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1. Apologies 
No apologies received. 

2. Declaration of Interests 
Members are reminded of the need to be vigilant to stand aside from decision making when a 
conflict arises between their role as a member and any private or other external interest they might 
have. 
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3. Picton Dawn Chorus 
 

Picton Dawn Chorus will provide a presentation and update on the group’s activities to date. 
(15 minutes) 

 

RECOMMENDED 
That the information be received. 
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4. Emergency Response Building App (ERBA) 
(Clr Shenfield) (Report prepared by Bill East) I100-004-P74 

Purpose 
1. The purpose of this report is to introduce and demonstrate the Building Control Groups Emergency 

App, ERBA 

2.  Brendon Robertson, Senior Building Officer, will provide a presentation on the Emergency 
Response Building app (ERBA). (10 minutes) 

Background 
Development 
3. As a result of the 2011 Christchurch earthquake the Building Control Group considered the issues 

around the massive amount of data collected each day from the rapid response - How to manage it 
and how it should be recorded on the appropriate property file.  

4. A number of digital solutions were looked at but what was available did not meet requirements.  

5. In 2016 MDC’s IT Team located an off the shelf product developed by ESRI to allow for spatial 
information to be captured in the field on mobile devices.  

6. The IT Team along with Building Control set up a custom form (based as per MBIE’s Rapid 
Response Form) to capture information for each property inspected during an emergency event. A 
dashboard was also created to enable users to quickly view the results of each inspection.  

7. The initial configuration was completed just days before the Kaikoura earthquake struck and the 
earthquake was the first time the app was used.  

8. The app allowed the Building Control Team to record inspections of properties affected by the 
November earthquake, often in remote locations on the East Coast and in the northern Kaikoura 
district.  

9. The new system means there are no data entry delays or data integrity issues, such as those that 
can happen with paper forms. 

10. The real-time information has been made available to other stakeholders, such as the Ministry of 
Business, Innovation and Employment (MBIE) and the Earthquake Commission.  

11. The emergency response building app recently won the Best Use of Social Media or App Award at 
the Association of Local Government Information Management Web and Digital Awards.  

Summary 
12. An emergency response building app has been developed to capture information for each property 

inspection during an emergency event. 

13. The app recently won the Best Use of Social Media or App Aware at the Association of Local 
Government Information Management Web and Digital Awards. 

RECOMMENDED 
That the information be received 
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5. Fresh Water Improvement Fund - Taylor River Catchment 
Project 

(Clr Hope) (Report prepared by Alan Johnson)  E375-017-001 

Purpose 
1. To seek approval and funding to proceed with the Taylor River Improvement Project.  

Background 
2. The Committee is aware that Council applied to the Ministry for the Environment (MfE) Freshwater 

Improvement Fund for a five year period to work collaboratively to improve water quality in the 
Taylor River Catchment.  

3. The funding application has formally been approved through the MfE Stage 1 process and is now 
subject to the formal Stage 2 process where final work programmes and agreements are being 
sort. 

4. As background the Taylor River Catchment has been identified from State of the Environment 
Monitoring reports as being a vulnerable catchment in Marlborough.  The river catchment has very 
high amenity and ecological values comprising of urban springs, rural and urban tributaries.  Loss 
of riparian margins due to land use changes and an aging and damaged sewer/stormwater 
infrastructure, following recent earthquakes, has led to deterioration in water quality.  Additionally 
the catchment has also been identified in the Marlborough Environment Plan as being a degraded 
waterway where interventions are expected to improve the state of the waterway. 

5. Water quality enhancement is sought as detailed in the Draft Work Programme (Appendix 1). 
Essentially the activities consist of; 

a) Riparian planting to mitigate sediment losses 

b) Maintaining stock exclusion 

c) Baseline and expanded water quality monitoring and fish surveys 

d) Introduce a cultural water quality monitoring programme in conjunction with iwi 

e) Assessment of the urban stormwater and sewer networks  

f) Establishment of a community stakeholders group, to include local schools and interest 
groups, iwi and the viticulture and pastoral farming industry. 

6. Additionally, a Council infrastructure programme, budgeted separately repairing and upgrading the 
stormwater and sewer networks, is aligned to this project, which is anticipated to contribute 
significantly to improved water quality. 

7. The improvement project will be coordinated in Council with a steering group of staff from Assets & 
Services and the Regulatory Department.   

8. The project is planned for a five year duration, commencing in 2017/18, at a total cost of $523,900.  
The amount approved from MfE is $261,900.  There is an expectation that Council will fund 
$262,000 of the costs over this period.  Budget is allocated from existing budgets for Council’s 
contribution for this financial year, meaning a shortfall of $209,600 is required from 2018/19 for a 
four year period.  

Summary 
9. The Council has been successful in gaining approval for funding from MfE for implementing an 

initiative to improve water quality in the Taylor Catchment, subject to the Stage 2 process. 
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10. The Council would be expected to fund an additional contribution to the project of $209,600 from 
2018/19 for a four year period.   

RECOMMENDED 
1. That the information be received. 

2. That Council seek funding in the order of $209,600 over four years from 2018/19 and that 
budget provision is made in the Long Term Plan process. 
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Appendix 1 
 

 

 

 

 

Freshwater Improvement Fund  

Work Programme for 

Taylor River Catchment Improvement Project 
 

Undertaken by  

Marlborough District Council 

2017-2022 
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Official information and privacy  

Official Information Act 1982 

Important: Information presented to the Minister for the Environment or the Ministry for the Environment is 
subject to disclosure under the Official Information Act 1982 (OIA). Certain information may be withheld in 
accordance with the grounds for withholding information under the OIA. Further information on the OIA is 
available at www.ombudsmen.parliament.nz. 

Information held by the Minister or the Ministry may have to be released under the OIA in response to a 
request from a member of the public (or any other body) for that information. If you wish to provide sensitive 
information to the Minister or the Ministry which you do not want released, it is recommended you consult 
with the Ministry as to whether the information is necessary for the application, and whether there may be 
grounds in the OIA for withholding the information. For instance, if release of the information would disclose 
a trade secret, or be likely to unreasonably prejudice the commercial position of the person who supplied or 
who is the subject of the information, then there may be grounds to withhold the information. If an OIA 
request relating to your application is received, the Ministry will endeavour to contact you to discuss it, and 
what the implications of releasing your information are. 

The grounds for withholding information must always be balanced against consideration of public interest 
that may justify release. Although the Ministry does not give any guarantees as to whether information can 
be withheld under the OIA, it may be helpful to discuss OIA issues with the Ministry in advance, if information 
provided with an application is sensitive.  

Privacy Act 1993 

Important: The Ministry for the Environment (Environment House, 23 Kate Sheppard Place, Wellington 6011 
temporarily located at Level 2, 3 The Terrace, Wellington 6011) may collect, use, hold or disclose personal 
information for the purpose of assessing eligibility and suitability for Freshwater Improvement Fund funding. 
Individuals have the right in accordance with the Privacy Act 1993 to request access to and correction of their 
personal information. While the provision of personal information is not mandatory, failure to provide 
requested information could lead to a delay in considering the application or a decline of the same. 

http://www.ombudsmen.parliament.nz/


 

Freshwater Improvement Fund – Work ProgrammePage 8 

Introduction  

This Work Programme template is completed by applicants to the Freshwater Improvement Fund who have 
successfully completed Stage 1 of the application process and have been invited to proceed to Stage 2 (project 
planning).  

This Work Programme gives an overview of the entire life of the project, including purpose, objectives, benefits and 
estimated costs. The Work Programme is accompanied by an Annual Work Plan, which more specifically details the 
budget and work to be undertaken for Year One. For each subsequent project year, a new Annual Work Plan will be 
developed and attached to the Work Programme. 

Complete all sections of this work programme template. We recommend you refer to the following documents to help 
you: 

• Freshwater Improvement Fund – ‘Guide for Applicants 2017’ – the guide used to help you complete 
your original application. 

• Freshwater Improvement Fund – ‘Guide for Recipients’ – the additional user guide sent to you with this 
Work Programme template. 

If you have a question about the Work Programme that is not covered in this document or in either of the user guides 
provided, you can email or phone your assigned analyst at the Ministry. 

When your Work Programme is complete 

Email this completed draft Work Programme to your assigned analyst. They will review it and advise you if there are 
any issues that need to be addressed, or if there are any outstanding questions.  

