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 Confirmation of Sub-Committee Business 1.

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

· A Vercoe – 27 Leitrim 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). 

· B & T Adams – 28 Dry Hills Rise, Blenheim - exemption to install a Coverstar safety pool 
cover and lockable spa pool cover in lieu of a fence (exemption pursuant to section 6 of the 
Fencing of Swimming Pools Act 1987). 

· G Duckett & J Spooner – 501 Brookby Road, Hawkesbury - exemption to install a Coverstar 
safety pool cover and lockable spa pool cover in lieu of a fence (exemption pursuant to 
section 6 of the Fencing of Swimming Pools Act 1987). 

· R & S Marshall – 109 Old Renwick Road, Blenheim - exemption to re-install a Save-T Cover 
III automatic pool cover in lieu of a fence (exemption pursuant to section 6 of the Fencing of 
Swimming Pools Act 1987). 

· P & C Scott – 9 Eversham Lane - exemption to install a Save-T Cover III automatic pool 
cover in lieu of a fence (exemption pursuant to section 6 of the Fencing of Swimming Pools 
Act 1987). 
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 State of the Picton Bays Environment 2.
(also refer to separate attachment) 

(Clr Jerram) (Report prepared by Steve Urlich) E325-002-006 

Purpose 
1. To present a report by the Cawthron Institute that assesses the state of the Picton harbour, 

Waikawa Bay and Shakespeare Bay based on available information. 

2. Report “Picton Bays Environmental Information and Health Assessment” by Cawthron, Nelson 
separately attached. 

3. 
 
Dr Emma Newcombe, marine ecologist at the Cawthron Institute will provide a presentation 
to members (20 minutes). 

 

Background 
4. The Picton bays, which include Picton harbour, Waikawa and Shakespeare Bays (Figure 1), are an 

iconic part of the Marlborough Sounds.  Their ecological health is important for the wider 
community and of special significance to iwi.  However, Council does not currently possess an 
overall integrated understanding of the state of the environment of the bays. 

5. Council successfully gained Envirolink funding for the Cawthron Institute to review the state and 
pressures on the Picton bays environment.  This also included a review of the available scientific 
and historical information, which was informative but was by no means complete.  An interview with 
a local kaumatua, Tom Norton, also provided valuable insights, and Te Atiawa Trust shared 
valuable knowledge from their Iwi Environmental Management Plan. 

6. The harbour has a range of uses, from high recreational and amenity value to shipping and other 
industrial uses.  Picton harbour is used for commercial vessels including ferries, cruise liners and 
log ships.  Other current and historic activities include ship yards and marinas, and a meat works.   

7. The review of historical information identified sedimentation from land clearance, disturbance from 
fast ferry wakes, and reclamation and construction which destroyed estuarine ecosystems in Picton 
and Waikawa, as key influences that shaped marine ecosystem composition and health.   

8. There have also been significant sources of contamination from discharges into the bays.  These 
included heavy metals, polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons, and tributyltins from industrial activities, 
raw sewerage from Council’s infrastructure, and offal from the meat works at Shakespeare Bay.  

9. An investigation into the condition of Shakespeare Bay in 1979 described the pollution as:  

“The foreshore of the inner bay for an extent of about 700 metres was covered from the high tide 
mark to the water with a greasy white foam which extended on the water surface a further three to 
four metres out….The discolouration was due mainly to blood and particles of fat, meat and animal 
faeces. The discoloured water was overlain by a thick transparent layer of fat.” 

Comments 
10. The report finds that there has been substantial improvement over recent decades in some 

important aspects of environmental health of the Picton bays.  For example Shakespeare Bay is in 
a much better ecological condition than the 1970s (Figure 2).  The recovery should be seen in the 
context of longer term impacts, which Council is undertaking more research to better understand. 

11. The worst sources of pollution into the bays have either been eliminated or are now much reduced 
in the type and intensity of contaminants discharged.  The meat works has been replaced by a port 
development in Shakespeare Bay.  There are resource consent requirements for the quality of the 
stormwater discharge from the port, and also monitoring of the benthic environment and shellfish.   
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12. Council has invested significant resources in the ongoing upgrades of the sewerage systems in 
Picton and Waikawa over the last decade.  This has included the cessation of raw sewage 
discharge into Picton harbour and replacement with a discharge of treated effluent.  Current 
monitoring of the discharge shows little evidence of adverse effects on the benthic environment. 

13. Council’s Assets & Services team run an active infiltration / inflow programme to identify and 
eliminate cross-connections of pipes to reduce stormwater and ground water entering the sewage 
system.  However, even if the system was working perfectly, it does not have the capacity to cope 
with high intensity rainfall events, and several times a year there can be overflow discharges into 
the harbour.  These have been reducing each year and in recent times have been as low as three 
per annum, including pump outages due to power cuts. 

 
Figure 1: Picton bays consists of three bays in Queen Charlotte Sound / Totaranui: Shakespeare Bay, Picton 

Harbour, and Waikawa Bay (image edited from Google Earth) 

 
Figure 2: Shakespeare Bay showing the discharge from the old freezing works outfall 

(Courtesy of the Cawthron Institute) 
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14. There have also been changes to Picton foreshore over the years as the pictures in Figure 3 show.  
The development of the Picton marina and the removal of the Carey’s boatyard have reduced 
runoff.  The phasing out of anti-foul tributyltin paints, which are toxic to marine life, may also have 
improved sediment quality as the effects of the chemicals are likely to have reduced over time. 

15. However, the development of the marinas in Picton harbour and Waikawa has introduced new 
biosecurity threats from introduced fouling organisms, as well as rubbish dumped into the sea. 

16. The other major change has been the decline of fisheries and shellfish in the bay and wider Queen 
Charlotte Sound from overfishing, habitat loss and contamination.  For example, there are historical 
reports of hauls of Picton bloater (herring) being taken from Picton wharf in the 19th century.  There 
were also fish canning factories in Picton which reflected the abundance of fish. 

17. From their review, Cawthron suggest that an integrated state of the environment monitoring 
programme could be developed for the bays.  This could measure a range of aspects of 
environmental health, such as changes in biogenic habitat, a bays-wide assessment of 
contaminant levels, measurement of sediment inputs and the local effects of sea-level rise.  

18. Council currently monitors estuarine health at Shakespeare and Waikawa Bays, intertidal and 
subtidal habitat monitoring of ship wake effects and the condition of tubeworm beds in Bob’s Bay.  
Other environmental monitoring is done under resource consent conditions, which are targeted at a 
particular activity, such as outfall and stormwater monitoring.   

19. The monitoring required by resource consents could potentially be integrated with the state of the 
environment monitoring, where there are opportunities to do so.  This will be explored with 
Port Marlborough, Iwi and the Department of Conservation in a forthcoming project.   

20. Feedback from the wider community will also be sought as Dr Newcombe will be presenting the 
Cawthron report at a community meeting on the evening of 24 March in Picton. 

Summary 
21. The Picton bays are an important part of the Marlborough Sounds and the wider region.  

22. The Cawthron report has identified many environmental changes to Picton harbour, Waikawa and 
Shakespeare Bays, including widespread sedimentation from land clearance, contamination and 
loss of seabed habitats.  

23. The report found that there has been substantial improvement over recent decades in some 
important aspects of environmental health of the Picton bays.  This is due to the revegetation of 
surrounding hillsides reducing sediment inputs, and the elimination or reduction of contaminant 
inputs from the closure of the meat works, significant upgrades of sewerage and stormwater 
infrastructure, and the banning of toxic anti-foul chemical paints.  However, there are a range of 
stressors still affecting the marine environment, such as over fishing, invasive species, wash from 
ferry wakes, sea level rise and harbour dredging.   

24. There are gaps in Council’s understanding of the cumulative effects of these stressors, and the 
state and trends of marine health in the Picton bays.  Cawthron have recommended that an 
integrated state of the environment monitoring programme be developed and implemented in a 
collaborative way.  

RECOMMENDED 
That the information be received. 
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Figure 3: Picton harbour in the 1920s (top) and 2015 (below). 
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 History of Benthic Change in Queen Charlotte Sound / 3.
Totaranui 
(also refer to separate attachment) 

(Clr Jerram) (Report prepared by Steve Urlich) E325-016-002-03 

Purpose 
1. To provide the Committee with the findings of a review of a historical changes to seabed (benthic) 

ecosystems in Queen Charlotte Sound / Totaranui. 

2. Report “History of benthic change Queen Charlotte Sound / Totaranui, Marlborough” by NIWA, 
Nelson separately attached. 

3. 
 
Dr Sean Handley, marine ecologist, NIWA Nelson,  will provide a presentation to members. 
(20 minutes). 

 

Background 
4. Council secured an Envirolink grant in 2015 to understand how Queen Charlotte Sound/Totaranui 

(QCS) has changed since European settlement.  This is a companion review to the NIWA report on 
the history of benthic change in Pelorus Sound /Te Hoiere, which was completed in early 2015. 

5. The report reviews historic changes to benthic habitats in QCS from published research, interviews 
with some long-term residents, and searches of historic newspapers and literature (Figure 4).  A 
korero with a local kaumatua, Tom Norton, also provided valuable insights, and Te Atiawa Trust 
shared valuable knowledge from their Iwi Environmental Management Plan. 

1.  

Figure 4: Newspaper advertisement from 1863 for Tory Channel oysters 

6. Studies of long-term ecological change enable the effects of activities such as fishing, forestry, 
farming and aquaculture to be better understood and managed.  The research also provides 
important context to inform community discussions about restoration and marine protection. 

Comments 
7. The report found that significant changes appear to have occurred to benthic habitats and 

connected fisheries resources in the Marlborough Sounds marine food-web.  

8. The seabed of the QCS has been subjected to accelerated sediment and nutrient discharge 
relating to land clearance (deforestation, agriculture, farming, forestry, urbanisation, industry), 
disturbance from contact fishing gear (finfish trawling, shellfish and kina dredging), and modification 
on coastal fringes by land development and reclamations. 
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9. The Marlborough Sounds ecosystem has undergone dramatic declines in kelp beds, migratory 
biomass of pilchard ‘feed-fish’, whale stocks, rock lobster as reef keystone species to control 
grazers, predatory blue cod, kahawai, groper, snapper and likely reductions in large sharks. 

10. The lack of recovery of fisheries resources and biogenic habitats and their continued decline in 
Queen Charlotte Sound indicates that the Marlborough Sounds benthic habitats remain under 
threat and have undergone a regime shift.  This is borne out by Council’s significant marine sites 
monitoring. 

11. This shift in species composition and distribution is likely to have many causative factors with 
complex interactions between different stressors, bottlenecks created by the lack of suitable 
settlement substrata, and the ongoing disturbance from fishing and sediment discharge from land. 

12. As some of these changes may have occurred over decades to centuries, the NIWA report 
proposes that a “shifting baseline” has occurred, resulting from gradual (but sometimes rapid) 
changes to seafloor habitats, species composition and biomass.  A shifting baseline is a false 
perception held by people living today that conditions were always like what they see now. 

13. Historic seabed communities were much more diverse and included more biogenic habitats than 
what we currently see.  These hosted a diversity and abundance of sea life that is rarely seen now.  

14. At Long Island Kokomohua marine reserve there has been a dramatic recovery of blue cod since 
1992.  They are now three times more abundant and greater in size inside the reserve, along with 
rock lobster (11 times) and paua (1.4 times), illustrating the resilience of the ecosystem once the 
persistent stress of recreational and commercial fishing is removed and habitats left undisturbed.   

15. The recovery of these conspicuous species inside the marine reserve alters the ‘shifting baseline’ 
and shows what is possible through restoration.  However, there is only one marine reserve within 
Marlborough, which amounts to less than 0.1% of the 725,000 hectare coastal area that Council 
manages.  More marine reserves would lead to more fish as they spill-over into fished areas. 

16. Council has made progress on better understanding the causes and consequences of siltation in 
Queen Charlotte Sound.  This includes the identification of a range of robust and practical 
measures to mitigate the amount of fine sediment being deposited into coastal waters from forestry 
activities.  That integrated suite of tools has yet to be considered by Council’s Regional Policy and 
Development Committee for implementation within the resource management planning framework.      

Summary 
17. Council has received a NIWA report of historical observations of seabed change in Queen 

Charlotte Sound / Totaranui.  There have been dramatic changes to the ecology and habitats from 
sedimentation, over-fishing and dredging over the last 150 years.  These have caused a loss of 
biodiversity by the removal of biogenic habitats and increased silt covering the seabed.  Fish 
abundance, size and diversity have also declined.   

18. Monitoring of the Long Island Kokomohua marine reserve has shown that ecosystems can recover.  
However, there is only one marine reserve within Marlborough.   

