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Climbing 
Spindleberry
(Celastrus orbiculatus)

Why is it a threat?

Climbing spindleberry is a vigorous climber, which 
originates from Eastern Asia. It has the ability to kill 
trees by smothering them due to its shade tolerance 
and rampant growth. Birds will disperse its seed into 
remote areas. It has a bad record overseas, causing 
major problems in plantation forests and natural 
areas of mEastern Asia.

History

During a review of the 1996 RPMS for Marlborough, 
DOC highlighted their concerns about the discovery 
of this invasive weed at several sites in the 
Marlborough Sounds. Council Sta� worked with 
DOC sta� to carry out survey work to establish the 
distribution of climbing spindleberry. Climbing 
spindleberry was put forward as a Total Control Pest 
plant in the RPMS for Marlborough in 2001.

In 2007/2008 several new infestations were found 
growing near the original sites.

All known infestations of climbing spindleberry 
have been annually managed by DOC sta� in 
November. �e vines are cut and the stumps are 

treated with Vigilant® Gel. Seedlings are pulled by 
hand or sprayed.

Current situation

�ere are six sites in Marlborough where plants 
continue to be found. �ese are all in the 
Marlborough Sounds area.

Recent plant numbers have shown a steady decline 
with an average of less than six plants being 
destroyed in recent years.

Review of the current situation and 
recommendation for future management

Based on the current distribution and the decline in 
the number of plants required to be controlled, 
achieving zero levels of climbing spindleberry under 
an Eradication programme would be achievable.
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DOC continue to visit each site 
annually to undertake the required 
control work with the aim of 
destroying every plant at all sites.
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Cotton Thistle
(Onopordum acanthium)

Why is it a threat?

Cotton thistle is native to Europe, western and 
central Asia. It arrived in New Zealand during the 
1880’s. Cotton thistle is an erect annual or biennial 
thistle growing up to 2 metres tall (typically 1-1.2m). 
�e main dispersal method is by seeds attaching to 
animal coats. Seeds hairs are not adequate for wind 
dispersal, but can be transported by strong winds. It 
invades and colonises pasture. If left uncontrolled, it 
will form dense infestations and displace preferred 
pasture species and impede access to stock. It is a 
competitive weed in improved pasture and favours 
soils with high levels of nitrogen. Cotton thistle is 
prevalent in Canterbury and Otago. Cotton thistle 
has the potential to be a signi�cant farmland weed 
throughout Marlborough.

Description of Cotton Thistle

Seeds can germinate at any time of the year, 
although there are two peaks. �e peaks are in late 
summer to autumn and late winter to spring. 
Seedlings develop into rosettes which generally 
require some winter cold before they can grow a 
�owering stem in their �rst spring or summer.

Plants resulting from summer-autumn germination 
behave as annuals �owering the following spring. 

Winterspring germinations behave as biennials, 
growing as rosettes through summer, autumn, 
winter and then �ower the following spring.

Plants die after �owering but can remain standing 
for months. �e leaves are grey-green with cut or 
toothed margins, spiny and undulating. Undersides 
are covered with dense white woolly hairs and 
sometimes sparsely on the upper side. Rosette leaves 
are up to 40cm long and have stalks. Stem leaves are 
smaller, without stalks extending into wings along 
the stems. Flowers late spring to early summer. �e 
�owers are purple, 2-6cm in diameter and 
surrounded by numerous spins. Small (4-5mm) grey 
seeds are attached to toothed bristly hairs twice as 
long as the seed.

History

Cotton thistle is currently a surveillance pest plant in 
the RPMS 2102.

In the summer of 2004, a land occupier from the 
Awatere Valley brought a thistle specimen into 
Council that he had not seen before and was 
concerned about its spread on his property. Council 
sta� sent it to Landcare Research who identi�ed the 
plant as cotton thistle (Onopordum acanthium). At 
around the same time, a Council sta� member found 
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a patch of this thistle growing along a Council owned 
stop bank on the Wairau Bar Road.

An advert entitled ‘Have You Seen �is Plant’ was put 
into the Marlborough Express and Blenheim Sun to 
encourage the public to ring in if they had seen 
cotton thistle in the region. A number of calls were 
received from the public and inspections were 
carried out by Council sta�. No new cotton thistle 
infestations were found.

Council sta� spent two and a half days carrying out 
surveillance work in the Awatere Valley, to determine 
the extent of the cotton thistle infestation. �e land 
occupier has been working with Council since 2005 
to control the infestation.