 

Important information  

This Work Programme template is pre-populated with some of the information you provided in your original 
application form. Update this information as required to reflect the current status of your project. Some time 
may have elapsed since you first submitted the application form to the Ministry, and further information 
and details may now be available that were not available previously. In addition, you may need to incorporate 
any conditions that the Assessment Panel has made (refer to the letter you received inviting you to proceed 
to stage 2). 
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SECTION A: Recipient details  
 

1 Organisation details  

Check that the information below about your organisation is correct, and update it as required 

Organisation name Marlborough District Council 

Trading name  
(if different) 

      

Description of your 
organisation 

Unitary Council 

Physical address  
Include postcode. 

15 Seymour Street, Blenheim, 7201 

Postal address  
Include postcode. 

15 Seymour Street, Blenheim, 7201  

Telephone 03 520 7400 

Website address http://www.marlborough.govt.nz 

Legal entity status 
(eg, regional council, 
charitable trust, 
incorporated society, 
Māori trust board) 

Council 

 

2 Contact details for this project  

Recipient’s main 
contact (name and 
organisation) 

Alan Johnson 
Marlborough District Council 

Ministry’s main 
contact 

Raewyn MacGregor 

Organisation  Environmental Science and 
Monitoring Manager 

Email address alan.johnson@marlborough.govt.nz Email address raewyn.macgregor@mfe.govt.nz 

Phone 03 520 7400  Landline Phone n/a  Landline 

021 539 131  Mobile 022 637 1618  Mobile 

Postal address 15 Seymour Street, Blenheim, 7201 Postal address P O Box 10362 
Wellington 6143  

Physical address  15 Seymour Street, Blenheim, 7201 Physical address Environment House 
23 Kate Sheppard Place 
Thorndon 
Wellington 6011 
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SECTION B: Project details  
 

3 Project overview  

Check that the information below about your project is correct, and update as required 

Project name Taylor River Catchment Improvement Project 

Project purpose The Taylor River catchment has been identified from SoE reporting as being a 
vulnerable catchment in Marlborough. It has very high amenity and ecological values 
comprising of urban springs, rural and urban tributaries. Loss of riparian margins due 
to land use changes and an aging and damaged sewer/stormwater infrastructure, 
following recent earthquakes, has led to deterioration in water quality. Water quality 
enhancement is sought through targeting riparian planting, expanded monitoring, 
assessment of the urban stormwater and sewer networks via camera surveys and 
the establishment of a community stakeholders group to include local schools and 
interest groups, iwi and the viticulture and pastoral farming industry. Additionally, a 
programme of repairing and upgrading the stormwater and sewer networks are 
aligned to this project. 

How many years will this 
project run for? 

5  

Total project cost 
Do not include in-kind 
contributions in the total 
project cost. 

$523,900.00 

Freshwater Improvement 
Fund contribution 
This must be no more than 
50% of the total project cost. 

$261,900.00 

 

4 Details of your water body  

Check that the information below about your water body is correct, and update it as required 

Name and location of water body 
If your project includes more than 
one water body, include details of 
each water body. 

The Taylor River catchment, including all tributaries and springs upstream of 
the confluence with the Ōpaoa River in Blenheim, Marlborough.  

Type of water body your project 
applies to 
Select all that apply. 

 Lake  River  Wetland  Groundwater 

 Other       (Please specify) 

Is your project located in a 
catchment identified as 
vulnerable?  
Refer to the Fund’s map of vulnerable 
catchments published on Ministry for 
the Environment’s website. 
[https://data.mfe.govt.nz/layer/3523
-fif-catchments/] 

 Yes  No     

https://data.mfe.govt.nz/layer/3523-fif-catchments/
https://data.mfe.govt.nz/layer/3523-fif-catchments/
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Please provide the GPS 
coordinates of your water body 

If your project includes more than 
one water body, confirm the GPS 
coordinates of the largest water body 
only. (Please provide coordinates in 
decimal degrees eg, Latitude – 
41.279167, Longitude 174.776486) 

The Taylor River catchment, inclusive of all tributaries and springs upstream of 
the  Ōpaoa River confluence at 1680273mE, 5404008mN (NZTM). 

What activities have previously, 
or are currently, impacting upon 
water quality and/or quantity? 
Please also indicate whether these 
activities are ongoing. 

Currently there are both rural and urban activities impacting on water quality 
and ecology in the Taylor River catchment.  

Increased vegetation clearance as a result of the development of vineyards 
over the last 15 years has reduced available riparian vegetation along stream 
banks, leading to increase erosion and destabilisation of stream banks.  

An increase in lifestyle blocks and rapid expansion of urbanisation westwards 
from Blenheim town center has occurred over the last 10-15 years. This has led 
to added pressures on water quality due to increased stormwater runoff and 
an increase in the number of septic tanks. Council currently has an ongoing 
investigative and maintenance programme for the stormwater network. But 
there is a need for increased resources to determine the impact from the 
expanding stormwater network on water quality.  

Rural and flood management activities in the mid catchment area have been 
investigated and the primary driver of poor water quality is the erosion of 
stream banks due to historic removal of riparian margins leading to increased 
sedimentation. The increased sediment loading has led to decreasing water 
quality in terms of turbidity, water clarity, phosphorus concentrations, E. coli 
numbers and decreased instream habitat for macroinvertebrate and fish 
species and decreased dissolved oxygen concentrations. Whilst some water 
quality parameters, namely dissolved inorganic nitrogen, have shown 
improvements, the water quality parameters named above have shown 
deteriorating trends in water quality in recent years.  

What is the current state of water 
quality within the waterbody?  

If known, please include the trophic 
level index of the waterbody. For 
more information please visit 
https://www.lawa.org.nz/learn/facts
heets/lake-trophic-level-index/  

      

 

https://www.lawa.org.nz/learn/factsheets/lake-trophic-level-index/
https://www.lawa.org.nz/learn/factsheets/lake-trophic-level-index/
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5 Project objectives 

Provide between three and six concrete statements which describe the tangible results your project will achieve. Note that some project outcomes will be achieved over a longer timeframe, 
however the objectives described here must be achievable within the duration of the funding. Please ensure that: 
• Objectives are SMART (Specific, Measurable, Achievable, and Realistic within the Timeframe of the project). Refer Appendix 2 (page 42) of the Freshwater Improvement Fund Guide for 

Applicants 2017 for more information on setting SMART objectives. 
• All objectives are clearly defined and achievable within the duration of the funding.  
• Each objective has at least one key performance indicator (KPI). 
• Successful completion of tasks and activities will lead to achievement of the project objectives. 
• You have a clear plan for measuring, evaluating and reporting whether your project objectives have been met. 

An example has been provided to demonstrate the level of detail required.  

Objective  Key performance indicators 
(KPIs) 

How will you monitor and evaluate 
the achievement of this objective? 

Baseline information Expected outcome 

Describe the tangible results your 
project is trying to achieve.  

KPIs are concise statements about key 
benefits of the project and how they 
will be achieved. 

How will you measure your progress 
and demonstrate that the objective has 
been achieved? 

Describe the current situation, 
using the data you have 
available. 

What is the expected benefit 
from this objective being met? 
How does this contribute to the 
purpose of your project? 

For example: 

By 2022, 80% of banks along 
the creek will be planted with 
native plants to create a 
riparian buffer. 

Care of the riparian planting 
(and fencing?) handed over to 
local landowners after three 
years. 

80% of Creek banks are planted 
with native grasses, such as Carex 
secta.  

Native riparian plants have a 
survival rate of at least 90%. 

Landowners are committed to 
ongoing maintenance of riparian 
planting beyond project 
completion. 

Annual surveys of area planted with 
grasses and percentage surviving. 

We estimate that 15% of 
banks along the creek is 
currently characterised by 
native vegetation types.  

Native plants will overhang 
the bank and supress the 
growth of weeds.  

Increased biodiversity due to 
plants and shade. 

To increase the riparian areas 
within the catchment which 
have native plantings 
providing a buffer zone 
between land use and 
waterways.  

Number of riparian plants planted 
over the course of a year. 
Total Area of riparian buffer 
zones created per year. 

Measure the total area of riparian 
buffer zones created per year as a 
% of the total area proposed to be 
completed over the 5-year project. 

The buffer zones will be 
created in areas which 
currently have no buffer 
zone between the land use 
and the waterway, 
effectively making the 
current situation 0m2 

The expected benefits 
include: 
i. A reduction in stream bank 
erosion 
ii. Long term improvements 
in water quality, as defined 
by turbidity, phosphorus and 

http://www.mfe.govt.nz/publications/funding/freshwater-improvement-fund-guide-applicants-2017
http://www.mfe.govt.nz/publications/funding/freshwater-improvement-fund-guide-applicants-2017
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E. coli 

iii. Long term improvements 
in fish biodiversity as 
measured using the ‘New 
Zealand Fish Sampling 
protocols’.  