19. Practical measures to manage fine sediment from forestry have also been identified but not yet 
acted on.  Restoring seabed ecosystems in Queen Charlotte Sound / Totaranui will require 
leadership and a community willingness to shift the ecological baseline. 

RECOMMENDED 
That the information be received. 
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 Council Submission on the New Marine Protected Areas 4.
Act Consultation Document 
(also refer to separate attachment) 

(Clr Jerram) (Report prepared by Steve Urlich) D050-001-E01, E325-003-003 

Purpose 
1. To provide the submission agreed by a Council sub-committee for formal ratification. 

2. The Marlborough District Council Submission: A New Marine Protected Areas Act is separately 
attached. 

Background 
3. The Government published a consultation document on 12 January 2016 entitled: A new Marine 

Protected Areas (MPA) Act. 

4. This Act will reform the existing marine protected areas legislation.  The Government wants 
“New Zealand’s marine management system to achieve an appropriate balance between protecting 
our marine environment and maximising commercial, recreational and cultural opportunities.” 

5. The Government plans to create a recreational fishing park in Marlborough when the Act is passed.  
This will exclude commercial fishing of fish species sought after by recreational fishers in a 
proposed area that includes the inner and outer Marlborough Sounds (Figure 5).   

 
Figure 5: The government’s proposed Marlborough Sounds recreational fishing park  

(blue hatched lines) 
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6. The Government aims to create a representative network of different habitats and ecosystems in 
one or more marine protected areas throughout the territorial sea, which extend 12 nautical miles.   

7. To do this, four marine protected tools are proposed to be used in an integrated way: marine 
reserves, species-specific sanctuaries, seabed reserves and recreational fishing parks.  Existing 
customary management tools such as taiapure and mātaitai are also MPA tools that can be used in 
an integrated network. 

8. Marine reserves will be easier to create than the current process which is fraught and 
cumbersome.  New marine reserves and other MPA tools can be identified though one of two 
processes to be set up in the MPA Act.  These are either a collaborative community process 
mandated by Government Ministers, or by a Ministerial appointed Board of Inquiry. 

9. The creation of a Sounds recreational fishing park does not enable either of those processes to 
occur.  It also cuts across the Marlborough Marine Futures process, which is seeking to develop 
community-led solutions to the problems of overfishing, habitat damage and sedimentation. 

10. The consultation document is unclear as to whether marine reserves can be created within the 
Sounds park, without revoking the entire park then re-gazetting it with any new reserves included. 

11. It is also not clear how the new MPA Act interacts with the Resource Management Act (RMA) and 
Council’s statutory responsibilities to maintain biodiversity and protecting habitats of significance for 
indigenous fauna from dredging and seabed trawling in the coastal marine area.  Similarly, the 
interaction with the proposed National Environment Standard for Plantation Forestry is unclear.  

Comments 
12. Councillors attended a workshop on 19 February to consider the implications of the proposed 

legislation. 

13. Councillors agreed to make a submission in support of the reform of the existing legislation. 

14. The deadline for submissions was Friday, 11 March. 

15. A sub-committee of Councillors approved the separately attached submission to meet the 
deadline. 

16. Key points within the Council submission included: 

· Council supports the recreational fishing park, but not on enactment of the MPA Act. 

· Council believes the community should have the opportunity for a collaborative process. 

· Council suggests that this collaborative process occurs within a specified timeframe. 

· Council requests clarity of the relationship between the RMA and MPA Act. 

· Council wishes to participate in the management of a Marlborough MPA network. 

· Council calls for adequate resources for management and scientific monitoring for MPAs. 

· Council sees that commercial activities with MPAs should be managed to protect fish stocks.   

Summary 
17. The Government has requested submissions on its new Marine Protected Areas (MPA) legislation.  

The MPA Act will create a representative and adaptable network of MPAs.  These will primarily be 
a mix of marine reserves, species-specific sanctuaries, seabed reserves and recreational fishing 
parks.  Council has made a submission which supports a fishing park for the Sounds, albeit with 
some reservations.  These include allowing the community to run a collaborative marine protection 
process, enabling marine reserves to be created within a Sounds fishing park and involving Council 
in managing the park.  Council also requests that adequate resources are provided by Government 
for science, management, education and compliance so that progress towards achieving the aims 
of a fishing park can be measured and monitored in an informed way.   

RECOMMENDED 
That the information be received and the submission endorsed. 
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 State of the Environment Report 2015 – Our Land, Our 5.
Water, Our Place 
(also refer to separate attachment) 

(Clr Jerram) (Report prepared by Alan Johnson, Peter Hamill & Steve Urlich) E325-008-001-06 

Purpose 
1. The purpose of this report is to present to the Committee for adoption a draft version of the 

publication “State of the Environment Report 2015, Our land, Our Water, Our Place” (separately 
attached) prior to the report being made available to the public. 

Background 
2. Council has a statutory responsibility for monitoring and reporting on the state of the environment 

under the Resource Management Act 1991.  Section 35 of the Act imposes a duty on the Council to 
monitor: The state of the whole or any part of the environment of its region or district to the extent 
that is appropriate to enable the local authority to effectively carry out its functions under this Act. 

3. Monitoring, investigations and research provide Council with scientifically based information, and is 
a prerequisite to effective management of our natural resources.  

4. State of the environment monitoring also helps us better understand the state and/or condition of 
our natural resources which underpin the heart of our economic and social wellbeing.  

5. Monitoring and reporting also plays an important role in the planning and review of our Resource 
Management Plans.  It also provides the community with an insight into the monitoring information, 
issues and activities that the Council is involved in. 

6. Information obtained by Council over the years has been used in the preparation of the integrated 
2015 State of the Environment Report, Our land, Our Water, Our Place.  The information has been 
a collaborative approach collated by staff across Council during the last twelve months. 

7. The Committee will recall that we had a workshop on the draft report on 18 February and since that 
time feedback from Councillors has been taken into consideration and various chapters are now 
complete.  

Comments 
8. As can be expected there are always limitations to the overall content of such a report.  Not all 

natural resources can comprehensively be monitored due to funding limitations.  The report 
however details monitoring information gathered over a long period of time on highly significant 
issues associated with monitoring of our key natural resources. 

9. The report in broad terms characterises both the changes in our economy, demographics of our 
people, the infrastructure required to make Marlborough a better place, and importantly how the 
environment has responded to change. 

10. The report aims to provide high quality overview that is easily understood information that is 
accessible to everyone.  The report after the introduction is structured into six main chapters or 
reporting domains: 

· Setting the Scene 

· Infrastructure 

· Atmosphere 

· Freshwater 

· Land 

· Coast 
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11. In terms of the reporting framework, most chapters follow the Pressure, Response and State model 
used around the world for environmental reporting.  In addition we have prepared summaries in 
each chapter profiling the significant changes since the last report in 2008 was published.  At the 
end of each section pointers are provided for readers for where to find more in-depth technical 
information. 

12. Staff intention prior to the public release of the report is to complete desk top publishing and 
proceed with printing a limited number of hard copy documents.  It is further anticipated that the 
report will be provided in electronic format and by compact disc for the wider community.  

13. The launch of the report is to be by public notification and copies of the report provided to key 
stakeholders and agencies.  Following the launch staff intend to roll out a series of presentations or 
media releases to key stakeholders, agencies and interested groups over the next few months. 

Summary 
14. Council is required by statute to undertake state of the environment monitoring and report on the 

condition of the environment.  The 2015 State of the Environment Marlborough report has been 
prepared using Council monitoring information and provides an analysis of the pressures on our 
natural and physical resources and how we as a community have responded to these pressures.  

15. The 2015 State of the Environment Marlborough report has been structured into an integrated 
document that foreshadows the last eight years of environment monitoring in the district and 
coincides with the preparation and review of the Marlborough Environment Plan.  

16. The intention is to publicly release the report and follow up with rolling out a series of presentations 
to interested stakeholder, agencies and interest groups. 

17. Finally, the production of the report could never have been made possible without the technical 
ability and dedication of many Council staff and external expertise, along with ongoing community 
commitment to resourcing of these environmental monitoring programmes.  

RECOMMENDED 
1. That the information be received. 

2. That Council adopt the “State of the Environment Report 2015, Our land, Our Water, Our 
Place”, and approve public notification of the report. 
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 Schedule 1 - Exemption 2 6.
(Clr Shenfield) (Report prepared by Bill East) R450-002-B01 

Purpose 
1. The purpose of this report is to introduce a new consenting process to the Building Control Group 

Territorial function.  That process is to receive and process applications to exempt the need for a 
building consent under Schedule 1, Exemption 2.  The Group proposes to set a fee for this activity. 

Background 
2. Under the Local Government Act 2002 (the Act) Council has the authority to give effect to the 

decisions it makes under the Act, subject to sufficient consideration of all options. 

3. The Building Act 2004 introduced Schedule 1, Exempt Building Work.  Over the years the Ministry 
of Business, Innovation and Employment (MBIE) has made changes to the exemptions increasing 
the amount of work that can be carried out without a building consent. 

4. The current Schedule 1 includes 43 types of exemptions.  Exemption 2 provides for the Territorial 
and Regional authority to approve discretional exemptions. 

5. This discretionary exemption states: 

6. Any building work in respect of which the territorial authority or regional authority considers that a 
building consent is not necessary for the purposes of this Act because the authority considers 
that¾ 

a) the completed building work is likely to comply with the building code; or 

b) if the completed building work does not comply with the building code, it is unlikely to 
endanger people or any building, whether on the same land or on other property. 

7. To date the Marlborough District Council’s Building Control Group has been hesitant to introduce a 
formal system for approving such applications for exempt work as it believed if the work was 
considered exempt then it was up to the property owner to make that decision. 

8. Increasing inquiries to Building Control for exemptions has required the Group to reassess its 
position and consider a formal procedure. 

9. The Building Control Group has approved a number of such applications this year using an ad hoc 
process to approve those applications. 

10. Council’s throughout New Zealand have slightly different approaches to exempting work under 
Schedule 1, Exemption 2.  After researching various processes this proposal has been aligned on 
the operational Wellington City Council process.  

11. This item also addresses any requests from a property owner to file exempt work (other 
Exemption 2) information onto their property file. 

12. Building Control does from time to time get such requests from property owners. 

13. The information is endorsed with this stamp and filed in the building folder of the property file. 

Note:  At present there is no charge for this service. 
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Comments 
14. A draft procedure, application form, processing form and legal background document have been 

developed. 

15. The procedure will not set out what will or will not be approved. 

16. Approval will be based on the structure described, the competency of the person designing the 
work, the competency of the person carrying out the work, quality system covering the build 
process, compliance with other enactments, and level of risk to people and other properties. 

17. A fee consideration to recover costs has been attached as Appendix 1. 

18. Fee for information acceptance (Schedule 1 - exempt work only), stamping and filing (see item 8) = 
$80.00 GST inclusive. 

19. The fee will be charged on application.  No refunds will be given for declined applications as fees 
cover work carried out to reach decision. 

20. There will be no inspections carried out by Building Control for exempt work. 

21. There will be no certificate issued confirming compliance with the building code for structures built 
under Exemption 2. 

Summary 
22. Building Control requires a formal process to approve or decline applications to construct structures 

under Schedule 1, Exemption 2. 

23. Building Control requires a formal process to accept and file information for other exempt work 
carried out by property owners. 

24. Building Control needs to recover the cost of processing an application for Exemption 2 and filing 
documentation provided by property owners. 

25. Link to Schedule 1 for overview: 

http://www.building.govt.nz/UserFiles/File/Publications/Building/Guidance-information/pdf/building-
work-consent-not-required-guidance-3rd-edition.pdf  

RECOMMENDED 
That this report is adopted and commence the process for fee setting. 
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Appendix 1 
 

 

 

 

 
Hours Rate Total

Calculated on Average 
application

Fees
Minor works. Up to $25,000.00 Lodgement - as per FLAT FEE 1.00 79.31 $79.31

RI -  hr @ advertised hourly rate 1.50 114.00 $171.00

Processing - hr @ advertised 
hourly rate 1.50 114.00 $171.00
Issuing - .5hr 0.50 114.00 $57.00

$478.31 GST Included
Minor works
$25,001.00 - $50,000.00 Lodgement - as per FLAT FEE 1.00 79.31 $79.31

RI -  hr @ advertised hourly rate 1.50 114.00 $171.00
Processing - hr @ advertised 
hourly rate 3.00 114.00 $342.00
Issuing - .5hr 0.50 114.00 $57.00

$649.31 GST Included

Major works

$50,001 - $200,000.00 Lodgement - as per FLAT FEE 1.00 79.31 $79.31
RI - hr @ advertised hourly rate 3.00 114.00 $342.00
Processing - hr @ advertised 
hourly rate 5.00 114.00 $570.00
Issuing - .5hr 0.50 114.00 $57.00

$1,048.31 GST Included

$200,001.00 to $400,000.00 Lodgement - as per FLAT FEE 1.00 79.31 $79.31
RI - hr @ advertised hourly rate 5.00 114.00 $570.00
Processing - hr @ advertised 
hourly rate 8.00 114.00 $912.00
Issuing - .5hr 0.50 114.00 $57.00

$1,618.31 GST Included

$400,001.00 to 1,000,000.00 Lodgement - as per FLAT FEE 1.00 79.31 $79.31
RI - hr @ advertised hourly rate 5.00 114.00 $570.00
Processing -  hr @ advertised 
hourly rate 14.00 114.00 $1,596.00
Issuing - .5hr 0.50 114.00 $57.00

$2,302.31 GST Included

$1,000,000.00
Negotiation cosidering value, 
type of work and risk.
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 Appointment of Hearings Commissioners  7.
(Clr Oddie) (Report prepared by Abbey McMillan) R450-004-02  

Purpose 
1. The purpose of this report is to present the following person 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: 

5. Jennie Smeaton 
Jennie is currently working as the Manager, Resource Management and Communications for 
Te Runanga o Toa Rangatira.  She prides herself in management operations, cultural knowledge, 
communications and relationship management. 

