes 70,000 
Compliance database and mobile inspection build 290,000 
 
 360,000 

Resource Consents 
Digital Resource Consent Application process & database 90,000 

 90,000 
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12. Marine Farm Light Audits (H100-004-03) 
(Report prepared by the Harbour Master) H100-004-003-15 

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 the 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 one 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 
Extinguishe

d or 
insufficient 
number of 
lights fitted 

Farms with 
no Lights 

Operational 

Other Non 
Complianc

e 

Respons
es 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 

Inner & Central 
Pelorus: Fairy, 
Marys, East, 
Yncyca, 
Homewood, Four 

16 June 
2015 

36 20 0 4 12 15 
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Area Date Farms 
Inspected 

Farms 
Compliant 

Farms with 
1 or More 

Light 
Extinguishe

d or 
insufficient 
number of 
lights fitted 

Farms with 
no Lights 

Operational 

Other Non 
Complianc

e 

Respons
es by 

Due Date 

Fathom Bay & 
Capsize Point 

QCS & Tory 
Channel 

12 August 
2015 

23 11 8 1 3 n/a 

Totals  242 118 49 11 64 65 
 

 

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. 
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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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13. Information Package 
 

RECOMMENDED 
That the Regulatory Department Information Package dated 3 September 2015 be received and 
noted. 
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