 

Improvements to swimming 
water quality at the current 
bathing water sites on the 
Taylor River. 

A reduction in the number of days 
when warning signs are placed at 
these sites. 

A reduction in E. coli numbers at 
these sites over time.  

A reduction in the number of days 
when warning signs are placed at 
these sites. 

Annual reporting of recreational 
water quality at these sites. 

There is approximately 20 
years of water quality data 
for the swimming sites on 
the Taylor River.  

Greater use of the 
waterways for recreational 
activities, fewer complaints 
to Council regarding poor 
water quality. A reduction in 
the likelihood of people 
becoming ill and/or 
contracting infections 
through contact with the 
water. 

Improved water quality by 
reducing E. coli numbers, 
reducing turbidity levels, 
reducing phosphorus 
concentrations at Councils 
current state of the 
environment water quality 
monitoring locations within 
the catchment 

Regular monitoring, at targeted 
locations within the catchment, of 
the key water quality parameters.  

Annual reporting of water quality 
results. 

Completion of trend analysis on 5 
years of data to determine trends 
in water quality.  

Produce annual and a 5-year report 
on water quality within the 
catchment.  

The results of trend analysis, 
carried out for the 5-year report, to 
show improvements to water 
quality, in particular with respect to 
the key water quality parameters 
which are currently reported as 
being deteriorating.  

Currently there is baseline 
information at a number of 
state of the environment 
monitoring sites within the 
catchment. These sites have 
recently (2015, 2016) 
reported deteriorating 
water quality with regard to 
turbidity, E. coli, phosphorus 
and dissolved oxygen. Trend 
analysis can be carried out 
pre-and post-completion of 
the project to determine the 
impact the project has had 
on water quality.  

The expected benefits 
include: 

i. Long term improvements 
in water quality. 

ii. Improvements in the 
aesthetic and amenity 
values of the Taylor River 
and its tributaries. 
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Introduce a fish monitoring 
programme, using a 
standardised monitoring 
protocol ‘the New Zealand 
Freshwater Fish Sampling 
Protocols’ (Joy et al., 2013) to 
allow for improvements in 
aquatic biodiversity to be 
measured over time. 

Completion of a baseline 
comprehensive fish monitoring 
survey within the catchment. 

A repeat of the baseline survey at 
least once within the timeframe 
of the project. 

Produce a report on the results of 
the baseline survey. 

Produce a second report, 
incorporating the results of the 
initial baseline survey, on the 
results of the follow-up survey. 

Currently there is no 
baseline comprehensive fish 
monitoring survey within 
the catchment, the project 
would establish one, with 
which future long term 
monitoring can be compared 
against. This gives the 
project value beyond the 
initial 5-year duration of the 
project.  

The expected benefits 
include: 

i. The ability to report on 
long term changes in aquatic 
biodiversity within the 
catchment. 

ii. The ability to identify long 
term changes in aquatic 
biodiversity with respect to 
increased riparian planting 
within the catchment.  

Introduce the use of a cultural 
water quality monitoring 
index in conjunction with local 
Iwi at selected sites within the 
catchment in order to 
measure water quality 
changes in terms of 
significance to Iwi. 

Completion of a baseline 
comprehensive cultural water 
quality monitoring survey within 
the catchment with respect to Iwi 
values. 

Produce a report, within the 
timeframe of the project to report 
on the results and the use of a 
cultural water quality index for the 
catchment.   

Currently there has been no 
application of a cultural 
water quality index for 
freshwaters in Marlborough. 
This project would establish 
functionality and 
applicability of such an index 
beyond this project to the 
wider Marlborough 
environment.  

The expected benefits 
include: 

i. Incorporating Iwi values 
within the wider context of 
catchment management and 
rehabilitation 

ii. Allowing for the benefits 
achieved with the use of a 
cultural index to be 
transferable to future 
catchment management 
projects.  

Establish a community 
interest group comprising of 
industry (e.g. viticulture, 
federated farmers), Council, 
Iwi, schools and local interest 
groups (e.g. Friends of the 
Taylor, Murphys Creek 
Enhancement Group, 
Marlborough Landscape 

The formation of a group to 
include representatives from each 
interest group. These 
representatives to have the ability 
and the means to report on the 
progress and findings of the 
project to their wider community 
groups and to obtain feedback 
from each group. 

Quarterly meetings, which are 
minuted and reported on. 

Annual reports from the Council on 
the activities and achievement of 
the group to the wider 
Marlborough community.  

The community interest 
group would be newly 
established by the project.  

The expected benefits 
include: 

i. A greater appreciation of 
the work being done by 
disparate groups (a) 
between such groups and 
(b) within the wider 
Marlborough community, to 
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Group) and council 
representative to inform and 
communicate the objectives, 
focus and outcomes of the 
project. 

Quarterly meetings of the group 
to report on and discuss 
findings/progress of the project 
and any issues that have arisen 
with regard to the project within 
their respective communities.  

achieve greater 
environmental outcomes for 
all.  

ii. The potential to use the 
lessons learned from the 
establishment of the group 
for future catchment scale 
management projects. 

 

6 What environmental ,  social,  cultural and economic benefits will  occur as a result of this project? 

Ecosystem services are the benefits people obtain from ecosystems. Identify which of the ecosystem service categories listed below will be enhanced or improved through the delivery of your 
project. If required, you may include additional types of benefit and/or value in the ‘other’ category. See pages 24-25 of the Freshwater Improvement Fund Guide for Applicants 2017 for 
information on how to complete this question. 

Ecosystem service Description  
For those ecosystem services categories that apply to your 
project, describe how the benefits will be realised through 
the delivery of the project.  

Include an estimated timeframe of when changes may occur 
(eg short-, medium- or long-term). 

Measure 
What indicators (qualitative or quantitative) you will use to 
measure change? 

Include any assumptions underlying the nature and 
estimated magnitude of the changes. 

Food The spring fed streams of the Taylor River catchment 
are highly important for water cress gathering and 
fishing. Improved water quality outcomes for these 
springs would result in a greater confidence of the 
safety of consumption for food gathered in the 
catchment. This could be achieved in the short term 
but medium to long term benefits are more likely. 
Indicators would be qualitative in nature, such as 
increased positive community feedback to Council, 
e.g. through the Annual Satisfaction Survey.  

      

Fresh water 
 

Benefits to freshwater can be achieved in the short 
term through the targeted identification and repair of 
the stormwater network. These changes can be 

      

http://www.mfe.govt.nz/publications/funding/freshwater-improvement-fund-guide-applicants-2017
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measured quantitatively via E. coli numbers at 
recreational water quality monitoring sites during the 
summer season and qualitatively through a reduction 
in the number of days where cautionary signs are 
placed at swimming spots. 

Benefits to freshwater will also be achieved in the long 
term by stabilising stream banks through the use of 
riparian planting. These benefits can be measured 
quantitatively by analysing trends in turbidity, 
phosphorus and instream sediment in the medium to 
long term. Indicators would also be qualitative in 
nature, such as increased positive community 
feedback to Council, e.g. through the Annual 
Satisfaction Survey and a reduction in complaints to 
Council about poor water quality in the catchment. 

Medicinal resources Benefits with regard to natural medicines could be 
achieved through collaboration with local Iwi as to the 
types of native vegetation that could be planted that 
would produce such benefits. Benefits could be seen 
in the medium to long term and could be measured 
through feedback from local Iwi via the Community 
Stakeholders Group and other avenues.   

      

Carbon sequestration and storage Increasing the area of riparian plantings in the 
catchment will result in a net positive benefit of 
carbon sequestration and storage. This can be 
measured qualitatively through maintaining a record 
of the total areas in the catchment where riparian 
planting has taken place. This will occur in the short 
term with the initial plantings and extend to the long 
term with the maturation and maintenance of these 
plantings. 

 

Moderation of extreme events Increased riparian plantings will allow for a buffer to 
be established between flooded/flooding streams and 
neighbouring land. Increased riparian plantings will 
also help stabilise stream banks and reduce the overall 
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load of sediment being transported downstream 
during these events. Benefits can be measured 
qualitatively through visual impacts such as aerial 
photography during and after storm events and 
quantitatively through Councils continuous flow 
monitoring recorders in the catchment. Benefits could 
be expected in the long term of the project. 

Regulation of water flows As above  

Waste-water treatment A reduction in sediment loads to the waterways will 
occur through increased stabilisation of the stream 
banks and an increased buffer zone between the 
stream and current land use. This will allow for the 
filtering and retention of nutrients such as phosphorus 
and other contaminants, such as sediment and E. coli. 
This is likely to occur in the medium to long term and 
can be measured through the Councils state of the 
environment monitoring and reporting. 