6. Jennie holds a Diploma in Environmental Management from the Open Polytechnic and currently 
holds a Committee endorsement for Making Good Decisions (due to expire June 2016).  

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

above person meets the accreditation requirements of section 39A of the Resource Management 
Act 1991 and is not a member of the Council or Council staff. 

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

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

RECOMMENDED 
That Ms Jennie Smeaton be appointed to act as a Hearings Commissioner as and when required 
and that she be advised accordingly. 
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 Animal Control Sub-committee 8.
(Clr Arbuckle) D050-001-A04 

The minutes of the Animal Control Sub-committee meeting held on 14 March 2016 are attached for 
ratification by the Committee. 

RECOMMENDED 
That the minutes of the Animal Control Sub-committee meeting held on 14 March 2016 be ratified. 
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Minutes of a Meeting of the  
Animal Control SUB-COMMITTEE  

held in the Pelorus Room, 15 Seymour Street, Blenheim 
 on MONDAY, 14 MARCH 2016 commencing at 9.00 am 

Present 
Clrs Jamie Arbuckle (Chairperson), Graeme Barsanti and Peter Jerram, Shelley Lines (Environment 
Protection Officer/Contract Manager – Animal Control), Jane Robertson (Environment Protection Officer) 
and Robert Hutchinson (Reserves and Amenities Officer), Kelly O’Hagan & Peter Murphy (Animal 
Control), Sue MacDonald and Jane Buckman (Smart & Connected Renwick) 

In Attendance 
Nicole Chauval 

1. Renwick Dog Park Update 
Clr Barsanti reported that due to the opposition with regard to the Renwick Domain and the land 
beside the Speedway not ideal discussions with Rivers were entered into for possible sites. 
Following these discussions it was suggested that the old dump at Renwick, which is on SH 6 just 
at the entrance into Foxes Island Road, would be suitable. Clr Barsanti noted that it is the area of 
land behind the Kiosk and cycle track. 

Members were advised that Mr Newman has indicated that he is interested in using an area of this 
land for a cleanfill dump site, it was noted that this would not impact on the area designated for the 
dog park.  

Clr Barsanti confirmed that Rivers are happy for the top half to be used for the dog park and an 
email confirming this is to be forwarded to Clr Barsanti. 

It was noted that access to the park may be restricted for one weekend a year for use by Grape 
Ride participants and supporters. This will be well advertised prior to the event.  

Clr Barsanti noted that he had approached Mr Newman and a local fencing contractor regarding 
costs for the construction of a perimeter fence. The approximate figure they provided was $12,500. 
This is to construct a fence that would completely encircle the park at a height of 1.2m, with a 
double gate.  

Members agreed that a formal price be obtained for the materials and construction and installation 
of a perimeter fence. Jane Robertson to confirm the size of the park area and forward to 
Clr Barsanti. 

Clr Arbuckle will discuss with MDC staff to confirm whether the fence construction would need to 
go out to tender.  

Sue MacDonald noted that Renwick people have had a look at the proposed Foxes Island site and 
they are more than happy with the proposal. It was noted that there needs to be water and rubbish 
bins provided, with water being the priority. 

Clr Barsanti noted that he has organised a water tank to be on site and following discussions with 
the Renwick’s Fire Chief they have agreed to ensure that the water tank is monitored and filled 
regularly.  

It was noted that at a recent Renwick Smart and Connected group meeting that the Foxes Island 
site was discussed and they are also supportive of this option. It was also noted that there would 
be benefit to the SPCA with having the park next door. The park being situated on SH 6 would be 
ideal for people travelling on SH 6 with dogs as it gives them a place to stop to give their dogs a 
rest. 
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Members agreed that Clr Barsanti approach the SPCA to let them know what is proposed and that 
there is an invitation open to them to use the park. 

It was noted that the consistent and clear signage would be important in identifying the park. 

Clr Arbuckle requested that Sue and Jane seek input from the Renwick Smart and Connected 
group on details on how the inside of the dog park should look once the perimeter fence has been 
installed. It was suggested that the ideas from the group be forwarded to Animal Control for any 
further comments/suggestions and then brought back next sub-committee meeting for sign off. It 
was suggested that there be two entrance ways and this was agreed to by members. It was 
confirmed that a proposal of where the entrances would be located would be available at the next 
meeting for confirmation. 

Following further discussion on the fence construction it was agreed that the height of the fence 
should be 1.8m not 1.2m as this would deter large dogs/agile dogs jumping over. 

In response to a question regarding the design of the park Peter Murphy responded that he doesn’t 
have any fixed ideas but people will still need to keep control of their dogs and not let them run 
wild. He also queried whether there should be consideration given to the possibility having 
separate areas ie; one for small dogs and one for large dogs.  

There was discussion on what the Scouts have agreed to do at the proposed dog park along with a 
possible design. It was agreed that Shelley will check with Robert to confirm that the Scouts are 
happy to walk to the other site now that it is not next to the Speedway.  

Members were advised that the mowing of the dog park will be undertaken by Nelmac who are 
contracted to Council. 

Clr Arbuckle noted that he would like to see the site endorsed by the other submitters against the 
other proposals so if staff could note that a second site has been identified and is now the preferred 
option.  

Sue MacDonald and Jane Buckman advised members that at the Renwick Smart & Connected 
meeting there had been a discussion on names for the park. The following proposal was put 
forward ‘Foxes Island Dog Park’. This name was agreed to by the Committee. 

There was concern raised about doggy doo in the park and who would be responsible for it. It was 
noted that the majority of dog owners are very good at picking up their own dog messes. 
Mr Hutchinson noted that Nelmac would be responsible the clean-up of any and if it does become 
an issue they would notify Mr Hutchinson. 

It was suggested that the Thursday Council page be used as a way of getting the public educated 
on picking up their own dog’s doggy doo. Also having clear signage at the park along with doggy 
doo bags and rubbish bins. 

Sue MacDonald took this opportunity to thank the Sub-committee for their help and noted that it is 
fantastic that the establishment of a dog park is getting close to fruition. 
 

Clr Arbuckle/Barsanti: 
1. That the Committee designates the identified area of Foxes Island as the preferred site 

for the Renwick Dog Park. 

2. That the Renwick Smart and Connected group provide a layout plan of the dog park in 
consultation with Animal Control to be tabled at the next Animal Control Sub-committee 
meeting. 

3. That the Rivers Section forward confirmation to Clr Barsanti that they are supportive of 
the Foxes Island land being used for the Renwick Dog Park.  

4. Clr Barsanti to make contact with the SPCA informing them of the proposal to site the 
Renwick Dog Park at the Foxes Island area. 

 

Carried 

ATTENDANCE: Sue MacDonald and Jane Buckman withdrew from the meeting 9.10am 
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2. Bylaw Review and/or Amendments  
Members were advised that Shelley Lines has spoken with Kaye McIlveney and that there are 
certain thresholds where we can change the bylaw without public consultation, but that threshold is 
yet to be determined. It was noted that if changes are substantial it would need to go back out for 
public consultation. 

It was noted that the bylaw is due to come up for full review in the next 12-18 months. It was raised 
whether there was anything urgent that could not be put off until the full review. It was suggested 
that the map to incorporate Seymour Square could possibly wait but it would be good for this to be 
identified somewhere as it is causing confusion. 

Other areas that could hold off until the full review would be signage and changing the hatchings on 
the mappings to included Seymour Square into the no zone. 

Shelley Lines to report back on the identified thresholds before the need to go out for public 
consultation. 

3. Additional Doggy Doo Stations Rarangi/Springlands Vets 
Clr Jerram advised that he hasn’t spoken to The Vet Centre but is meeting with them tonight so will 
raise the Doggy Doo Stations then.  

It was noted that the approach to the Vet Centre was to see whether they would be interested in 
contributing something towards a doggy doo station. The one in Rarangi cost approximately $600. 
It was suggested that The Vet Centre be approached to sponsor an area and then Council put the 
pod etc in. 

Members were advised that there has been no further contact from Springlands Vet following a 
request for an update on the doggy doo stations. 

Shelley Lines advised members that she will be making contact with the Rarangi Community and 
DoC regarding doggy doo stations. It was suggested that Nicole Banks is the contact person for the 
Rarangi community. 

There was general discussion regarding signage and Shelley will follow this up with DoC as it is 
good to be consistent between organisations. 

ATTENDANCE: Clr Jerram withdrew from the meeting at 9.39am  

4. Blenheim Dog Park Update 
Clr Arbuckle noted that there does not seem to be a lot of support currently to establish a park in 
Blenheim and noted that when the Renwick dog park is up and running that that could provide the 
impetus to get people in Blenheim to form a working group. 

It was noted that Blenheim does have the Taylor River and this was an extremely good asset for 
dog owners in Blenheim  

Shelley noted that establishing a dog park in Picton was more of priority than Blenheim and that it 
wouldn’t take much to get a working group as they do have a Picton Smart and Connected Group.  

ATTENDANCE: Robert Hutchinson withdrew from the meeting at 9.43 am. 
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5. Matters Arising - 16 November 2015 Minutes  
Members were advised that Shelley has been in contact with Chris Parnell and she is getting a cost 
from the contractors to upgrade the stencils. This could be something to look at in Picton as they 
the signs there are getting faded.  

It was noted that Grahame Smail is Nic Crous’ replacement and Shelley and Jane will undertake a 
tour with him and if there are any other concerns it will be brought back to this sub-committee. 

6. SPCA Update Re-stray Cat Scope of Problem  
There has been no further response on this matter so it is considered closed. 

7. Animal Control 
Members were advised that an Animal Control’s Dog Education person Carol Schofield has put a 
package together to establish education days at the Animal Control Office.  

The idea is to split it up into two groups with one being people who would like to come along to get 
a better idea about Animal Control and be better dog owners. The second group could possibly be 
for repeat offenders, with it possibly being made compulsory to try to give them further education 
and understanding on what their obligations are as responsible dog owners.  

It was noted that Animal Control do not have the power to make people attend but would like to 
give see it as an option where it could be seen along lines of a restorative justice type programme. 
Clrs Barsanti and Arbuckle noted their support for this initiative. 

Animal Control will update the Sub-committee if this initiative goes ahead. 

Members were advised that patrols are being stepped up to cover more areas. Members were 
advised that the process that is followed is the offender would receive a warning, for a first offence 
and then if they are caught again then they are fined.  

Following a query it was noted that the Idog app is used by Animal Control officers to view the 
previous history of an offender. Shelley noted that they have logged a project with IT to further 
enhance the app so that it will show more information as some of the current information is limited. 
It is seen as a great tool for officers to and an invaluable tool for new employees. 

8. Update and Issues - including unregistered dogs update 
Members were advised that there are only a couple of outstanding dog registrations and these are 
part payments which are being chased this up. Members noted that this was a fantastic effort and 
achievement from previous years.  

The high number of registrations was put down to lots of advertising both via radio and newspaper 
prior to registration and making the registering of dogs much easier.  

ATTENDANCE: Peter Murphy and Kelly O’Hagan left the meeting at 9.56 am. 

9. Budget Update Information 
Shelley Lines spoke to the budget in David Craig’s absence. Members were advised that the 
surplus is $44,633 and Reserves is $156,751.55, total just over $200,000.  
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It was noted that 50% of the budget is tagged for dog parks. The money is also used for ongoing 
maintenance at the Animal Shelter. Members were advised that this is an old facility and 
maintenance costs will increase over time and that this should be kept in mind. 

Shelley Lines to circulate plans/outcomes from discussions with Scouts to Clrs Arbuckle and 
Barsanti. 

10. General Business 
Jane Robertson noted that there is a regular article in Thursday’s Council page on obligations of 
dog owners. The ads back up what Animal Control is using out in the field.  