Current situation

�ere are two areas with infestations of cotton 
thistle in Marlborough; Mt Gladstone and at the 
Wairau Bar. After some promotional work, individual 
plants were reported and removed from urban 
gardens where they were established as an 
ornamental species.

�e numbers of plants being found peaked in 2009. 
In recent years, numbers have been falling. �e 
landholders at Mt Gladstone have been undertaking 
control work and this information has not been 
collected for inclusion with the Council dataset.

Review of the current situation and 
recommendation for future management

�ere will be a substantial seed bank at both the 
active sites. Ongoing work will be needed to ensure 
all plants that emerge each year are destroyed before 
setting seed. It is proposed to manage cotton thistle
under a Sustained Control Programme.

Council sta� undertook control work 
at the site on the Wairau Bar Road. A 
total of 260 thistles were grubbed and 
all of their seed heads were removed. 



15 

REVIEW OF MARLBOROUGH’S RPMS 2012 / SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION BOOKLET

waterway by hand removal. �is can be challenging as 
poor water clarity is common in the Opawa Loop. 
Active surveillance of the historical locations or other 
uninfested sections of waterway is ongoing.

Current situation

�ere remain two infestations of eel grass in Marlborough; 
the Opawa River Loop and Waterlea Creek.

Each year in February/March, eel grass control is carried 
out at all known sites when the weather is at its hottest 
and the water levels are at their lowest. Divers are 
contracted to remove any plants and to hand pull from 
boats. Divers only �nd a few plants of eel grass in the 
Opawa Loop each year. �e visibility in the Opawa Loop 
is severely a�ected by rainfall in the Wairau or Waihopai 
River. Control operations cannot be attempted unless 
there has been a long spell with no rain. Surveillance 
work is undertaken in Waterlea Creek.

Review of the current situation and 
recommendation for future management

Given the biological nature of eel grass and the poor 
water clarity the e�ective removal of all plants parts is 
very di�cult, near to impossible. It is very unlikely that 
eel grass will be eradicated.

It is proposed to manage eel grass under a Sustained 
Control Programme. �e operational aspect of the 
programme will not change. An attempt will be made 
each year to control as much of the infestations as is 
possible. �e aim will be to suppress the population 
enough to prevent a further increase in the density of 
this species in the Opawa River.

Eel Grass
(Vallisneria australis)

Why is it a threat?

Eel grass is a submerged, aquatic, perennial herb that 
originates from Europe, Africa, Asia and Australia. It is 
a potential competitor with native wetland and aquatic 
species. It will block drains and impede water �ows. It 
spreads by rhizome fragments. Spread is often aided 
by humans who throw this popular aquarium plant 
into waterways.

History

Eel grass became a total control pest plant in the RPMS 
in 2001.

Eel grass was discovered growing in the Opawa Loop 
by Council’s aquatic weed spraying contractor in 2000. 
It is likely it originated from the dumping of unwanted 
aquarium plants. In 2001, Council sta� and a 
contractor hand pulled all known infestations and all 
plants were bagged and disposed of by deep burial at 
the land�ll. In total, 21 tonnes of eel grass was 
removed during the initial operation.

A new infestation of eel grass was reported in Waterlea 
Creek by a member of the public in 2003.

A single plant was discovered and removed. It was 
further downstream in the Opawa River (near the 
Taylor con�uence) than the reported site. �is was 
recorded as a third site. Ongoing surveillance has not 
detected any further plants and has since been 
recorded as historical.

Since the discovery of the Opawa Loop and Waterlea 
Creek infestation, Council sta� and/or contractors
have attempted to remove all plant material from the 
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Evergreen 
Buckthorn
(Rhamnus alaternus)

Why is it a threat?

Evergreen buckthorn is an evergreen shrub that 
originates from the Mediterranean region. It will 
grow in scrub around forest margins, in plantations 
and on coastal cli�s. It is spread by birds as its seed is 
contained in a �eshy fruit. It displaces native species 
and hinders regeneration of forest remnants.

History

Evergreen buckthorn was included in the 2001 RPMS 
for Marlborough as a surveillance plant. DOC sta� 
discovered an extensive infestation of evergreen 
buckthorn growing at Manaroa in the Marlborough 
Sounds while carrying out weed survey work in the 
area. �ey began annual control on this infestation, 
with the permission of the land owners.

In 2007, as a result of a review of the 2001 RPMS, 
evergreen buckthorn became a total control pest 
plant in the new RPMS for Marlborough.