 

Erosion prevention and maintenance of soil fertility Stabilising stream banks through riparian planting will 
reduce the erosion of stream banks. This can be 
measured quantitatively through turbidity levels and 
instream sediment by the Councils state of the 
environment monitoring programme. This is likely to 
occur in the medium to long term as plantings become 
established and the roots zones mature. 

 

Habitats for species Increasing riparian plantings along stream banks, 
resulting in the creation of buffer zones between land 
use and streams, will have positive benefits to aquatic 
biodiversity in the long term. Increasing the % of 
riparian plantings along stream margins will result in 
improved connectivity between lower middle and 
upper reaches of the catchment, thereby providing 
benefits to the overall ecology of the catchment and 
through providing shading and producing allochtonous 
sources of food for instream invertebrates. Improving 
fish habitat will be important for endangered fish 
species such as eel, banded and giant kokopu. 
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Annual monitoring of macroinvertebrates and 3 yearly 
monitoring of fish species will allow for this change in 
biodiversity to be quantitatively measured over time. 
The benefits can also be measured qualitatively 
through the Tui to Town initiative, which currently has 
a database of sightings for Tui in Blenheim and on the 
Wairau Plains. 

Recreation and tourism The urban springs network, including the middle and 
lower reaches of the Taylor River, are highly valued in 
terms of amenity and recreation values. Improving 
water quality, in terms of increased clarity (via 
reduced turbidity) and reduced bacteria (E. coli) loads 
will have a positive benefit to the community in terms 
of safer swimming waters and improved aesthetics for 
the local community and tourists alike. The Taylor 
River reserve is a highly valued and popular reserve, in 
part due to the aesthetic appeal of the waterways and 
the ease with which it is accessed from the town 
centre. Benefits will be over the medium to long term 
and can be measured qualitatively through 
community feedback through Council initiated 
surveys. Indicators would be qualitative in nature, 
such as increased positive community feedback to 
Council, e.g. through the Annual Satisfaction Survey 
and the introduction of opportunities for future 
activities such as Fish and Games introduction of an 
annual ‘Introduce a Kid to Fishing Day’ in the 
catchment. 

 

Aesthetic appreciation Aesthetic appreciation will occur through improved 
water clarity (as discussed earlier) in the medium to 
long term. This can be quantitatively measured 
through monitoring turbidity levels in Councils state of 
the environment reporting.  

Aesthetic appreciation will also occur through 
beautification of river margins through riparian 
plantings. An increase in plantings along river banks, 
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particularly when plantings are planned for the middle 
and lower reaches of the catchment, will also result in 
an increase in bird species and numbers thereby 
enhancing an appreciation of natural scenery. This is 
expected to occur in the medium to long term and can 
be measured qualitatively, such as increased positive 
community feedback to Council, e.g. through the 
Annual Satisfaction Survey and through the Tui to 
Town initiative, which currently has a database of 
sightings for Tui in Blenheim and on the Wairau Plains. 

Spiritual experience and/or sense of place Establishment of native plantings within the 
catchment will result in an immediate improvement in 
the aesthetic and spiritual significance of the 
waterways. Reducing bacteria loadings, and other 
contaminant loadings to the waterways will also 
improve the mauri or ‘life force’ of the waterways. 
Benefits will be seen in the short, medium and long 
term. Iwi’s increased capacity will allow for the 
introduction of a Cultural Health Index for the 
waterways to be introduced for the first time. This will 
provide a Quantitative measurement of 
improvements of spiritual experience in the medium 
to long term, short term benefits can be measured 
through feedback from Iwi through the Community 
Stakeholders Group. 

 

Information for learning and development The establishment of a Community Stakeholders 
Group within which information, monitoring and 
reporting will be conducted and with which this 
information can then be disseminated to a wider 
audience through presentations, ‘working bee’ events, 
reports, newsletters etc. is a primary aim of the 
project. This group will also be able to connect into 
Councils current Waikorero programme for schools 
aimed at educating children on ways to improve water 
quality and the wider benefits that can be such 
improvements. Benefits will be measured in the short 
to medium term and can be qualitatively measured 
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through the number of publications produced, the 
number of presentations/talks given and the number 
and attendance of ‘working bee’ events. 

Other 
Provide details of any other values or benefits of significance 
not described above.  
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Activity table and estimated budget for the l ife of the project 

For each objective, list the main tasks/activities that will be undertaken and total estimated costs for the year. All figures should exclude GST. 

Objective 

Activity 

Year 1 Year 2 Year 3 Year 4 Year 5 

• To increase the 
riparian areas within 
the catchment which 
have native plantings 
providing a buffer 
zone between land 
use and waterways. 

• Recruit a project 
co-ordinator 

• Establish a project 
steering group within 
Council 

• Hold meetings with 
key representatives 
from the 
viticulture/pastoral 
industry, community 
interest groups and 
education facilitators 

• Establish a community 
interest group and 
develop terms of 
reference 

• Promote the project 
through the Councils 
website and local 
media 

• Establish and carry 
out a baseline fish 
monitoring survey 

• Establish and begin a 
targeted water quality 
monitoring 
programme for the 
catchment 

• Acquire riparian 
plants 

• Establish planting 
groups and arrange 
‘working bee’ events 

• Maintain monitoring 
at the water quality 
sites established in 
Year 1 

• Carry out a survey 
incorporating a 
cultural health index 
for freshwater with 
local Iwi  

• Report on 
achievements to date 

• Acquire riparian 
plants 

• Establish planting 
groups and arrange 
‘working bee’ events 

• Maintain monitoring 
at the water quality 
sites established in 
Year 1 

• Report on 
improvements made 
to the urban 
stormwater network 

• Report on 
achievements to date 

• Acquire riparian 
plants 

• Establish planting 
groups and arrange 
‘working bee’ events 

• Maintain monitoring 
at the water quality 
sites established in 
Year 1 

• Repeat the 
comprehensive fish 
survey established in 
Year 1. 

• Report on 
improvements made 
to the urban 
stormwater network 

• Report on 
achievements to date 

• Acquire riparian 
plants 

• Establish planting 
groups and arrange 
‘working bee’ events 

• Maintain monitoring 
at the water quality 
sites established in 
Year 1 

• Report on 
improvements made 
to the urban 
stormwater network 

• Repeat the survey 
incorporating a 
cultural health index 
for freshwater with 
local Iwi carried out in 
Year 2 

• Report to the 
community on the 
bathing water quality 
at the swimming sites 
on the Taylor River. 

• Report on 
achievements to date 
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•       •       •       •       •       

•       •       •       •       •       

• Improvements to 
swimming water 
quality at the current 
bathing water sites on 
the Taylor River. 

•       •       •       •       •       

•       •       •       •       •       

•       •       •       •       •       

• Improved water 
quality by reducing E. 
coli numbers, 
reducing turbidity 
levels, reducing 
phosphorus 
concentrations at 
Councils current state 
of the environment 
water quality 
monitoring locations 
within the catchment. 

•       •       •       •       •       

•       •       •       •       •       

•       •       •       •       •       

• Introduce a fish 
monitoring 
programme, using a 
standardised 
monitoring protocol 
‘the New Zealand 
Freshwater Fish 
Sampling Protocols’ 
(Joy et al., 2013) to 
allow for 
improvements in 
aquatic biodiversity to 
be measured over 
time. 

•       •       •       •       •       

•  •  •  •  •  

•  •  •  •  •  

•       •       •       •       •       

•       •       •       •       •       
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Establish a community 
interest group 
comprising of industry 
(e.g. viticulture, 
federated farmers), 
Council, Iwi, schools 
and local interest 
groups (e.g. Friends of 
the Taylor, Murphys 
Creek Enhancement 
Group, Marlborough 
Landscape Group) and 
council representative 
to inform and 
communicate the 
objectives, focus and 
outcomes of the 
project. 

•  •  •  •  •  

• Other miscellaneous  •       •       •       •       •       

•       •       •       •       •       

•       •       •       •       •       

Total estimated budget $111,000.00 $94,100.00 $97,900.00 $117,900.00 $106,500.00 
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SECTION C: Resources and capability  
 

7 Funding Information  

List all sources of income for the duration of your project, including cash contributions from your organisation, co-funding from external sources and the maximum amount approved from 
the Freshwater Improvement Fund.  