Shelly Lines updated members on Animal Control. It was noted that all of the Animal Control staff 
are up to-date on their training. Currently there are four male officers which is good from a health 
and safety point of view. Members were advised that they are very pleased with the way Animal 
Control is operating at present and that working with them is great with good ideas being put 
forward with excellent communication. It was noted that having Animal Control officers participate 
in these meetings is very beneficial.  

Following discussion it was agreed that the site visit of Animal Control was beneficial last year and 
that Clrs Arbuckle and Barsanti would like to arrange another visit in August or September of this 
year. 

There being no further business the meeting closed at 10.05 am. 

 

Record No: 1643971 
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 Food Act 2014 Delegations 9.
(Clr Brooks) (Report prepared by Kaye McIlveney)  L150-003-01 

Purpose 
1. The purpose of this report is to seek approval for the responsibilities, duties and powers given to 

Council under the Food Act 2014 and its regulations to be delegated to the Chief Executive, with 
authority for the Chief Executive to sub-delegate those powers to Council staff. 

Background 
2. The Food Act 1981 was replaced by the Food Act 2014 which came into force on 1 March 2016.  

There is an extended transition from the old to the new regime and full transition is not complete 
until 1 March 2019. 

3. New delegations are needed for Council to efficiently and effectively perform its functions, meet its 
responsibilities and exercise its powers under the new Act. 

Comments 
4. The Food Act 2014 does not contain any power for Council to make a delegation.  We can rely, 

however, on section 48 and clause 32 of Schedule 7 of the Local Government Act 2002. 

5. Clause 32 of Schedule 7 empowers Council to delegate responsibilities, duties and powers for the 
purposes of efficiency and effectiveness in the conduct of Council’s business.  There are 
exceptions.  Council cannot delegate some responsibilities, duties and powers and must make 
these decisions itself: 

a) The power to make a rate; or 

b) The power to make a bylaw; or 

c) The power to borrow money, or purchase or dispose of assets, other than in accordance with 
the long-term plan; or 

d) The power to adopt a long-term plan, annual plan, or annual report; or 

e) The power to appoint a chief executive; or 

f) The power to adopt policies required to be adopted and consulted on under this Act in 
association with the long-term plan or developed for the purpose of the local governance 
statement; or 

g) The power to adopt a remuneration and employment policy 

6. The roles of Council under the Food Act 2014 are: 

a) Delivering services that are needed to achieve the purpose of the Act, including the provision 
of advice and dissemination of information on matters relating to the safety and suitability of 
food; and 

b) Facilitating the administration and performance of functions and activities that support the 
role of the Chief Executive of MPI under the Act; and 

c) Contributing to the implementation and delivery of risk-based measures for the safety and 
auditability of food; and 

d) Performing the function of a registration authority; and 

e) Carrying out enforcement and other regulatory responsibilities under the Act; and 

f) Carrying out the role of a recognised agency; and 

g) Carrying out the functions that are incidental and related to, or consequential upon, these 
roles. 
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7. In the absence of a delegation, decisions on these matters would be required to be made by full 
Council resolution.  As many of these matters are operational in nature, it is considered appropriate 
that they be undertaken by staff. 

Summary 
8. The Food Act 2014 came into effect on 1 March 2016.  It altered the responsibilities, duties and 

powers of Council in relation to food safety.  In order to effectively and efficiently meet the 
responsibilities placed on Council under this Act, it is recommended that the responsibilities, duties 
and powers of Council under the Act be delegated to the Chief Executive, with approval to 
sub-delegate those responsibilities, duties and powers to staff. 

RECOMMENDED 
1. That the information be received. 

2. That pursuant to section 48 and clause 32 of Schedule 7 to the Local Government Act 2002, 
Council delegates its responsibilities, duties and powers under the Food Act 2014 and 
regulations to the Chief Executive, with approval for the Chief Executive to sub-delegate 
those responsibilities, duties and powers to staff of Council. 
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 Bird Scaring Devices 10.
(Clr Barsanti) (Report prepared by Jane Robertson & Shelley Lines) E360-006-01 

Purpose 
1. The purpose of this report is to provide a summary of the bird scaring device rules and the 

approach taken to deal with bird scaring device complaints. 

2. 
 
Jane Robertson (Environmental Protection Officer) and Shelley Lines (Environmental 
Protection Officer/Contract Manager) will provide a short presentation. (5 minutes). 

Background 
3. The 2015 New Zealand Winegrowers Annual Report states Marlborough has 23,203 hectares of 

productive vineyards. 

4. There are a number of bird crop protection methods used on Marlborough Vineyards, including 
netting, visual deterrents, natural predators and audible devices. 

5. Council’s compliance group receive a number of complaints during vineyard crop protection season 
regarding noise from audible bird scaring devices. 

Education 
6. A factsheet has been developed to outline the rules relating to bird scaring devices (see Appendix 

1). This factsheet is available on Council’s website. 

7. For the past three years prior to bird crop protection season Council has engaged with Wine 
Marlborough to ensure their members are advised of the bird scarring device rules. The factsheet 
was provided to Wine Marlborough in mid-February 2016 for distribution to their members. 

Complaints 
8. The nature of complaints about bird scaring devices can relate to the frequency, noise and hours of 

operation. If complaints are received after hours Callcare load the complaints and they generally 
come through to the Compliance Group to follow up, some may be referred to Armourguard 
(Council’s after hours contractor) to respond. Investigations of a bird scaring device complaint may 
include phone calls, letters, emails and site visits, appropriate action is determined by the nature of 
the complaint.   

9. Historically there have been issues with devices going off in the middle of the night when they have 
not been turned off at the end of the day or due to faults with the devices. 

10. Complaints of bird scaring devices operating outside their permitted hours are often the most 
difficult to resolve. The reason for this the difficulty in locating the offending property and bird 
scaring device. 

11. Many bird scaring devices rotate on their axis after each detonation, this makes determining the 
location of the device very difficult as the noise often appears to be coming from different locations. 
It is especially difficult when trying to locate a device on a property in night-time conditions.  

12. Noise from bird scaring devices is often obscured by the topography of the surrounding land.   

13. A strategy has been developed for dealing with complaints where the officer is unable to locate the 
property and bird scaring device. Where there is any uncertainty about where the bird scaring 
device is located, notification by letter, email and/or phone call of all surrounding vineyard owners 
within a one kilometre radius of the complainant’s property.  
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14. A further complication when investigating a bird scaring device complaint in daytime hours is where 
multiple bird scaring devices are operating in the area. 

15. Where a bird scaring device is located and proven to be operating outside the permitted activity 
rules, the officer will take action to bring the operation into compliance.  

Summary 
16. The Compliance Group have been working with industry to educate them on the rules regarding 

bird scaring devices and developed strategies for the investigation of bird scaring device 
complaints. 

RECOMMENDED 
That the information be received. 
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 ENSCO 107  11.
(Clr Barsanti) (Report prepared by the Harbour Master) H100-007-003-10 

Purpose 
1. The purpose of this report is to provide an overview for the Committee on the recent operation 

associated with the departure of the rig ENSCO 107. 

2. 
 
A short video clip will be shown.  (5 minutes). 

Background 
3. With decline in oil prices the ongoing development the gas and oil fields in the Taranaki Basin has 

come to a stop with drilling rigs and wellhead platforms that have been brought to New Zealand 
being returned to their Owners.  Generally, rigs are transported on semi-submersible ships, thus 
avoiding the long, slow tow from its previous location. 

4. The rig ENSCO 107 has completed drilling work and was prepared for return to her Owners.  Part 
of this operation included floating the rig on to the deck of a Heavy Lift carrying vessel (HLV). 

5. As with previous operations, close liaison with rig principals and HLV owners was maintained to 
ensure that all critical stages of the operation were clearly identified and understood by all 
concerned.  In addition, key stake holders were being kept informed and provided with up-to-date 
information on a weekly basis in the early planning stages but this was increased to daily updates 
while the float-on operation was underway.  Appropriate risk mitigation and contingency plans had 
been developed, based on past experience, and circulated to interested parties. 

6. By way of a brief overview, the operation involved: 

a) Arrival of the rig in Admiralty Bay on 13 February under tow.  Rig ‘soft-pinned’ to await the 
arrival of the HLV.  An exclusion zone was place around the rig 

b) Arrival and anchoring of the HLV in Admiralty Bay – daylight transit – on 18 February 2015.  
An exclusion zone around the HLV was put in place 

c) HLV was ballasted to submerge to the required draft of 21 metres to allow rig to float over 
her deck 

d) The rig was manoeuvred to close alongside the HLV deck with assistance of tugs and then 
manoeuvred across the deck of the HLV using tugger wires 

e) Once the rig was in position, the HLV commenced de-ballasting.  However, on the rig ‘taking 
to the cribbing’ it was found that an adjustment had to be made requiring the HLV to be 
re-ballasted to place the rig in the correct position – about 20 cm.  On completion of 
repositioning, de-ballasting sequences were again commenced until the required departure 
draught of around nine metres was achieved 

f) Sea-fastening of ENSCO 107 was undertaken by ship’s crew and contractors over a period 
of 2 days  

g) HLV departed Admiralty Bay on the morning of 26 February bound for the Far East 

7. A small team of response personnel was stationed on location in Admiralty Bay for the duration of 
the operation, in the event of a mishap occurring during the critical ballasting/de-ballasting phase at 
the stages of deck immersion and deck emergence. 

8. An exclusion zone was declared around the HLV for the duration of the operation and for the 
outward transit.  The exclusion zone will be enforced by the Harbour patrol vessel Discovery.  

9. Using the Harbours drone, extensive video footage was taken of critical phases of the operation. 

Environment - 24 March 2016 - Page 28 



 

10. Current indications are that it is unlikely that any further rig moves through Admiralty Bay will be 
seen much before 2018. 

Conclusion 
11. The rig ENSCO 107 had completed drilling projects in the Taranaki petrochemical fields and was 

being prepared for transportation by Healy Lift Vessel (HLV). 

12. The HLV arrived in Admiralty Bay on 18 February and departed on 26 February after completion of 
the float-on and securing of the rig to the ship.  

RECOMMENDED 
That the information be received. 

Environment - 24 March 2016 - Page 29 



 

 Derelict Vessel and Abandoned Vessels  12.
(Clr Barsanti) (Report prepared by the Harbour Master)  H100-005-16 

Purpose 
1. The purpose of this report is to inform the Committee of a derelict and abandoned vessel who’s 

owners we cannot identify. 

Background 
2. The Committee will be aware that the Harbour Safety Management System (SMS) Policy 

document provides for dealing with wrecks, abandoned vessels and ships illegally occupying 
moorings.  This policy is framed around the Harbour Master’s powers set out in s 33J of the 
Maritime Transport Act. 

3. Currently, the Harbour Master Group is dealing with one specific vessel for which no owner has yet 
been identified. 

4. The vessel in question broke free from her mooring and grounded in Waikawa Bay.  Following a 
re-floating operation was removed from Waikawa Bay and secured in a safe place.  Although the 
owner for the vessel was identified, a recorded address proved fruitless.  In accordance with the 
policy set out in the Maritime Safety Management System, an advertisement has been placed in 
the local print media in an effort to make contact with the owner.  In addition, a photo of the vessel 
was circulated to one of the local vessel brokers to determine whether they were able to provide 
contact details.  

5. Ongoing efforts to identify the owner have included seeking assistance from the Police.  At the time 
of preparing this item, no response has been received.  As a consequence, and in accordance with 
the policy, advertisements have been placed in the local print media to meet statutory 
requirements.  28 days following this advertisement to locate the owner and where no response 
has been received, the Harbour Master will dispose of the vessel in an effort to recover some of the 
costs incurred in re-floating and keeping the vessel secure.  However, taking the state of the vessel 
into account, it is not certain that a full cost recovery is likely. 

6. In broad terms the legislation is specific in outlining the powers the Harbour Master can exercise.  
As previously reported, when this course of action is taken, a report would be provided to the 
Committee at the next regular meeting in order that Members are aware of action being taken. 

7. Photos of these vessels are attached at Appendix 1. 

Conclusion 
8. The Harbour Master is currently dealing with a derelict and abandoned vessel with difficulty being 

experienced in identifying the owner.  Assistance from the Police as well as a local vessel Broker 
has been sought. 

9. Powers pursuant to the Maritime Transport Act allow for derelict or abandoned vessels illegally 
occupying moorings to be removed from the waters, and follow a set procedure in identifying an 
owner and, where possible, recovering costs incurred from the owner where the owner is known.  
Where an owner cannot be identified within the required time-frame the vessel will be disposed of 
appropriately. 

10. A verbal up-date will be provided at the time of the meeting. 

RECOMMENDED 
That the information be received. 
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 Aids to Navigation  13.
 (Report prepared by the 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 (AtoNs). 