�e original infestation of evergreen buckthorn at 
Manaroa has spread further than was originally 
anticipated. In total, there are now six sites that have 
evergreen buckthorn. Five of the six sites are in or 
near Clova Bay; a further is in Crail Bay. All new 
infestations have been entered into the ongoing 
control regime. DOC sta� carry out the control of this 

weed in November each year when the plant begins to 
fruit and is more easily seen. Seedlings are hand 
pulled and large plants are cut and treated with 
herbicide applied to the cut stump.

Current situation

�ere are six sites in Marlborough with evergreen 
buckthorn infestations. Each year, searches continue 
to be carried out in an attempt to control all plants 
before setting via fruit that can lead to further 
distribution by birds.

Review of the current situation and 
recommendation for future management

Council and DOC acknowledge that they are unlikely 
to achieve zero levels in the next ten years (the life of
the next Plan). �is is mainly because of the di�culty 
in identifying evergreen buckthorn in amongst native 
vegetation and di�cult terrain. It is believed that the 
infestations can be supressed to a point where further 
dispersal is minimised and there is no increase in 
population size.

It is proposed to manage evergreen buckthorn under 
a Sustained Control Programme. �e operational 
aspect of the programme will not change in that an 
attempt will be made each year to control as much of 
the infestations as is possible.
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Giant 
needle grass
(Austrostipa rudis)

Why is it a threat?

Giant needle grass is a perennial, tussock forming 
grass, which originates from Eastern Australia. Its 
general appearance is not unlike Chilean needle grass 
(Nassella neesiana). It will grow up to 1.3 metres high 
which is twice the height of Chilean needle grass. It 
spreads through seed, which lacks the aggressive 
point and barb that Chilean needle grass has. 

History

Giant needle grass became a total control pest plant in 
the RPMS for Marlborough in 2001.

It was initially found by a weed spraying contractor on 
a property near the Wairau Valley. It was then found 
by a Council sta� member on the roadside at Shingly 
Creek in the upper Wairau Valley in 2000.

�e graph below shows the number of plants 
controlled each year between 2000 and 2013.

Two of the active sites are on pine plantations. In 
2009/2010 a huge number of plants germinated after 
a forestry block was harvested.

Since its inclusion in the RPMS it has been controlled 
annually using herbicides containing glyphosate. In
2012/2013 the numbers of plants controlled reduced 
signi�cantly as a result of using residual herbicides.

Current situation

Giant needle grass can be found at three sites near the 
Wash Bridge (two are pine plantations) and a new site 
at the Dashwood Pass identi�ed in 2012/2013.

Review of the current situation and 
recommendation for future management

It is proposed to manage giant needle grass under an 
Eradication Programme. �ere are now only scattered 
plants at each site that are spot sprayed in two control 
operations each year. �e �rst operation is in early 
January and the second in early March. Based on the 
very limited distribution of giant needle grass and the 
availability of residual herbicides that e�ectively 
control the species, achieving zero levels of giant 
needle grass under an Eradication Programme would 
be achievable.
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Giant needle grass will displace 
desirable pasture species and forms 
dense infestations if left uncontrolled.
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The presence of 
gorse will greatly 
reduce the 
economic viability 
of a farming unit.

Gorse
(Ulex europaeus)

Why is it a threat?

Gorse is an erect, spiky, perennial shrub that will 
grow up to 4 metres high and originates from 
Eurasia. It will form dense patches if left 
uncontrolled. It seeds from explosive fruits, which 
are resistant to �re. Gorse will displace preferred 
pasture species and dense patches impede stock 
access. It will grow on pastoral country, in 
hedgerows, waste places and plantations from the 
coast to high altitudes. Its vigorous growth habit will 
displace native herbaceous species. 

History

Gorse is widespread over most of the Marlborough 
district. Council recognises that the Upper Wairau
Catchment is predominately free of gorse. �ere are 
only isolated infestations of gorse as a result of 
roading and forestry operations. 

Current situation

Gorse is currently a Containment Control Pest under 
the RPMS 2012. �e existing programme for gorse 
has two components:

1. A geographical containment control area in the 
Upper Wairau Valley where all gorse must be 
managed by land occupiers (with some operational 
exemptions), and

2. A boundary-related rule whereby upon complaint, 
Council can enforce a 10 metre boundary set-back 
when the scenario meets certain criteria.

Review of the current situation and 
recommendation for future management

It is proposed to have two programmes for gorse in 
the future:

 1.  Upper Wairau – Sustained Control  
   Programme.

   In the upper reaches of this catchment a  
   Gorse Control Zone will be put in place. Land  
   occupiers will be responsible for the control  
   of gorse in this zone. �e �nal spatial extent  
   of this Zone (in particular the downstream  
   boundary) is yet to be accurately de�ned.
 