 Year 1 Year 2 Year 3 Year 4 Year 5 Total 

Your organisation’s cash 
contribution to the project  

35,500 27,150 28,950 38,950 33,250 $0.00 

Marlborough Landscape Group 20,000 20,000 20,000 20,000 20,000 $0.00 

Insert name of External Funder B                               $0.00 

Insert name of External Funder C                               $0.00 

FIF contribution (approved amount) 55,500 46,950 48,950 58,950 53,250 $0.00 

Total cost of project 111,000 94,100 97,900 117,900 106,500 $0.00 

FIF % of total project costs (for 
office use only)  

                              $0.00 

 

8 What is the status of external funding? 

If any of the funding for your project is not yet confirmed, please provide a summary of how much is ‘pending’ and when you expect this to be secured. Where funding for multi-year projects 
is not confirmed, please describe a plausible pathway to securing the additional income required. 
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9 Partnership and collaboration 

Provide details of organisations that you will be partnering with in the delivery of this project. Please outline the nature of each of the partner’s involvement and what they will contribute to 
the successful delivery of the project.  

Organisation name Contact details 

Name, phone number and email 

Details of involvement or collaboration 

For example, contribution of funding or resources, involvement in decision-making, responsibility for delivering a 
component of the project. 

Sustainable Wine Growers Justine Tait  03 5772379 (TBA) 
email: justine.tate@swnz.org.nz 

Stakeholder collaboration and communication with sector 

Federated Farmers  Kirsty McGregor (TBA) Stakeholder collaboration and communication with sector 

Marlborough Landscape 
Group 

Bev Doole (Coordinator) 03 570 
5233 Email: 
bev.doole@icloud.com 

Stakeholder collaboration and communication with sector and assistance in riparian plantings, 
including community assistance and funding 

Murphy Creek Community 
Group  

Jon Cunliffe  03 5207400, Email 
jon.cunliffe@marlborough.govt.n
z 

Stakeholder collaboration and communication with urban sector and assistance in riparian 
plantings 

Iwi representation and partnership apporach 
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10 Project team  
Provide details of your project team and confirmation of their availability for the duration of the project. Please provide details for your project manager in the first row. 

Name Organisation Role in project Phone Email 

            Project manager              

Land Management Scientist 
(new position commence 1 
July 2017) 

Marlborough District Council Project Manager, reporting 
financial and responsible for 
engagement of consultants 
and contractors  

 

03 5727400 …@Marlborough.govt.nz 

To be determined  To be determined Project Coordinator, delivery of 
riparian programme, 
communication and facilitator 
of key groups and stakeholders.  

To be determined To be determined 

Water quality Scientist (Steffi 
Henkel) 

Marlborough District Council SoE water quality sampling and 
sampling design of storm water 
monitoring systems  

03 5727400 Steffi.Henkel@marlborough.go
vt.nz 

Treatment Operations 
Supervisor (Mike Davies) 

Marlborough District Council Stormwater and sewage 
network operations 

03 5727400 Mike.davies@marlborough.gov
t.nz 

River Planning Engineer (Jan 
van der Vliet) 

Marlborough District Council River and Drainage Network 
integration of operations 

03 5727400 Jan.vanderVliet@marlborough.
govt.nz 

Reserves and Amenities 
officer (Robin Dunn) 

Marlborough District Council Council reserves on Taylor , 
landscape and riparian 
plantings 

03 5727400 Robin.Dunn@marlborough.gov
t.nz 

Land Management Scientist 
(new position commence 1 
July 2017) 

Marlborough District Council Project Manager, reporting 
financial and responsible for 
engagement of consultants 
and contractors  

 

03 5727400 …@Marlborough.govt.nz 
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11 Governance and management structure 

 

Project governance  
Describe the governance 
structure/s that will be 
implemented to ensure 
monitoring and management of 
performance and effective 
decision-making occurs. Include 
information on members of the 
governance group and their skills. 

The governance structure would consist of a Marlborough District Council 
Steering Group. Membership will consist of two elected Councillors from the 
Environment and Assets and Services Committee and the following Council 
employees: 
Alan Johnson (Manager Environmental Science and Monitoring Group) 
(Regulatory Department) 
Alan has more than 30 years’ operational and planning experience in the 
biosecurity and resource management disciplines. He has acquired relevant 
qualifications in biosecurity, resource monitoring and management.  
Peter Hamill (Senior Scientist Water Quality ) ( Environmental Science and 
Monitoring team) 
Peter has 23 years’ experience working with water quality monitoring in 
Marlborough and manages the State of the Environment and Recreational  Water 
Quality Monitoring  programmes.  Peter has an in-depth knowledge of the Taylor 
River and its tributaries and have been involved with stormwater monitoring in 
the catchment.  Peter also manages the Wai korero education programme that is 
delivered to all primary schools in Marlborough and have been involved with 
school planting programmes along the Taylor River.     
Jon Cunliffe (Resource Management  Advisor) (Assets and Services Dept) 
John has been employed Local/Regional Government agencies in Marlborough for 
35 years. John is experienced in managing resource evaluation investigations, 
resource monitoring activities (including hydrology and laboratory) and resource 
consents, compliance and policy operations. In recent years John has evolved into 
an overseeing role for Assets and Services Department focusing on Resource 
Management activities. Two projects which are relevant include, the 
establishment of a Stormwater Strategy for Blenheim and project facilitation and 
implementation of the strategy. 
Stephen Rooney (Operations and Maintenance Engineer) (Assets and Services 
Dept) 
Stephen has been employed by Marlborough TLA’s for 33 years in various 
engineering roles.  He has managed the day to day operations of the 3 Waters 
over the last 20 years.  This has involved putting together various sampling plans 
for Councils stormwater networks, investigating spill and discharges to waterways 
and pipe networks.  Recently Stephen has been on a working group to review 
catchment management plans to look at system capacity and stormwater 
discharge quality improvements. 
Geoff Dick (Rivers& Drainage Engineer) (Assets and Services Dept) 
Over 33 years’ experience as a rivers engineer working in local government and 
has extensive experience in river hydrology. 

Managing funds 
Provide information about how 
you will manage the project 
funds. Include information about 
how you will procure goods and 
services, approve payments, and 
monitor and address budget 
overspend. 

Council has a comprehensive procurement policy for engaging consultants and 
goods and services. (http://sid.marlborough.govt.nz/tools-and-
resources/contract-management/Pages/default.aspx) 

Council has a financial strategy supported by financial policies. A comprehensive 
accounting system is in place with appropriate levels of delegations and controls 
to support and record budgeting, expenditure, revenues and approvals for 
payment of goods and services. The corporate financial structure including the 
Annual Plan is subject to audit by Audit New Zealand. 

 

http://sid.marlborough.govt.nz/tools-and-resources/contract-management/Pages/default.aspx
http://sid.marlborough.govt.nz/tools-and-resources/contract-management/Pages/default.aspx
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12 Health and safety  

It is important that you have the necessary health and safety policies, resources and expertise to safely undertake and complete 
the project. You must comply at all times with the requirements and provisions of the Health and Safety at Work Act 2015 
(HSWA). You are also required to submit a health and safety plan for your project during the Stage 2 process.  

Does your organisation have a 
health and safety policy? 

 Yes  No 

If yes, state when this was last reviewed/updated. 

      

Has your organisation been 
issued with any notices under 
health and safety legislation? 

 Yes  No 

If yes, please provide details. 

      

Who will be responsible for 
health and safety for the 
project? 

Please state name, organisation 
and job title 

The Steering Group will be responsible to ensure that the MDC Health and Safety 
polices are implemented and complied with. 
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13 Risk management  

Provide a brief description of the major risks to the project achieving the intended outcomes. Include consideration of potential barriers that may pose a risk to the success of the project. 
Where possible give an indication of the likelihood and significance of the risk and any mitigation strategies to be included in the project. 

Potential risk 
Identify the potential risk to your project (for example, 
project not completed on time, unpredictable events 
such as weather, lack of resource commitment, time 
and cost estimates too optimistic, unexpected budget 
cuts, stakeholders changing requirements after the 
project has started, risks to the industry or sector to 
which the organisation belongs). 

Level of risk 
Low, medium or 
high. 

Impact on project 
Describe the impact the risk would have on 
the project (for example, misunderstandings, 
duplication of work, incomplete work). 

Consequence 
on project 
Minor, moderate 
or severe. 

Strategy to mitigate 
Describe the process you will use to 
minimise and manage the risk (for 
example, project manager monitors 
functional roles to ensure enough time is 
allocated to complete each task/activity 
and the project as a whole). 