Background 
2. The 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. The management of AtoNs was brought ‘in house’ and carried out internally by the Harbour 
Master’s Team.  

AtoNs Update: March 2016  
5. No failures have been reported since November 2015.  

6. Routine checks of AtoNs are running behind schedule due to staff and available time constraints. 
However, the replacement of the three channel marker poles in the Havelock channel has been 
completed. 

7. Where ever possible and replacement of lights becomes necessary, new technology is being 
implemented – for example the introduction of synchronised lights in the Havelock approach 
channel.  A light that has been subject to frequent failure over winter months is located at Shag 
Point – an area that gets little sun in winter.  This light will be replaced with GSM capable 
technology, enabling remote sensing of battery status within the next month.  This in turn, will allow 
early identification of low battery voltages and replacement of the battery prior to failure occurring.  
It is the intention to progressively introduce this technology particularly in remote locations.    

8. A work programme to address maintenance issues has been developed and maintenance work on 
AtoNs will continue through the coming months.    

9. A ‘final draft’ of AtoN management and monitoring database has been received by Harbours and is 
still being evaluated before implementation.         

Note: IALA specifies 3 categories for AtoN. ‘Category 1’ AtoNs 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 the Council control.  

Over 90% of AtoNs under the Council control are listed Category 2 being defined by IALA as ‘of 
navigational significance’. 

Summary 
10. IALA standards for all lit navigation aids have been achieved for the past six weeks. 

11. Three channel markers in the Havelock approach channel have been replaced.  New technology 
will be introduce at Shag point within the next month.  

RECOMMENDED 
That the information be received. 
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 Information Package 14.
 

RECOMMENDED 
That the Regulatory Department Information Package dated 24 March 2016 be received and noted. 
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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:

· A Vercoe – 27 Leitrim 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).

· B & T Adams – 28 Dry Hills Rise, Blenheim - exemption to install a Coverstar safety pool cover and lockable spa pool cover in lieu of a fence (exemption pursuant to section 6 of the Fencing of Swimming Pools Act 1987).

· G Duckett & J Spooner – 501 Brookby Road, Hawkesbury - exemption to install a Coverstar safety pool cover and lockable spa pool cover in lieu of a fence (exemption pursuant to section 6 of the Fencing of Swimming Pools Act 1987).

· R & S Marshall – 109 Old Renwick Road, Blenheim - exemption to re-install a Save-T Cover III automatic pool cover in lieu of a fence (exemption pursuant to section 6 of the Fencing of Swimming Pools Act 1987).

· P & C Scott – 9 Eversham Lane - exemption to install a Save-T Cover III automatic pool cover in lieu of a fence (exemption pursuant to section 6 of the Fencing of Swimming Pools Act 1987).

State of the Picton Bays Environment
(also refer to separate attachment)

(Clr Jerram) (Report prepared by Steve Urlich)	E325-002-006

Purpose

To present a report by the Cawthron Institute that assesses the state of the Picton harbour, Waikawa Bay and Shakespeare Bay based on available information.

Report “Picton Bays Environmental Information and Health Assessment” by Cawthron, Nelson separately attached.

		5.

		Dr Emma Newcombe, marine ecologist at the Cawthron Institute will provide a presentation to members (20 minutes).







Background

The Picton bays, which include Picton harbour, Waikawa and Shakespeare Bays (Figure 1), are an iconic part of the Marlborough Sounds.  Their ecological health is important for the wider community and of special significance to iwi.  However, Council does not currently possess an overall integrated understanding of the state of the environment of the bays.

Council successfully gained Envirolink funding for the Cawthron Institute to review the state and pressures on the Picton bays environment.  This also included a review of the available scientific and historical information, which was informative but was by no means complete.  An interview with a local kaumatua, Tom Norton, also provided valuable insights, and Te Atiawa Trust shared valuable knowledge from their Iwi Environmental Management Plan.

The harbour has a range of uses, from high recreational and amenity value to shipping and other industrial uses.  Picton harbour is used for commercial vessels including ferries, cruise liners and log ships.  Other current and historic activities include ship yards and marinas, and a meat works.  

The review of historical information identified sedimentation from land clearance, disturbance from fast ferry wakes, and reclamation and construction which destroyed estuarine ecosystems in Picton and Waikawa, as key influences that shaped marine ecosystem composition and health.  

There have also been significant sources of contamination from discharges into the bays.  These included heavy metals, polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons, and tributyltins from industrial activities, raw sewerage from Council’s infrastructure, and offal from the meat works at Shakespeare Bay. 

An investigation into the condition of Shakespeare Bay in 1979 described the pollution as: 

“The foreshore of the inner bay for an extent of about 700 metres was covered from the high tide mark to the water with a greasy white foam which extended on the water surface a further three to four metres out….The discolouration was due mainly to blood and particles of fat, meat and animal faeces. The discoloured water was overlain by a thick transparent layer of fat.”

Comments

The report finds that there has been substantial improvement over recent decades in some important aspects of environmental health of the Picton bays.  For example Shakespeare Bay is in a much better ecological condition than the 1970s (Figure 2).  The recovery should be seen in the context of longer term impacts, which Council is undertaking more research to better understand.

The worst sources of pollution into the bays have either been eliminated or are now much reduced in the type and intensity of contaminants discharged.  The meat works has been replaced by a port development in Shakespeare Bay.  There are resource consent requirements for the quality of the stormwater discharge from the port, and also monitoring of the benthic environment and shellfish.  

Council has invested significant resources in the ongoing upgrades of the sewerage systems in Picton and Waikawa over the last decade.  This has included the cessation of raw sewage discharge into Picton harbour and replacement with a discharge of treated effluent.  Current monitoring of the discharge shows little evidence of adverse effects on the benthic environment.

Council’s Assets & Services team run an active infiltration / inflow programme to identify and eliminate cross-connections of pipes to reduce stormwater and ground water entering the sewage system.  However, even if the system was working perfectly, it does not have the capacity to cope with high intensity rainfall events, and several times a year there can be overflow discharges into the harbour.  These have been reducing each year and in recent times have been as low as three per annum, including pump outages due to power cuts.



Figure 1: Picton bays consists of three bays in Queen Charlotte Sound / Totaranui: Shakespeare Bay, Picton Harbour, and Waikawa Bay (image edited from Google Earth)



Figure 2: Shakespeare Bay showing the discharge from the old freezing works outfall (Courtesy of the Cawthron Institute)

There have also been changes to Picton foreshore over the years as the pictures in Figure 3 show.  The development of the Picton marina and the removal of the Carey’s boatyard have reduced runoff.  The phasing out of anti-foul tributyltin paints, which are toxic to marine life, may also have improved sediment quality as the effects of the chemicals are likely to have reduced over time.

However, the development of the marinas in Picton harbour and Waikawa has introduced new biosecurity threats from introduced fouling organisms, as well as rubbish dumped into the sea.

The other major change has been the decline of fisheries and shellfish in the bay and wider Queen Charlotte Sound from overfishing, habitat loss and contamination.  For example, there are historical reports of hauls of Picton bloater (herring) being taken from Picton wharf in the 19th century.  There were also fish canning factories in Picton which reflected the abundance of fish.

From their review, Cawthron suggest that an integrated state of the environment monitoring programme could be developed for the bays.  This could measure a range of aspects of environmental health, such as changes in biogenic habitat, a bays-wide assessment of contaminant levels, measurement of sediment inputs and the local effects of sea-level rise. 

Council currently monitors estuarine health at Shakespeare and Waikawa Bays, intertidal and subtidal habitat monitoring of ship wake effects and the condition of tubeworm beds in Bob’s Bay.  Other environmental monitoring is done under resource consent conditions, which are targeted at a particular activity, such as outfall and stormwater monitoring.  

The monitoring required by resource consents could potentially be integrated with the state of the environment monitoring, where there are opportunities to do so.  This will be explored with Port Marlborough, Iwi and the Department of Conservation in a forthcoming project.  

Feedback from the wider community will also be sought as Dr Newcombe will be presenting the Cawthron report at a community meeting on the evening of 24 March in Picton.

Summary

The Picton bays are an important part of the Marlborough Sounds and the wider region. 

The Cawthron report has identified many environmental changes to Picton harbour, Waikawa and Shakespeare Bays, including widespread sedimentation from land clearance, contamination and loss of seabed habitats. 

The report found that there has been substantial improvement over recent decades in some important aspects of environmental health of the Picton bays.  This is due to the revegetation of surrounding hillsides reducing sediment inputs, and the elimination or reduction of contaminant inputs from the closure of the meat works, significant upgrades of sewerage and stormwater infrastructure, and the banning of toxic anti-foul chemical paints.  However, there are a range of stressors still affecting the marine environment, such as over fishing, invasive species, wash from ferry wakes, sea level rise and harbour dredging.  

There are gaps in Council’s understanding of the cumulative effects of these stressors, and the state and trends of marine health in the Picton bays.  Cawthron have recommended that an integrated state of the environment monitoring programme be developed and implemented in a collaborative way. 

RECOMMENDED

That the information be received.



Figure 3: Picton harbour in the 1920s (top) and 2015 (below).



History of Benthic Change in Queen Charlotte Sound / Totaranui
(also refer to separate attachment)

(Clr Jerram) (Report prepared by Steve Urlich)	E325-016-002-03

Purpose

1. To provide the Committee with the findings of a review of a historical changes to seabed (benthic) ecosystems in Queen Charlotte Sound / Totaranui.

1. Report “History of benthic change Queen Charlotte Sound / Totaranui, Marlborough” by NIWA, Nelson separately attached.

		1. 5.

		Dr Sean Handley, marine ecologist, NIWA Nelson,  will provide a presentation to members. (20 minutes).







Background

1. Council secured an Envirolink grant in 2015 to understand how Queen Charlotte Sound/Totaranui (QCS) has changed since European settlement.  This is a companion review to the NIWA report on the history of benthic change in Pelorus Sound /Te Hoiere, which was completed in early 2015.

1. The report reviews historic changes to benthic habitats in QCS from published research, interviews with some long-term residents, and searches of historic newspapers and literature (Figure 4).  A korero with a local kaumatua, Tom Norton, also provided valuable insights, and Te Atiawa Trust shared valuable knowledge from their Iwi Environmental Management Plan.

1. 

Figure 4: Newspaper advertisement from 1863 for Tory Channel oysters

1. Studies of long-term ecological change enable the effects of activities such as fishing, forestry, farming and aquaculture to be better understood and managed.  The research also provides important context to inform community discussions about restoration and marine protection.

Comments

1. The report found that significant changes appear to have occurred to benthic habitats and connected fisheries resources in the Marlborough Sounds marine food-web. 

1. The seabed of the QCS has been subjected to accelerated sediment and nutrient discharge relating to land clearance (deforestation, agriculture, farming, forestry, urbanisation, industry), disturbance from contact fishing gear (finfish trawling, shellfish and kina dredging), and modification on coastal fringes by land development and reclamations.

1. The Marlborough Sounds ecosystem has undergone dramatic declines in kelp beds, migratory biomass of pilchard ‘feed-fish’, whale stocks, rock lobster as reef keystone species to control grazers, predatory blue cod, kahawai, groper, snapper and likely reductions in large sharks.

1. The lack of recovery of fisheries resources and biogenic habitats and their continued decline in Queen Charlotte Sound indicates that the Marlborough Sounds benthic habitats remain under threat and have undergone a regime shift.  This is borne out by Council’s significant marine sites monitoring.

1. This shift in species composition and distribution is likely to have many causative factors with complex interactions between different stressors, bottlenecks created by the lack of suitable settlement substrata, and the ongoing disturbance from fishing and sediment discharge from land.

1. As some of these changes may have occurred over decades to centuries, the NIWA report proposes that a “shifting baseline” has occurred, resulting from gradual (but sometimes rapid) changes to seafloor habitats, species composition and biomass.  A shifting baseline is a false perception held by people living today that conditions were always like what they see now.

1. Historic seabed communities were much more diverse and included more biogenic habitats than what we currently see.  These hosted a diversity and abundance of sea life that is rarely seen now. 

1. At Long Island Kokomohua marine reserve there has been a dramatic recovery of blue cod since 1992.  They are now three times more abundant and greater in size inside the reserve, along with rock lobster (11 times) and paua (1.4 times), illustrating the resilience of the ecosystem once the persistent stress of recreational and commercial fishing is removed and habitats left undisturbed.  

1. The recovery of these conspicuous species inside the marine reserve alters the ‘shifting baseline’ and shows what is possible through restoration.  However, there is only one marine reserve within Marlborough, which amounts to less than 0.1% of the 725,000 hectare coastal area that Council manages.  More marine reserves would lead to more fish as they spill-over into fished areas.