 2.  Rest of the District – Sustained Control  
   Programme

   �is will be a reactive programme whereby,  
   Council will respond to complaints of gorse  
   pressuring boundaries of land not infested  
   and that land has agricultural and/or   
   environmental values at threat. Council will  
   ensure the land occupier with the gorse  
   implements a 10 metre bu�er where there is  
   the Sustained Control of gorse on the   
   adjoining property.

REVIEW OF MARLBOROUGH’S RPMS 2012 / SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION BOOKLET
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Kangaroo Grass
(�emeda triandra)

Why is it a threat?

Kangaroo grass is a large perennial grass that 
originates from Africa. It is an invasive species, 
which will form dense patches and can exclude 
preferred pasture species. It is considered to be a 
valuable grass in the dry areas of Australia, where it 
is grazed following burning. Once it produces a seed 
head again, it becomes unpalatable to stock and 
must be re-burned. In Marlborough, a burn and 
graze regime is not appropriate due to the proximity 
of forestry to the sites and the possible �re risk. �e 
result has been the establishment of three large 
infestations of mature kangaroo grass that has little 
or no feed value.

In New Zealand, Marlborough has the only 
substantial infestation of this pest plant.

History

Kangaroo grass has been a containment control pest 
plant in the RPMS for Marlborough since 2001. It 
thrives on steep, infertile hill country with a low pH. 
Council sta� highlighted their concerns about the 
spread of kangaroo grass during the review of the 
Regional Plant Pest Management Strategy in 2000.

Since that time, kangaroo grass has been managed 
under a Containment Control Programme. �e three 
heavily infested properties are required to maintain 
a clear boundary. All other infested properties must 
destroy all plants annually. Over time the 
infestation levels have reduced signi�cantly except 
on the three heavily infested properties.

Early trials of the new herbicide Taskforce® as a 
control tool for kangaroo grass in 2011 showed 
promise. Under small trial conditions, excellent 
levels of control were achieved. Kangaroo grass was 
approved as a third listed species on the Taskforce® 
herbicide label. However, subsequent e�cacy trial 
under �eld conditions has shown the same level of 

control. �ese trials are not yet complete. Early 
results indicate Taskforce® may not be suitable for 
broad scale management of kangaroo grass. 

Current situation

Kangaroo grass currently infests approximately 425 
ha in Marlborough. A total of 39 properties are 
recorded as having an infestation of kangaroo grass.

Five land occupiers are responsible for controlling all 
plants on ‘fringe’ properties with another 7 ‘Core’ 
land occupiers required to control all plants within 5 
metres of adjacent property boundaries. Council 
inspects all these properties to determine 
compliance with Strategy Rules. All the remaining 
27 sites are small, isolated infestations where 
Council sta� undertake surveillance and control 
activities.

Land occupiers and Council have been controlling 
kangaroo grass for 14 years. �e current regime was
implemented to stop any further spread of this 
invasive grass. Council sta� were concerned in 2000 
that it was spreading onto infertile hill country and 
land occupiers had no idea of what it was or how to 
manage it. 

If lime and fertiliser is applied to kangaroo grass, 
palatability to stock increases. It also allows other 
more palatable species to push through the sward of 
kangaroo grass. Discussion between landholders 
and Council about long term management is 
occurring. While there has been early promise with 

REVIEW OF MARLBOROUGH’S RPMS 2012 / SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION BOOKLET

Knowledge surrounding the 
management of kangaroo grass 
has improved significantly. Council 
is confident it has been contained 
adequately.
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the potential for Taskforce® herbicide to o�er a 
selective and residual herbicide for the control of 
kangaroo grass, more work is required to determine 
how it can be used to achieve best results.

Review of the current situation and 
recommendation for future management

No new heavy infestations have established outside 
any of the three Core properties. Ongoing work is 
still required on Fringe properties to ensure the 
infestations remain at low density and scattered.

�e current containment control programme for 
kangaroo grass aligns well with a Progressive 
Containment Programme in the new Plan.

�is will result in very little change to the operational 
side of the programme. Council will endeavour to 
continue to work with the Core property owners to 
develop ways to reduce the density of their heavy 
infestations. �e emphasis will still remain on 
Fringe properties and the small surveillance 
properties that Council manages to ensure the 
geographic extent of heavy infestations does not 
increase.
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Madeira Vine
(or Mignonette Vine)
(Anredera cordifolia)

Why is it a threat?