MDC Political buy in Low Project would not proceed Minor Approval and Council buy in to the 
project  

Landowner agreement on Riparian Management  Low Incomplete work on sections of river Moderate Communication Strategy and 
agreements 

Funding  Low Project would not proceed Minor Approval and Council buy in to the 
project including funding 

Stakeholder buy-in Low Project would not proceed Minor Communication Strategy and formal 
collaboration with sectors 

Community  Low Project would be slow to proceed Minor Communication Strategy and 
partnerships with community 
Groups 

Resource capacity Low  Project slow to proceed Minor  Develop a capacity Management 
plan  

MDC Internal ownership of Project Low Project slow to proceed Minor Collaboration and formal 
agreements. Steering Group to 
provide authorisation for resourcing.  
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SECTION D: Additional information  
 

14 Conflicts of interest  

Describe any known conflicts of interest (actual or potential) and steps you will take to manage them.  

      

 

Declaration 

This declaration must be completed by a person with the organisation’s signing authority. See page 31 of the Guide for 
Applicants 2017 for additional information on how to complete this question. 
As a duly authorised representative of the organisation: 

• I declare that to the best of my knowledge, the information contained in all sections of this Work 
Programme, or supplied by us in support of our Work Programme is complete, true and correct. 

• I declare that I have the authority to sign this Work Programme and to provide this information. 

• I understand that information presented to the Minister for the Environment and the Ministry for 
the Environment is subject to disclosure under the Official Information Act 1982.  

Name        

Position        

Signature 
By typing your name in the 
space provided you are 
electronically signing this 
Work Programme. 

      Date        
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6. Air Emission Inventory - Blenheim 2017 
(also refer separate report available on Council website) 

(Clr Hope) (Report prepared by Dr Rachel Rait) E300-004-002-01 

Purpose  
1. To provide the “Air Emission Inventory - Blenheim 2017” Report. (Refer to MDC website - Blenheim 

Air Emission Inventory Report) 

Background 
2. Blenheim is non-compliant with the current NES for PM10 with up to eight exceedences of 50 µg/m3 

recorded per year over the past ten years.  From September 2016 Blenheim was required to 
comply with the NES meaning no more than one exceedance of 50 µg/m3 per year.  During 2017 
the number of measured exceedences was 11, the highest number since the NES was introduced.  
Meteorological conditions typically play a major role in year to year variability in the magnitude of 
the concentrations and the number of exceedences. 

3. The purpose of this emission inventory is to evaluate changes in emissions to air for Blenheim and 
the contribution of different sources to these emissions over time to evaluate the extent of any 
decrease in emissions.  A previous assessment of emissions to air for Blenheim was carried out in 
2012. 

4. The Blenheim inventory study area for 2017 is the inventory area defined by Census Area Units 
that it is closely aligned to the airshed area that is gazetted by the Ministry for the Environment.  
This is the same area as used for the 2012 and 2005 emission inventories.  The census area units 
defining the inventory area are: Springlands, Whitney, Redwoodtown, Blenheim Central, Witherlea 
and Mayfield.  The industrial assessment excludes emissions from TimberLink and Musgroves, as 
these are located outside the Blenheim airshed and inventory area. 

5. Domestic heating methods and fuel used by households in Blenheim was collected using a 
household survey carried during June 2017.  The survey questionnaire is provided in the 
appendices of the report.  

 
Relative contribution of different heating methods to average daily PM10 

(winter average) from domestic heating 

6. The majority (61%) of the PM10 emissions are from pre-2006 wood burners.  The NES design 
criteria for wood burners was mandatory for new installations on properties less than 2 hectares 
from September 2005.  Wood burners installed during the years 2006 to 2011 contribute to 18% of 
domestic heating PM10 emissions and burners less than five years old contribute 19%.  Open fires 
and multi fuel burners contribute around 1% each. 

Open fire - wood 
1%

Pre-2006 wood 
burner
61%

2006-2011 
wood burner

18%

Post-2011 
wood 

burner
19%

Multi-fuel burner -
wood
1%

https://www.marlborough.govt.nz/your-council/meetings?item=id:1x9uvrq7q1cxby7hbmk4
https://www.marlborough.govt.nz/your-council/meetings?item=id:1x9uvrq7q1cxby7hbmk4
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7. Around 658 kilograms of PM10 is discharged to air in Blenheim on an average winter’s day.  This 
compares with an estimated 679 kilograms per day for 2012, indicating a reduction in emissions of 
less than 5% since 2012.   

8. The figure below shows that domestic home heating is the main source of PM10 emissions 
contributing 90% of the daily wintertime emissions.  Outdoor burning contributes 8%, and industry 
and transport each 1% of the total wintertime PM10 emissions. 

 
Relative contribution of sources to daily winter PM10 emissions 

Summary 
9. Domestic home heating is the main source of PM10 emissions contributing 90% of the daily 

wintertime emission.  Domestic home heating is also the main source of daily winter PM2.5, CO, 
VOCs and CO2.  Motor vehicles are the main source of daily winter NOx and industry the main 
source of SOx. 

RECOMMENDED 
That the report be received. 

Domestic 
heating 

90%

Transport 
1%

Industry
1%

Outdoor 
burning

8%
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7. Winery Wastewater & Grape Marc Monitoring Report  
(Clr Hook) (Report prepared by Rachel Neal) E360-006-02 

Purpose 
1. The purpose of this report is to inform Council of the Compliance Group’s ongoing monitoring of the 

discharge of winery wastewater and grape marc to land for the period 1 June 2016 - 31 May 2017. 

2. 
 
Rachel Neal will provide a short presentation on winery wastewater and grape marc 
monitoring (10 minutes). 

Background 
3. Council has been monitoring the land application of winery wastewater annually since 1999 with 

reports being produced since 2005. 

4. The 2017 New Zealand Winegrowers Annual Report indicates that nationally the 2017 harvest of 
396,000 tonnes was down 9% on the 436,000 tonnes crushed in 2016.  The value of New Zealand 
wine exports grew a further 6% to reach a new record of $1.66 billion this year.  

5. In 2017 Marlborough had a 79.1% proportion of the grapes harvested in New Zealand (an increase 
from 74.1% in 2016); with 25,135 producing hectares (up from 24,020 producing hectares in 2016) 
and 302,396 tonnes processed (down from 323,290 tonnes processed in 2016 and 233,182 tonnes 
processed in 2015). 

6. Liquid waste from the winemaking process predominantly consists of water used for cleaning 
floors, equipment, fermentation tanks and barrels.  Liquid waste is typically seasonal in nature, with 
the greatest volume generated at vintage time. 

7. Winery wastewater can contain some constituents that are an environmental concern.  Poor 
management of the land application of winery wastewater can lead to contamination of surface and 
ground water and adversely affect soil and plant health. 

8. Grape marc is the solid end product once grapes have been pressed for juice.  It contains seeds, 
stems, skins and pulp.  In 2017 an estimated 45,400 tonnes of grape marc was produced by 
Marlborough wineries (down from an estimated 48,500 tonnes in 2016). 

Where monitoring was undertaken 
9. There are thirty-eight wineries in Marlborough that discharge winery wastewater to land.  Thirty-two 

wineries are located in the Wairau Plains, one is located north of Blenheim and five are located in 
the Awatere area.  For the 2016/2017 monitoring period twenty-three wineries were inspected.  

10. The wineries within the Riverlands and Cloudy Bay industrial zones that discharge directly to trade 
waste and three wineries in the rural zone that have their wastewater taken offsite were not 
monitored for this monitoring period. 

Proposed Marlborough Environment Plan  
11. On 9 June 2016, Marlborough District Council notified the Proposed Marlborough Environment 

Plan (PMEP).  The rules for the discharge of liquid and solid agricultural waste had immediate legal 
effect.  This year compliance was assessed against the PMEP discharge rules.  

12. The PMEP expands on the Wairau/Awatere Resource Management Plan (WARMP) permitted 
activity standards and contains some new permitted activity standards for the discharge of liquid 
and solid agricultural waste to land.  
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13. The PMEP outlines that the discharge must not occur within 50 metres of a bore, unless the bore 
intercepts the confined layer of Riverlands FMU or the confined layer of the Wairau Aquifer FMU.  
There are five wineries that have a bore located within 50 metres of their discharge area.  The 
PMEP states that the discharge of agricultural waste, making or compost/storage of agricultural 
waste and storage of compost must not occur within a Soil Sensitive Area.  There are eight 
wineries that have discharge areas or compost pads within a Soil Sensitive Area.  