1. Council has made progress on better understanding the causes and consequences of siltation in Queen Charlotte Sound.  This includes the identification of a range of robust and practical measures to mitigate the amount of fine sediment being deposited into coastal waters from forestry activities.  That integrated suite of tools has yet to be considered by Council’s Regional Policy and Development Committee for implementation within the resource management planning framework.     

Summary

1. Council has received a NIWA report of historical observations of seabed change in Queen Charlotte Sound / Totaranui.  There have been dramatic changes to the ecology and habitats from sedimentation, over-fishing and dredging over the last 150 years.  These have caused a loss of biodiversity by the removal of biogenic habitats and increased silt covering the seabed.  Fish abundance, size and diversity have also declined.  

1. Monitoring of the Long Island Kokomohua marine reserve has shown that ecosystems can recover.  However, there is only one marine reserve within Marlborough.  

1. Practical measures to manage fine sediment from forestry have also been identified but not yet acted on.  Restoring seabed ecosystems in Queen Charlotte Sound / Totaranui will require leadership and a community willingness to shift the ecological baseline.

RECOMMENDED

That the information be received.







Council Submission on the New Marine Protected Areas Act Consultation Document
(also refer to separate attachment)

(Clr Jerram) (Report prepared by Steve Urlich)	D050-001-E01, E325-003-003

Purpose

1. To provide the submission agreed by a Council sub-committee for formal ratification.

2. The Marlborough District Council Submission: A New Marine Protected Areas Act is separately attached.

Background

3. The Government published a consultation document on 12 January 2016 entitled: A new Marine Protected Areas (MPA) Act.

4. This Act will reform the existing marine protected areas legislation.  The Government wants “New Zealand’s marine management system to achieve an appropriate balance between protecting our marine environment and maximising commercial, recreational and cultural opportunities.”

5. The Government plans to create a recreational fishing park in Marlborough when the Act is passed.  This will exclude commercial fishing of fish species sought after by recreational fishers in a proposed area that includes the inner and outer Marlborough Sounds (Figure 5).  



Figure 5: The government’s proposed Marlborough Sounds recreational fishing park 
(blue hatched lines)

6. The Government aims to create a representative network of different habitats and ecosystems in one or more marine protected areas throughout the territorial sea, which extend 12 nautical miles.  

7. To do this, four marine protected tools are proposed to be used in an integrated way: marine reserves, species-specific sanctuaries, seabed reserves and recreational fishing parks.  Existing customary management tools such as taiapure and mātaitai are also MPA tools that can be used in an integrated network.

8. Marine reserves will be easier to create than the current process which is fraught and cumbersome.  New marine reserves and other MPA tools can be identified though one of two processes to be set up in the MPA Act.  These are either a collaborative community process mandated by Government Ministers, or by a Ministerial appointed Board of Inquiry.

9. The creation of a Sounds recreational fishing park does not enable either of those processes to occur.  It also cuts across the Marlborough Marine Futures process, which is seeking to develop community-led solutions to the problems of overfishing, habitat damage and sedimentation.

10. The consultation document is unclear as to whether marine reserves can be created within the Sounds park, without revoking the entire park then re-gazetting it with any new reserves included.

11. It is also not clear how the new MPA Act interacts with the Resource Management Act (RMA) and Council’s statutory responsibilities to maintain biodiversity and protecting habitats of significance for indigenous fauna from dredging and seabed trawling in the coastal marine area.  Similarly, the interaction with the proposed National Environment Standard for Plantation Forestry is unclear. 

Comments

12. Councillors attended a workshop on 19 February to consider the implications of the proposed legislation.

13. Councillors agreed to make a submission in support of the reform of the existing legislation.

14. The deadline for submissions was Friday, 11 March.

15. A sub-committee of Councillors approved the separately attached submission to meet the deadline.

16. Key points within the Council submission included:

· Council supports the recreational fishing park, but not on enactment of the MPA Act.

· Council believes the community should have the opportunity for a collaborative process.

· Council suggests that this collaborative process occurs within a specified timeframe.

· Council requests clarity of the relationship between the RMA and MPA Act.

· Council wishes to participate in the management of a Marlborough MPA network.

· Council calls for adequate resources for management and scientific monitoring for MPAs.

· Council sees that commercial activities with MPAs should be managed to protect fish stocks.  

Summary

17. The Government has requested submissions on its new Marine Protected Areas (MPA) legislation.  The MPA Act will create a representative and adaptable network of MPAs.  These will primarily be a mix of marine reserves, species-specific sanctuaries, seabed reserves and recreational fishing parks.  Council has made a submission which supports a fishing park for the Sounds, albeit with some reservations.  These include allowing the community to run a collaborative marine protection process, enabling marine reserves to be created within a Sounds fishing park and involving Council in managing the park.  Council also requests that adequate resources are provided by Government for science, management, education and compliance so that progress towards achieving the aims of a fishing park can be measured and monitored in an informed way.  

RECOMMENDED

That the information be received and the submission endorsed.

State of the Environment Report 2015 – Our Land, Our Water, Our Place
(also refer to separate attachment)

(Clr Jerram) (Report prepared by Alan Johnson, Peter Hamill & Steve Urlich)	E325-008-001-06

Purpose

1. The purpose of this report is to present to the Committee for adoption a draft version of the publication “State of the Environment Report 2015, Our land, Our Water, Our Place” (separately attached) prior to the report being made available to the public.

Background

Council has a statutory responsibility for monitoring and reporting on the state of the environment under the Resource Management Act 1991.  Section 35 of the Act imposes a duty on the Council to monitor: The state of the whole or any part of the environment of its region or district to the extent that is appropriate to enable the local authority to effectively carry out its functions under this Act.

Monitoring, investigations and research provide Council with scientifically based information, and is a prerequisite to effective management of our natural resources. 

State of the environment monitoring also helps us better understand the state and/or condition of our natural resources which underpin the heart of our economic and social wellbeing. 

Monitoring and reporting also plays an important role in the planning and review of our Resource Management Plans.  It also provides the community with an insight into the monitoring information, issues and activities that the Council is involved in.

Information obtained by Council over the years has been used in the preparation of the integrated 2015 State of the Environment Report, Our land, Our Water, Our Place.  The information has been a collaborative approach collated by staff across Council during the last twelve months.

The Committee will recall that we had a workshop on the draft report on 18 February and since that time feedback from Councillors has been taken into consideration and various chapters are now complete. 

Comments

As can be expected there are always limitations to the overall content of such a report.  Not all natural resources can comprehensively be monitored due to funding limitations.  The report however details monitoring information gathered over a long period of time on highly significant issues associated with monitoring of our key natural resources.

The report in broad terms characterises both the changes in our economy, demographics of our people, the infrastructure required to make Marlborough a better place, and importantly how the environment has responded to change.

The report aims to provide high quality overview that is easily understood information that is accessible to everyone.  The report after the introduction is structured into six main chapters or reporting domains:

· Setting the Scene

· Infrastructure

· Atmosphere

· Freshwater

· Land

· Coast

In terms of the reporting framework, most chapters follow the Pressure, Response and State model used around the world for environmental reporting.  In addition we have prepared summaries in each chapter profiling the significant changes since the last report in 2008 was published.  At the end of each section pointers are provided for readers for where to find more in-depth technical information.

Staff intention prior to the public release of the report is to complete desk top publishing and proceed with printing a limited number of hard copy documents.  It is further anticipated that the report will be provided in electronic format and by compact disc for the wider community. 

The launch of the report is to be by public notification and copies of the report provided to key stakeholders and agencies.  Following the launch staff intend to roll out a series of presentations or media releases to key stakeholders, agencies and interested groups over the next few months.

Summary

Council is required by statute to undertake state of the environment monitoring and report on the condition of the environment.  The 2015 State of the Environment Marlborough report has been prepared using Council monitoring information and provides an analysis of the pressures on our natural and physical resources and how we as a community have responded to these pressures. 

The 2015 State of the Environment Marlborough report has been structured into an integrated document that foreshadows the last eight years of environment monitoring in the district and coincides with the preparation and review of the Marlborough Environment Plan. 

The intention is to publicly release the report and follow up with rolling out a series of presentations to interested stakeholder, agencies and interest groups.

Finally, the production of the report could never have been made possible without the technical ability and dedication of many Council staff and external expertise, along with ongoing community commitment to resourcing of these environmental monitoring programmes. 

RECOMMENDED

1. That the information be received.

2. That Council adopt the “State of the Environment Report 2015, Our land, Our Water, Our Place”, and approve public notification of the report.





Schedule 1 - Exemption 2

(Clr Shenfield) (Report prepared by Bill East)	R450-002-B01

Purpose

1. The purpose of this report is to introduce a new consenting process to the Building Control Group Territorial function.  That process is to receive and process applications to exempt the need for a building consent under Schedule 1, Exemption 2.  The Group proposes to set a fee for this activity.

Background

Under the Local Government Act 2002 (the Act) Council has the authority to give effect to the decisions it makes under the Act, subject to sufficient consideration of all options.

The Building Act 2004 introduced Schedule 1, Exempt Building Work.  Over the years the Ministry of Business, Innovation and Employment (MBIE) has made changes to the exemptions increasing the amount of work that can be carried out without a building consent.

The current Schedule 1 includes 43 types of exemptions.  Exemption 2 provides for the Territorial and Regional authority to approve discretional exemptions.

This discretionary exemption states:

Any building work in respect of which the territorial authority or regional authority considers that a building consent is not necessary for the purposes of this Act because the authority considers that

a) the completed building work is likely to comply with the building code; or

b) if the completed building work does not comply with the building code, it is unlikely to endanger people or any building, whether on the same land or on other property.

To date the Marlborough District Council’s Building Control Group has been hesitant to introduce a formal system for approving such applications for exempt work as it believed if the work was considered exempt then it was up to the property owner to make that decision.

Increasing inquiries to Building Control for exemptions has required the Group to reassess its position and consider a formal procedure.

The Building Control Group has approved a number of such applications this year using an ad hoc process to approve those applications.

Council’s throughout New Zealand have slightly different approaches to exempting work under Schedule 1, Exemption 2.  After researching various processes this proposal has been aligned on the operational Wellington City Council process. 

This item also addresses any requests from a property owner to file exempt work (other Exemption 2) information onto their property file.

Building Control does from time to time get such requests from property owners.

The information is endorsed with this stamp and filed in the building folder of the property file.

Note:  At present there is no charge for this service.



Comments

A draft procedure, application form, processing form and legal background document have been developed.

The procedure will not set out what will or will not be approved.

Approval will be based on the structure described, the competency of the person designing the work, the competency of the person carrying out the work, quality system covering the build process, compliance with other enactments, and level of risk to people and other properties.

A fee consideration to recover costs has been attached as Appendix 1.

Fee for information acceptance (Schedule 1 - exempt work only), stamping and filing (see item 8) = $80.00 GST inclusive.

The fee will be charged on application.  No refunds will be given for declined applications as fees cover work carried out to reach decision.

There will be no inspections carried out by Building Control for exempt work.

There will be no certificate issued confirming compliance with the building code for structures built under Exemption 2.

Summary

Building Control requires a formal process to approve or decline applications to construct structures under Schedule 1, Exemption 2.

Building Control requires a formal process to accept and file information for other exempt work carried out by property owners.

Building Control needs to recover the cost of processing an application for Exemption 2 and filing documentation provided by property owners.

Link to Schedule 1 for overview:

http://www.building.govt.nz/UserFiles/File/Publications/Building/Guidance-information/pdf/building-work-consent-not-required-guidance-3rd-edition.pdf 

RECOMMENDED

That this report is adopted and commence the process for fee setting.

Appendix 1









Appointment of Hearings Commissioners 

(Clr Oddie) (Report prepared by Abbey McMillan)	R450-004-02	

Purpose

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

Background

1. 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.

1. 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

1. This list of Hearings Commissioners can be beneficially extended with the inclusion of the following person as below:

1. Jennie Smeaton

Jennie is currently working as the Manager, Resource Management and Communications for Te Runanga o Toa Rangatira.  She prides herself in management operations, cultural knowledge, communications and relationship management.

1. Jennie holds a Diploma in Environmental Management from the Open Polytechnic and currently holds a Committee endorsement for Making Good Decisions (due to expire June 2016). 

Summary

1. Council has the discretion to decide who they employ as an independent Commissioner.  The above person meets the accreditation requirements of section 39A of the Resource Management Act 1991 and is not a member of the Council or Council staff.

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

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

RECOMMENDED

That Ms Jennie Smeaton be appointed to act as a Hearings Commissioner as and when required and that she be advised accordingly.

Animal Control Sub-committee

(Clr Arbuckle)	D050-001-A04

The minutes of the Animal Control Sub-committee meeting held on 14 March 2016 are attached for ratification by the Committee.