Madeira vine is a vigorous climber, which originates 
from tropical South America. It grows from an 
underground tuber. It has aerial tubers that grow 
attached to the stem. �e aerial tubers can break o� 
easily to form new plants when they come in contact 
with the ground. It will also grow from rhizomes. It 
blocks light to supporting plants by smothering them. 
It can become so heavy that it breaks the branches of 
supporting plants. It is tolerant to drought and salt 
spray. It prefers to grow in warm coastal sites.

History

During a review of the 1996 RPMS for Marlborough, 
the DOC highlighted their concerns about the 
discovery of this invasive weed at several sites in the 
Marlborough Sounds. Several infestations had been 
found by DOC sta� carrying out a weed survey in the 
Sounds. Council sta� worked with DOC sta� carrying 
out parts of this survey work.

Madeira vine became a Total Control Pest Plant in 
RPMS for Marlborough in 2001. All known sites of 
madeira vine fell under a control regime managed by 
DOC and run in association with Council. All sites were 
visited and control was undertaken annually in 
November. Tubers were removed from the vines and 
bagged for destruction. �e vines were then cut and the 
stumps treated with herbicide gel.

�e number of plants controlled had a spike in 
2007/2008 with the discovery of a new site. Since then, 
the number of plants controlled has been declining.

Two new infestations were discovered in the last two 
years. Both were discovered in urban Blenheim and are 
being managed by Council. Any plants found are 
removed by hand including the tubers from the ground 
in March/April each year.

�is species has the potential to get to an old man’s 
beard scenario in Marlborough if left unchecked.

Current situation

A total of seven active sites remain under management 
in Marlborough. �e infestations are found in North 
West Bay, Karaka Point, Resolution Bay, Bulwer, 
Seddon, and two sites in urban Blenheim. In mid-2014, 
an eighth site was discovered by Council sta� near 
Ward. It appears that it is directly associated with an 
old homestead garden.

Review of the current situation and 
recommendation for future management

�e biological characteristics of the plant make complete 
removal/eradication very di�cult. Despite an intense 
e�ort over the past 14 years, there still remains the same 
number of active sites and a continuing �ux of re-growth. 
It is believed that the infestations can be supressed to a 
point where further dispersal is minimised and no 
increase in population size will be seen.

It is proposed to manage madeira vine under a 
Sustained Control programme. �e operational aspect 
of the programme will not change in that an attempt 
will be made each year to control as much of the 
infestation as is possible.
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Moth Plant
(Arauja serifera)

Why is it a threat?

Moth plant is a vigorous evergreen climber that will 
grow up to 6 metres high. It originates from tropical 
South America. It spreads by wind-borne seeds that 
are released from pods as they dry out and split 
during autumn and winter. Moth plant will smother 
native species and is a problem in gardens where it 
can become the dominant species. �e plant is 
poisonous and its sap has an irritant e�ect on 
contact with the skin.

History

Moth plant was classi�ed as a ‘Total Control Pest 
plant’ in the 2001 RPMS for Marlborough during the 
review process. DOC and Council sta� knew how 
invasive this plant could be if allowed to spread. 
Gardeners were using moth plant to feed Monarch 
butter�ies in the Blenheim and Picton urban areas. 
Control operations commenced in 2001. An annual 
control regime commenced for all known 
infestations. Active surveillance and awareness 
activities also commenced to increase the quality of 
distribution data held by Council. 

Current situation

All known infestations of moth plant are controlled 
every year. As plant numbers reduce, Council sta� 
often drop that back to a bi-annual inspection. 
Articles in local newspapers have resulted in the 

discovery of a lot of new infestations on properties 
in the region’s urban areas. �ere are only a handful 
of sites away from urban areas. Moth plant has not 
yet had the chance to invade natural areas. Moth 
plant inspections are carried out in February/March 
to coincide with its �owering time. �is is when 
plants are easiest to see amongst other vegetation. 
Plants found are hand pulled or cut and the stump 
treated with herbicide. Any fruiting pods found are 
bagged for destruction.

Review of the current situation and 
recommendation for future management

While there has been a dramatic increase in the 
number of sites in recent years, this re�ects the 
emphasis Council sta� has placed on surveillance. 
�e number of plants being controlled is decreasing 
but the volume of plants being found remains 
relatively high.

�ere is still a long way to go for this species to reach 
zero levels in Marlborough in accordance with the 
original objective of eradication.

It is proposed to manage moth plant under a 
Sustained Control Programme with the ability to 
reassess progress over time.

�e operational aspect of the programme will not 
change in that an attempt will be made each year to 
control as much of the infestation as is possible.
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