14. The wineries that have discharge areas or compost pads within 50 metres of a bore or within a 
Soil Sensitive Area will need to apply for resource consent which will assess the environmental 
effects and determine what measures need to be put in place for the discharge to continue.  As the 
discharge areas and compost pads were established as a permitted activity under the WARMP, 
section 20A of the Resource Management Act 1991 (RMA) applies which provides the wineries 
existing use rights that allow them to legally continue the discharge provided the effects are similar 
in character, intensity and scale until the PMEP becomes fully operative.  Once the PMEP is 
operative resource consent will need to be applied for within six months of the PMEP being 
operative.  

How monitoring was undertaken 
15. The thirty-eight wineries that discharge wastewater to land were monitored according to resource 

consent conditions and/or the permitted activities standards under the PMEP and Wairau Awatere 
Resource Management Plan (WARMP).  Inspection templates were forwarded to wineries prior to 
vintage highlighting what information and records are required from them to demonstrate 
compliance with resource consent conditions and/or PMEP permitted activity standards. 

16. There are currently twenty-five wineries assessed under the permitted activity standards and 
thirteen wineries assessed under resource consent. 

17. Twenty-three wineries had an annual wastewater onsite inspection during harvest 2017.  Wineries 
operating under the permitted activity standards with small production volumes (less than 2,000 
tonnes), no previous onsite compliance issues and no changes to their wastewater system did not 
have an onsite inspection in 2017. 

18. Resource consent conditions for discharge of winery wastewater to land are imposed based on the 
individual wastewater system and local environments; therefore, conditions vary for each winery.  
Only twelve wineries are required to undertake annual soil sampling as part of their resource 
consent conditions (two wineries undertake sampling every two years) to assess what effect the 
application of  wastewater is having on soil properties. 

19. The PMEP permitted activity standards for discharge of winery wastewater include: pH level 
parameters; nitrogen loading to the land; no ponding or anaerobic soil conditions; buffer zones to 
boundaries, water bodies and bores; no use of a high rate discharge system onto land with a slope 
greater than seven degrees; and no discharges into surface water bodies or within a soil sensitive 
area.  

20. The grape marc storage at the wineries was inspected.  Additional monitoring was also undertaken 
for the wineries that compost and/or spread grape marc directly to land to ensure appropriate 
location, leachate collection and compliance with the PMEP standards.   

21. A traffic light system was used for the fourth year to determine the compliance with consent 
conditions or the permitted activity plan rule.  Conditions or rules were assessed as: 

Green are compliant and no action is required;  

Yellow are technically non-compliant for minor breaches with no-adverse environmental effects;  

Orange are assigned for relatively minor breaches requiring corrective action; and 

Red are non-compliant and remedial actions may be required. 
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Monitoring results 
22. Thirty-six wineries submitted information (e.g. annual reports, wastewater and/or soil sample 

results) and data (e.g. records of daily wastewater volumes, discharge dates, disposal area sizes, 
pH) to demonstrate compliance.  Follow up was required with some wineries in order to clarify the 
information and/or data provided.  Two wineries are required to submit their 2017 harvest 
information at a later date and therefore are not included in this report.  

23. There is a large range in processing capacity from the smallest rural winery which crushed 25 
tonnes, to the two largest rural wineries which processed just under 30,000 tonnes.  

24. This year five wineries (13.8%) operating under resource consent and seven wineries (19.5%) 
operating under the permitted activity standards were assessed as green.  Five wineries (13.8%) 
operating under resource consent and fifteen wineries (41.7%) operating under the permitted 
activity standards were assessed as red.   

25. Overall this year twelve (33.3%) wineries (up from eight (23.5%) wineries in 2016 and nine (24.3%) 
in 2015) were fully compliant with all conditions or rules and were assessed as green.  One (2.8%) 
winery (down from three wineries in 2016) was assessed as technically non-compliant.  Three 
wineries were assessed as orange (8.3%)  (up from one winery in 2016).  Ten wineries (27.8%) 
(down from thirteen wineries (38.3%) in 2016) had only one condition or rule assessed as red.  Ten 
wineries (27.8%) (up from seven (26.5%) in 2016) had two or more conditions or rules assessed as 
red and/or orange.    

26. The most common area of non-compliance for this monitoring period was exceeding the permitted 
range on one or more occasions for pH (nine wineries which is the same as in 2016).  Other 
breaches included the discharge/storage of grape marc being within a Soil Sensitive Area (eight 
wineries), the discharge/storage of grape marc being within 50 metres of a bore (five wineries), 
exceeding discharge rate, and not including all parameters in wastewater or soil sampling.  

27. There was one instance of ponding observed during the harvest inspections in 2017.  No ponding 
was observed at the time of the follow-up inspection.  

28. It is noted that two of the main areas of non-compliance were the discharge within 50 metres of a 
bore and within a Soil Sensitive Area which are new rules that have not previously been a 
requirement.   

29. During the winery inspections officers make inquiries with wineries as to where their grape marc is 
disposed of.  Inspections at the wineries during vintage did not identify significant discharge issues, 
problems with leachate collection and/or odour from their onsite grape marc piles.  Ten wineries 
compost their grape marc on site and then spread it under vines as a soil conditioner.  Eight 
wineries spread their grape marc directly to land.  Eighteen wineries have their grape marc 
transported offsite for compost, stockpiling and/or stock feed. 

30. Prior to the 2017 vintage Council provided the PMEP rules and information in regards to the 
storage of grape marc to industry groups and the wineries.  This has helped to raise awareness of 
the need to responsibly manage grape marc. Council has received a number of queries from 
wineries in regards to legal requirements for grape marc. 

Future activities 
31. The 2017/2018 season will continue to focus on education about the criteria required for consent 

conditions, plan rule standards and achieving compliance.  This is to ensure accurate data and 
records are provided to Council to demonstrate compliance and avoid any adverse effects from 
winery discharges. 

32. For the 2018 vintage the wineries will continue to be monitored and site visits will be conducted 
based on the size and compliance history of the wineries.  
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Comments 
33. Industry has responded positively to the traffic light rating system reporting that provides a clear 

visual picture of their compliance status.  

34. Based on the information provided to date for Council’s compliance reports for the 2016/2017 
season, some wineries still need improved record keeping for the entire reporting period. 

35. Two main areas of non-compliance, the discharge within 50 metres of a bore and within a Soil 
Sensitive Area, are new rules that were not previously a permitted activity requirement under the 
WARMP. 

36. Grape marc is an industry issue which requires careful management to ensure that there are no 
adverse environmental effects.  Overall an improved management and awareness of grape marc 
storage was noted in the 2017 vintage year. 

Summary 
37. The Compliance Group is continuing to take a proactive and constructive partnership approach to 

monitoring the discharge of winery wastewater and grape marc with education, relationship building 
and graduated enforcement when required with the key objective being the mitigation of adverse 
environmental effects.  

RECOMMENDED 
That the information be received. 
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8. Environmental Protection Compliance and Enforcement 
Activity Summary for 2016/17 

(Clr Hook) (Report prepared by Jane Robertson) E360-005-002-01 

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

Compliance activities undertaken by the Environmental Protection Group (the Group) for the 
2016/17 year. 

2. It provides an overview of complaint response and enforcement activities undertaken by the Group 
for the 2016/17 year. 

3. It provides an overview of how the Group conducts enforcement and recent innovations undertaken 
by the Group to enhance the enforcement process. 

Background 
4. Some of the main activities of the Group are: 

• Monitoring Resource Consents - this activity will be covered in separate monitoring reports 
to the Environment Committee. 

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

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

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

6. Section Structure: There are eight Environmental Protection Officers and a Monitoring 
Administration officer.  The officers operate fixed and rotating roles between Compliance Officers 
investigating complaints and Monitoring Officers undertaking proactive consent monitoring.  A Duty 
Compliance Officer and Duty Monitoring Officer are rostered on each week.  This year has seen 
some staff vacancies.  Two new officers have commenced employment with Council in September 
2017 and there is still one vacancy. 

7. Under Section 84 of the Resource Management Act 1991: 

(1) While a policy statement or a plan is operative, the regional council or territorial 
authority concerned, and every consent authority, shall observe and, to the extent of 
its authority, enforce the observance of the policy statement or plan. 

There are various ways of achieving this. 

8. One of the main functions of the Group is to undertake enforcement for breaches of the RMA and 
the Council Bylaws. 

9. The main purpose of undertaking enforcement is to promote accountability for regulatory breaches 
in a manner that is responsible and fair to all parties in accordance with the RMA. 



Environment Committee - 12 October 2017 – Page 38 

Activity Summary 
10. Complaint Response: 564 RMA complaints were received and responded to in the 2016/2017 year. 

 

11. There were an additional 46 complaints about Council Bylaws and 22 unreasonable noise complaints 
received and responded to in the 2016/2017 year. 