RECOMMENDED

That the minutes of the Animal Control Sub-committee meeting held on 14 March 2016 be ratified.
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Minutes of a Meeting of the 
Animal Control SUB-COMMITTEE 
held in the Pelorus Room, 15 Seymour Street, Blenheim
 on MONDAY, 14 MARCH 2016 commencing at 9.00 am

Present

Clrs Jamie Arbuckle (Chairperson), Graeme Barsanti and Peter Jerram, Shelley Lines (Environment Protection Officer/Contract Manager – Animal Control), Jane Robertson (Environment Protection Officer) and Robert Hutchinson (Reserves and Amenities Officer), Kelly O’Hagan & Peter Murphy (Animal Control), Sue MacDonald and Jane Buckman (Smart & Connected Renwick)

In Attendance

Nicole Chauval

1. Renwick Dog Park Update

Clr Barsanti reported that due to the opposition with regard to the Renwick Domain and the land beside the Speedway not ideal discussions with Rivers were entered into for possible sites. Following these discussions it was suggested that the old dump at Renwick, which is on SH 6 just at the entrance into Foxes Island Road, would be suitable. Clr Barsanti noted that it is the area of land behind the Kiosk and cycle track.

Members were advised that Mr Newman has indicated that he is interested in using an area of this land for a cleanfill dump site, it was noted that this would not impact on the area designated for the dog park. 

Clr Barsanti confirmed that Rivers are happy for the top half to be used for the dog park and an email confirming this is to be forwarded to Clr Barsanti.

It was noted that access to the park may be restricted for one weekend a year for use by Grape Ride participants and supporters. This will be well advertised prior to the event. 

Clr Barsanti noted that he had approached Mr Newman and a local fencing contractor regarding costs for the construction of a perimeter fence. The approximate figure they provided was $12,500. This is to construct a fence that would completely encircle the park at a height of 1.2m, with a double gate. 

Members agreed that a formal price be obtained for the materials and construction and installation of a perimeter fence. Jane Robertson to confirm the size of the park area and forward to Clr Barsanti.

Clr Arbuckle will discuss with MDC staff to confirm whether the fence construction would need to go out to tender. 

Sue MacDonald noted that Renwick people have had a look at the proposed Foxes Island site and they are more than happy with the proposal. It was noted that there needs to be water and rubbish bins provided, with water being the priority.

Clr Barsanti noted that he has organised a water tank to be on site and following discussions with the Renwick’s Fire Chief they have agreed to ensure that the water tank is monitored and filled regularly. 

It was noted that at a recent Renwick Smart and Connected group meeting that the Foxes Island site was discussed and they are also supportive of this option. It was also noted that there would be benefit to the SPCA with having the park next door. The park being situated on SH 6 would be ideal for people travelling on SH 6 with dogs as it gives them a place to stop to give their dogs a rest.

Members agreed that Clr Barsanti approach the SPCA to let them know what is proposed and that there is an invitation open to them to use the park.

It was noted that the consistent and clear signage would be important in identifying the park.

Clr Arbuckle requested that Sue and Jane seek input from the Renwick Smart and Connected group on details on how the inside of the dog park should look once the perimeter fence has been installed. It was suggested that the ideas from the group be forwarded to Animal Control for any further comments/suggestions and then brought back next sub-committee meeting for sign off. It was suggested that there be two entrance ways and this was agreed to by members. It was confirmed that a proposal of where the entrances would be located would be available at the next meeting for confirmation.

Following further discussion on the fence construction it was agreed that the height of the fence should be 1.8m not 1.2m as this would deter large dogs/agile dogs jumping over.

In response to a question regarding the design of the park Peter Murphy responded that he doesn’t have any fixed ideas but people will still need to keep control of their dogs and not let them run wild. He also queried whether there should be consideration given to the possibility having separate areas ie; one for small dogs and one for large dogs. 

There was discussion on what the Scouts have agreed to do at the proposed dog park along with a possible design. It was agreed that Shelley will check with Robert to confirm that the Scouts are happy to walk to the other site now that it is not next to the Speedway. 

Members were advised that the mowing of the dog park will be undertaken by Nelmac who are contracted to Council.

Clr Arbuckle noted that he would like to see the site endorsed by the other submitters against the other proposals so if staff could note that a second site has been identified and is now the preferred option. 

Sue MacDonald and Jane Buckman advised members that at the Renwick Smart & Connected meeting there had been a discussion on names for the park. The following proposal was put forward ‘Foxes Island Dog Park’. This name was agreed to by the Committee.

There was concern raised about doggy doo in the park and who would be responsible for it. It was noted that the majority of dog owners are very good at picking up their own dog messes. Mr Hutchinson noted that Nelmac would be responsible the clean-up of any and if it does become an issue they would notify Mr Hutchinson.

It was suggested that the Thursday Council page be used as a way of getting the public educated on picking up their own dog’s doggy doo. Also having clear signage at the park along with doggy doo bags and rubbish bins.

Sue MacDonald took this opportunity to thank the Sub-committee for their help and noted that it is fantastic that the establishment of a dog park is getting close to fruition.



Clr Arbuckle/Barsanti:

1. That the Committee designates the identified area of Foxes Island as the preferred site for the Renwick Dog Park.

2. That the Renwick Smart and Connected group provide a layout plan of the dog park in consultation with Animal Control to be tabled at the next Animal Control Sub-committee meeting.

3. That the Rivers Section forward confirmation to Clr Barsanti that they are supportive of the Foxes Island land being used for the Renwick Dog Park. 

4. Clr Barsanti to make contact with the SPCA informing them of the proposal to site the Renwick Dog Park at the Foxes Island area.



Carried

ATTENDANCE: Sue MacDonald and Jane Buckman withdrew from the meeting 9.10am

2. Bylaw Review and/or Amendments 

Members were advised that Shelley Lines has spoken with Kaye McIlveney and that there are certain thresholds where we can change the bylaw without public consultation, but that threshold is yet to be determined. It was noted that if changes are substantial it would need to go back out for public consultation.

It was noted that the bylaw is due to come up for full review in the next 12-18 months. It was raised whether there was anything urgent that could not be put off until the full review. It was suggested that the map to incorporate Seymour Square could possibly wait but it would be good for this to be identified somewhere as it is causing confusion.

Other areas that could hold off until the full review would be signage and changing the hatchings on the mappings to included Seymour Square into the no zone.

Shelley Lines to report back on the identified thresholds before the need to go out for public consultation.

3. Additional Doggy Doo Stations Rarangi/Springlands Vets

Clr Jerram advised that he hasn’t spoken to The Vet Centre but is meeting with them tonight so will raise the Doggy Doo Stations then. 

It was noted that the approach to the Vet Centre was to see whether they would be interested in contributing something towards a doggy doo station. The one in Rarangi cost approximately $600. It was suggested that The Vet Centre be approached to sponsor an area and then Council put the pod etc in.

Members were advised that there has been no further contact from Springlands Vet following a request for an update on the doggy doo stations.

Shelley Lines advised members that she will be making contact with the Rarangi Community and DoC regarding doggy doo stations. It was suggested that Nicole Banks is the contact person for the Rarangi community.

There was general discussion regarding signage and Shelley will follow this up with DoC as it is good to be consistent between organisations.

ATTENDANCE:	Clr Jerram withdrew from the meeting at 9.39am 

4. Blenheim Dog Park Update

Clr Arbuckle noted that there does not seem to be a lot of support currently to establish a park in Blenheim and noted that when the Renwick dog park is up and running that that could provide the impetus to get people in Blenheim to form a working group.

It was noted that Blenheim does have the Taylor River and this was an extremely good asset for dog owners in Blenheim 

Shelley noted that establishing a dog park in Picton was more of priority than Blenheim and that it wouldn’t take much to get a working group as they do have a Picton Smart and Connected Group. 

ATTENDANCE: Robert Hutchinson withdrew from the meeting at 9.43 am.

5. Matters Arising - 16 November 2015 Minutes	

Members were advised that Shelley has been in contact with Chris Parnell and she is getting a cost from the contractors to upgrade the stencils. This could be something to look at in Picton as they the signs there are getting faded. 

It was noted that Grahame Smail is Nic Crous’ replacement and Shelley and Jane will undertake a tour with him and if there are any other concerns it will be brought back to this sub-committee.

6. SPCA Update Re-stray Cat Scope of Problem	

There has been no further response on this matter so it is considered closed.

7. Animal Control

Members were advised that an Animal Control’s Dog Education person Carol Schofield has put a package together to establish education days at the Animal Control Office. 

The idea is to split it up into two groups with one being people who would like to come along to get a better idea about Animal Control and be better dog owners. The second group could possibly be for repeat offenders, with it possibly being made compulsory to try to give them further education and understanding on what their obligations are as responsible dog owners. 

It was noted that Animal Control do not have the power to make people attend but would like to give see it as an option where it could be seen along lines of a restorative justice type programme. Clrs Barsanti and Arbuckle noted their support for this initiative.

Animal Control will update the Sub-committee if this initiative goes ahead.

Members were advised that patrols are being stepped up to cover more areas. Members were advised that the process that is followed is the offender would receive a warning, for a first offence and then if they are caught again then they are fined. 

Following a query it was noted that the Idog app is used by Animal Control officers to view the previous history of an offender. Shelley noted that they have logged a project with IT to further enhance the app so that it will show more information as some of the current information is limited. It is seen as a great tool for officers to and an invaluable tool for new employees.

8. Update and Issues - including unregistered dogs update

Members were advised that there are only a couple of outstanding dog registrations and these are part payments which are being chased this up. Members noted that this was a fantastic effort and achievement from previous years. 

The high number of registrations was put down to lots of advertising both via radio and newspaper prior to registration and making the registering of dogs much easier. 

ATTENDANCE: Peter Murphy and Kelly O’Hagan left the meeting at 9.56 am.

9. Budget Update Information

Shelley Lines spoke to the budget in David Craig’s absence. Members were advised that the surplus is $44,633 and Reserves is $156,751.55, total just over $200,000. 

It was noted that 50% of the budget is tagged for dog parks. The money is also used for ongoing maintenance at the Animal Shelter. Members were advised that this is an old facility and maintenance costs will increase over time and that this should be kept in mind.

Shelley Lines to circulate plans/outcomes from discussions with Scouts to Clrs Arbuckle and Barsanti.

10. General Business

Jane Robertson noted that there is a regular article in Thursday’s Council page on obligations of dog owners. The ads back up what Animal Control is using out in the field. 

Shelly Lines updated members on Animal Control. It was noted that all of the Animal Control staff are up to-date on their training. Currently there are four male officers which is good from a health and safety point of view. Members were advised that they are very pleased with the way Animal Control is operating at present and that working with them is great with good ideas being put forward with excellent communication. It was noted that having Animal Control officers participate in these meetings is very beneficial. 

Following discussion it was agreed that the site visit of Animal Control was beneficial last year and that Clrs Arbuckle and Barsanti would like to arrange another visit in August or September of this year.

There being no further business the meeting closed at 10.05 am.



Record No: 1643971



Food Act 2014 Delegations

(Clr Brooks) (Report prepared by Kaye McIlveney) 	L150-003-01

Purpose

1. The purpose of this report is to seek approval for the responsibilities, duties and powers given to Council under the Food Act 2014 and its regulations to be delegated to the Chief Executive, with authority for the Chief Executive to sub-delegate those powers to Council staff.

Background

1. The Food Act 1981 was replaced by the Food Act 2014 which came into force on 1 March 2016.  There is an extended transition from the old to the new regime and full transition is not complete until 1 March 2019.

1. New delegations are needed for Council to efficiently and effectively perform its functions, meet its responsibilities and exercise its powers under the new Act.

Comments

1. The Food Act 2014 does not contain any power for Council to make a delegation.  We can rely, however, on section 48 and clause 32 of Schedule 7 of the Local Government Act 2002.

1. Clause 32 of Schedule 7 empowers Council to delegate responsibilities, duties and powers for the purposes of efficiency and effectiveness in the conduct of Council’s business.  There are exceptions.  Council cannot delegate some responsibilities, duties and powers and must make these decisions itself:

25. The power to make a rate; or

25. The power to make a bylaw; or

25. The power to borrow money, or purchase or dispose of assets, other than in accordance with the long-term plan; or

25. The power to adopt a long-term plan, annual plan, or annual report; or

25. The power to appoint a chief executive; or

25. The power to adopt policies required to be adopted and consulted on under this Act in association with the long-term plan or developed for the purpose of the local governance statement; or

25. The power to adopt a remuneration and employment policy

1. The roles of Council under the Food Act 2014 are:

26. Delivering services that are needed to achieve the purpose of the Act, including the provision of advice and dissemination of information on matters relating to the safety and suitability of food; and

26. Facilitating the administration and performance of functions and activities that support the role of the Chief Executive of MPI under the Act; and

26. Contributing to the implementation and delivery of risk-based measures for the safety and auditability of food; and

26. Performing the function of a registration authority; and

26. Carrying out enforcement and other regulatory responsibilities under the Act; and

26. Carrying out the role of a recognised agency; and

26. Carrying out the functions that are incidental and related to, or consequential upon, these roles.

1. In the absence of a delegation, decisions on these matters would be required to be made by full Council resolution.  As many of these matters are operational in nature, it is considered appropriate that they be undertaken by staff.

Summary

1. The Food Act 2014 came into effect on 1 March 2016.  It altered the responsibilities, duties and powers of Council in relation to food safety.  In order to effectively and efficiently meet the responsibilities placed on Council under this Act, it is recommended that the responsibilities, duties and powers of Council under the Act be delegated to the Chief Executive, with approval to subdelegate those responsibilities, duties and powers to staff.

RECOMMENDED

That the information be received.

That pursuant to section 48 and clause 32 of Schedule 7 to the Local Government Act 2002, Council delegates its responsibilities, duties and powers under the Food Act 2014 and regulations to the Chief Executive, with approval for the Chief Executive to sub-delegate those responsibilities, duties and powers to staff of Council.

Bird Scaring Devices

(Clr Barsanti) (Report prepared by Jane Robertson & Shelley Lines)	E360-006-01

Purpose

1. The purpose of this report is to provide a summary of the bird scaring device rules and the approach taken to deal with bird scaring device complaints.

		1. 5.

		Jane Robertson (Environmental Protection Officer) and Shelley Lines (Environmental Protection Officer/Contract Manager) will provide a short presentation. (5 minutes).





Background

1. The 2015 New Zealand Winegrowers Annual Report states Marlborough has 23,203 hectares of productive vineyards.

1. There are a number of bird crop protection methods used on Marlborough Vineyards, including netting, visual deterrents, natural predators and audible devices.

1. Council’s compliance group receive a number of complaints during vineyard crop protection season regarding noise from audible bird scaring devices.

Education

1. A factsheet has been developed to outline the rules relating to bird scaring devices (see Appendix 1). This factsheet is available on Council’s website.

1. For the past three years prior to bird crop protection season Council has engaged with Wine Marlborough to ensure their members are advised of the bird scarring device rules. The factsheet was provided to Wine Marlborough in mid-February 2016 for distribution to their members.

Complaints

1. The nature of complaints about bird scaring devices can relate to the frequency, noise and hours of operation. If complaints are received after hours Callcare load the complaints and they generally come through to the Compliance Group to follow up, some may be referred to Armourguard (Council’s after hours contractor) to respond. Investigations of a bird scaring device complaint may include phone calls, letters, emails and site visits, appropriate action is determined by the nature of the complaint.  

1. Historically there have been issues with devices going off in the middle of the night when they have not been turned off at the end of the day or due to faults with the devices.

1. Complaints of bird scaring devices operating outside their permitted hours are often the most difficult to resolve. The reason for this the difficulty in locating the offending property and bird scaring device.

1. Many bird scaring devices rotate on their axis after each detonation, this makes determining the location of the device very difficult as the noise often appears to be coming from different locations. It is especially difficult when trying to locate a device on a property in night-time conditions. 

1. Noise from bird scaring devices is often obscured by the topography of the surrounding land.  

1. A strategy has been developed for dealing with complaints where the officer is unable to locate the property and bird scaring device. Where there is any uncertainty about where the bird scaring device is located, notification by letter, email and/or phone call of all surrounding vineyard owners within a one kilometre radius of the complainant’s property. 

1. A further complication when investigating a bird scaring device complaint in daytime hours is where multiple bird scaring devices are operating in the area.

1. Where a bird scaring device is located and proven to be operating outside the permitted activity rules, the officer will take action to bring the operation into compliance. 

Summary

1. The Compliance Group have been working with industry to educate them on the rules regarding bird scaring devices and developed strategies for the investigation of bird scaring device complaints.

RECOMMENDED

That the information be received.



Appendix 1







ENSCO 107 

(Clr Barsanti) (Report prepared by the Harbour Master)	H100-007-003-10

Purpose

1. The purpose of this report is to provide an overview for the Committee on the recent operation associated with the departure of the rig ENSCO 107.

		10. 5.

		A short video clip will be shown.  (5 minutes).





Background

11. With decline in oil prices the ongoing development the gas and oil fields in the Taranaki Basin has come to a stop with drilling rigs and wellhead platforms that have been brought to New Zealand being returned to their Owners.  Generally, rigs are transported on semi-submersible ships, thus avoiding the long, slow tow from its previous location.

12. The rig ENSCO 107 has completed drilling work and was prepared for return to her Owners.  Part of this operation included floating the rig on to the deck of a Heavy Lift carrying vessel (HLV).

13. As with previous operations, close liaison with rig principals and HLV owners was maintained to ensure that all critical stages of the operation were clearly identified and understood by all concerned.  In addition, key stake holders were being kept informed and provided with up-to-date information on a weekly basis in the early planning stages but this was increased to daily updates while the float-on operation was underway.  Appropriate risk mitigation and contingency plans had been developed, based on past experience, and circulated to interested parties.

14. By way of a brief overview, the operation involved:

a) Arrival of the rig in Admiralty Bay on 13 February under tow.  Rig ‘soft-pinned’ to await the arrival of the HLV.  An exclusion zone was place around the rig

b) Arrival and anchoring of the HLV in Admiralty Bay – daylight transit – on 18 February 2015.  An exclusion zone around the HLV was put in place

c) HLV was ballasted to submerge to the required draft of 21 metres to allow rig to float over her deck

d) The rig was manoeuvred to close alongside the HLV deck with assistance of tugs and then manoeuvred across the deck of the HLV using tugger wires

e) Once the rig was in position, the HLV commenced de-ballasting.  However, on the rig ‘taking to the cribbing’ it was found that an adjustment had to be made requiring the HLV to be reballasted to place the rig in the correct position – about 20 cm.  On completion of repositioning, de-ballasting sequences were again commenced until the required departure draught of around nine metres was achieved

f) Sea-fastening of ENSCO 107 was undertaken by ship’s crew and contractors over a period of 2 days 

g) HLV departed Admiralty Bay on the morning of 26 February bound for the Far East

15. A small team of response personnel was stationed on location in Admiralty Bay for the duration of the operation, in the event of a mishap occurring during the critical ballasting/de-ballasting phase at the stages of deck immersion and deck emergence.

16. An exclusion zone was declared around the HLV for the duration of the operation and for the outward transit.  The exclusion zone will be enforced by the Harbour patrol vessel Discovery. 

17. Using the Harbours drone, extensive video footage was taken of critical phases of the operation.

18. Current indications are that it is unlikely that any further rig moves through Admiralty Bay will be seen much before 2018.

Conclusion

19. The rig ENSCO 107 had completed drilling projects in the Taranaki petrochemical fields and was being prepared for transportation by Healy Lift Vessel (HLV).

20. The HLV arrived in Admiralty Bay on 18 February and departed on 26 February after completion of the float-on and securing of the rig to the ship. 

RECOMMENDED

That the information be received.

Derelict Vessel and Abandoned Vessels 

(Clr Barsanti) (Report prepared by the Harbour Master) 	H100-005-16

Purpose

1. The purpose of this report is to inform the Committee of a derelict and abandoned vessel who’s owners we cannot identify.

Background

The Committee will be aware that the Harbour Safety Management System (SMS) Policy document provides for dealing with wrecks, abandoned vessels and ships illegally occupying moorings.  This policy is framed around the Harbour Master’s powers set out in s 33J of the Maritime Transport Act.

Currently, the Harbour Master Group is dealing with one specific vessel for which no owner has yet been identified.

The vessel in question broke free from her mooring and grounded in Waikawa Bay.  Following a refloating operation was removed from Waikawa Bay and secured in a safe place.  Although the owner for the vessel was identified, a recorded address proved fruitless.  In accordance with the policy set out in the Maritime Safety Management System, an advertisement has been placed in the local print media in an effort to make contact with the owner.  In addition, a photo of the vessel was circulated to one of the local vessel brokers to determine whether they were able to provide contact details. 

Ongoing efforts to identify the owner have included seeking assistance from the Police.  At the time of preparing this item, no response has been received.  As a consequence, and in accordance with the policy, advertisements have been placed in the local print media to meet statutory requirements.  28 days following this advertisement to locate the owner and where no response has been received, the Harbour Master will dispose of the vessel in an effort to recover some of the costs incurred in re-floating and keeping the vessel secure.  However, taking the state of the vessel into account, it is not certain that a full cost recovery is likely.

In broad terms the legislation is specific in outlining the powers the Harbour Master can exercise.  As previously reported, when this course of action is taken, a report would be provided to the Committee at the next regular meeting in order that Members are aware of action being taken.

Photos of these vessels are attached at Appendix 1.

Conclusion

The Harbour Master is currently dealing with a derelict and abandoned vessel with difficulty being experienced in identifying the owner.  Assistance from the Police as well as a local vessel Broker has been sought.

Powers pursuant to the Maritime Transport Act allow for derelict or abandoned vessels illegally occupying moorings to be removed from the waters, and follow a set procedure in identifying an owner and, where possible, recovering costs incurred from the owner where the owner is known.  Where an owner cannot be identified within the required time-frame the vessel will be disposed of appropriately.

A verbal up-date will be provided at the time of the meeting.

RECOMMENDED

That the information be received.







Appendix 1









Aids to Navigation 

 (Report prepared by the 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 (AtoNs).

Background

1. The 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. 

1. 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.   

1. The management of AtoNs was brought ‘in house’ and carried out internally by the Harbour Master’s Team. 

AtoNs Update: March 2016 

1. No failures have been reported since November 2015. 

1. Routine checks of AtoNs are running behind schedule due to staff and available time constraints. However, the replacement of the three channel marker poles in the Havelock channel has been completed.

1. Where ever possible and replacement of lights becomes necessary, new technology is being implemented – for example the introduction of synchronised lights in the Havelock approach channel.  A light that has been subject to frequent failure over winter months is located at Shag Point – an area that gets little sun in winter.  This light will be replaced with GSM capable technology, enabling remote sensing of battery status within the next month.  This in turn, will allow early identification of low battery voltages and replacement of the battery prior to failure occurring.  It is the intention to progressively introduce this technology particularly in remote locations.   

1. A work programme to address maintenance issues has been developed and maintenance work on AtoNs will continue through the coming months.   

1. A ‘final draft’ of AtoN management and monitoring database has been received by Harbours and is still being evaluated before implementation.        

Note: IALA specifies 3 categories for AtoN. ‘Category 1’ AtoNs 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 the Council control. 

Over 90% of AtoNs under the Council control are listed Category 2 being defined by IALA as ‘of navigational significance’.

Summary

1. IALA standards for all lit navigation aids have been achieved for the past six weeks.

1. Three channel markers in the Havelock approach channel have been replaced.  New technology will be introduce at Shag point within the next month. 

RECOMMENDED

That the information be received.

Information Package



RECOMMENDED

That the Regulatory Department Information Package dated 24 March 2016 be received and noted.
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Appendix 1


HoursRateTotal


Calculated on Average 


application


Fees


Minor works. Up to $25,000.00Lodgement - as per FLAT FEE1.0079.31$79.31


RI -  hr @ advertised hourly rate1.50114.00$171.00


Processing - hr @ advertised 


hourly rate1.50114.00$171.00


Issuing - .5hr0.50114.00$57.00


$478.31GST Included


Minor works


$25,001.00 - $50,000.00Lodgement - as per FLAT FEE1.0079.31$79.31


RI -  hr @ advertised hourly rate1.50114.00$171.00


Processing - hr @ advertised 


hourly rate3.00114.00$342.00


Issuing - .5hr0.50114.00$57.00


$649.31GST Included


Major works


$50,001 - $200,000.00Lodgement - as per FLAT FEE1.0079.31$79.31


RI - hr @ advertised hourly rate3.00114.00$342.00


Processing - hr @ advertised 


hourly rate5.00114.00$570.00


Issuing - .5hr0.50114.00$57.00


$1,048.31GST Included


$200,001.00 to $400,000.00Lodgement - as per FLAT FEE1.0079.31$79.31


RI - hr @ advertised hourly rate5.00114.00$570.00


Processing - hr @ advertised 


hourly rate8.00114.00$912.00


Issuing - .5hr0.50114.00$57.00


$1,618.31GST Included


$400,001.00 to 1,000,000.00Lodgement - as per FLAT FEE1.0079.31$79.31


RI - hr @ advertised hourly rate5.00114.00$570.00


Processing -  hr @ advertised 


hourly rate14.00114.00$1,596.00


Issuing - .5hr0.50114.00$57.00


$2,302.31GST Included


$1,000,000.00


Negotiation cosidering value, 


type of work and risk.
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