The Decision-Making Process and Recent Innovations 
12. Regardless of which enforcement option is pursued, it is important that a robust, fair and consistent 

decision making process is followed.  Decisions must be made on facts and evidence, not 
assumptions. 

13. The Group utilises iPads, water and soil sampling, GPS maps, GIS Arc Map database, a drone and 
environmental scientists to assist with evidence collection for complaint investigation. 

14. Compliant investigation events have been streamlined and a new conflict of interest event has been 
created. 

15. To provide consistency, consideration is given but not limited to, a standard range of factors.  These 
include: adverse environmental effects, alleged offender’s culpability, public interest, alleged offender’s 
attitude and compliance history.  The Group follows a standard template when undertaking this 
process.     

16. An Enforcement Decision Template has been redeveloped reflecting the above factors.  Each factor is 
considered and linked to specific evidence.  It follows a similar structure to the Monitoring Traffic Light 
system.  These templates are discussed at regular QA Panel group discussions. 

17. Escalated enforcement actions such as an enforcement order or prosecution are referred to Council’s 
Enforcement and Prosecution Committee to determine. 

18. The Group follows the Solicitor-General’s Prosecution Guidelines in recommendations to the 
Enforcement and Prosecution Committee. 
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19. In the last year two officers attended the Basic Investigative Skills training course run by Waikato 
Regional Council.  This course supports officers to conduct their investigative role to achieve robust 
evidential sufficiency through best practice. 

20. Two officers attended the 2016 Environmental Compliance Conference in Auckland.  

21. One officer attended and presented at the Investigative Best Practice Network workshop.  

Enforcement options 
22. The Group regards enforcement as an escalating process with a spectrum of potential enforcement 

options. 

23. Directive options include letters of direction, abatement notices and enforcement orders. 

24. Punitive options include formal warnings, infringement notices and prosecution. 

25. There are appeal rights once enforcement has been initiated. 

Enforcement Statistics 
26. In the 2016/17 year: 

• 11 Formal Warnings were issued (last year 18) 

• 32 Abatement Notices were issued (last year 12) 

• 31 Infringement Notices were issued (last year 20) 

• 6 Prosecutions initiated 

27. Enforcement action by type: 
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Summary 
28. Council has an obligation under the RMA to uphold and enforce its resource management plans. 

Part of this function is complaints response. 

29. To provide consistency, consideration is given but not limited to a standard range of factors.  These 
include adverse environmental effects, alleged offender’s culpability, public interest, alleged 
offender’s attitude and compliance history. 

30. There are a range of enforcement options available. 

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

 
The minutes of the Animal Control Sub-committee meeting held on 18 September 2017 are attached for 
ratification by the Committee.  

RECOMMENDED  
That the minutes of the Animal Control Sub-Committee meeting held on 18 September 2017 be 
ratified. 
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Minutes of a Meeting of the 
ANIMAL CONTROL SUB-COMMITTEE  

held in the Kenepuru Room, 15 Seymour Street, Blenheim  
on MONDAY, 18 SEPTEMBER 2017 commencing at 10.00 am 

Present 
Clrs J A Arbuckle (Chairperson), L M Shenfield  

In Attendance 
Ms J Robertson (MDC Animal Control – Contract Manager) and Ms N Chauval (Committee Secretary) 

Apologies 

Clr N P Taylor 

ATTENDANCE: Alec McNeil, Solid Waste Manager, was present for the following item. 

1. Dog Park Update  

Members were advised that the DSI report has been completed for the Blenheim dog park. A report will 
be included on the Assets & Services agenda for the meeting scheduled for 19 October. It was noted that 
the paper will outline how we would discharge our obligations to the site in so far as monitoring an old 
landfill site and identifying the future recreation use of the park. 

Mr McNeil noted that the finance team have considered the dog park proposal and advised that it is likely 
it will go out to tender due to the budget required.  

It was queried whether the project needed to be considered under the Long Term Plan process. 
Mr McNeil noted that it could be funded from the Land Fill Reserves after Care Reserve budget.  

It was noted that there is interest in the area for other recreational activities ie; cycle track. It was 
proposed that the other areas should potentially contribute to the development of the park due to having 
benefit from its use. 

Mr McNeil noted that work had been done on the western side of the park as a result of the fires at the 
beginning of the year. Further work is planned for the eastern side. Members were advised that there 
does need to be improvement with the capping in that area which may result in some trees being 
removed.  

It was suggested that the surrounding residents be kept informed on any activities undertaken at the site 
so there is no assumption that any tidying up of the area is a sign of land fill activity. 

Mr McNeil advised that he has spoken with Works Ops who noted that if where the shed is located is the 
preferred entrance to the park then it would need to be considered whether it was appropriate to relocate 
the shed. If the shed was relocated these extra costs would need to be included in the park budget.  

In response to a query on whether there is are safety issues between the shed and the dog park. 
Mr McNeil noted that there is the potential with interaction between the public and the operational traffic. It 
was agreed that there needed to be further discussion with regards to the Works Op shed and the 
entrance to the dog park. 

Clr Arbuckle requested that areas be identified of where the shed could possibly be moved to and 
costings.  

Members were advised that all the ongoing monitoring for the sites is covered under the Land Fill 
Reserves budget. 
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Clr Arbuckle noted that costings need to go up to the LTP and the following areas need to be considered:  

1. Identify site for the shed to be relocated to (approximate cost of $120,000). 

2. Review requirements of what Works Ops want as the current shed is historical. 

3. Discussion on the carpark and the possibility of it being multi use and identify other parties that need 
to come on board.  

Following discussion it was queried whether the Taylor Management Plan could possibly be resurrected 
and reworked to include other uses on the site. It was noted that a conversation needs to be had with 
Reserves on whether the plan is suitable to be reworked or if a new plan needs to be undertaken. It was 
noted that this would need to be discussed with Mr Lyall with the possibility of it being included in the 
LTP. 

Members were advised that there is some government funding available and it is critical that there is a 
documented plan to have any chance of securing funding. 

It was noted that to prepare the area in regards to plans, costings etc could take a considerable amount 
of time.  

ATTENDANCE: Alec McNeil withdrew from the meeting at 10.28 am. 

Ms Robertson advised that she has met with Jane Tito and provided information on the role Rosie Bartlett 
and her team had with the sub-committee. It was suggested that Jane Tito and Jamie Lyall be invited to 
attend the next meeting scheduled for 16 October.  

Clr Arbuckle advised that it is important that the dog parks are included in the Council strategies this is to 
ensure that costings are apportioned to users rather than the Animal Control Sub-Committee covering 
entire costs. 

2. Renwick Pop-up Park 

There was general discussion on where we’re currently at with the Renwick dog parks. It was noted that 
the DSI report is scheduled to be undertaken in October for Foxes Island. It was noted that there is likely 
to be a substantial amount of work required to prepare the area for a dog park notwithstanding the DSI 
report. 

It was noted that we have an opportunity to get the pop-up park underway relatively quickly. It will enable 
us to identify what use there is and the uptake from the community. It will also identify what we need to do 
on a large scale. Clr Arbuckle advised that he’d spoken with Clr Taylor who also supported the pop-up 
park. 

Clr Arbuckle/Shenfield 
Proceed with Renwick Pop-up park.  

Carried 

Clr Arbuckle advised that this be included as an agenda item at the 16 October meeting.  

It was requested that Jane Robertson work with Jamie Lyall and APL to determine the best way forward 
in obtaining the use of the Renwick Pop-up park. Clr Arbuckle noted that it is preferred that a three year 
lease with a two year right of renewal be obtained. A lease fee of $5000 pa be proposed to the 
landowners noting that this would include the rates. 

The terms to be included would be that six months’ notice to vacant the land from the landowner. This 
would be to enable us to restore the land to its original condition. We would need to get confirmation from 
the landowner in regards to constructing a carpark. Noted that it wouldn’t be the full size but half the size. 
Also we would want to know from the landowner what condition they expect the land to be returned as ie; 
whether the carpark stays or whether it is removed.  
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It was noted that the final decision and sign off would need to come from Clr Oddie and Council’s CEO. 

It was noted that there needed to be a decision on whether the works need to go out for tender.  It was 
suggested that once we get agreement from the landowner a decision can be made on whether it is 
tendered.  

Jane Robertson noted that a revised quote has been received for the dog park showing a slight decrease 
in costs. It was noted that the price would depend on how much layering they needed in regards to the 
carpark surface. 

Jane noted that Assets & Services have contract providers that have rates available to Council. It was 
suggested that one of these companies be approached to provide advice on whether the quote received 
is reasonable.  

Members discussed a possible start time for the works and it was suggested that it would need to start 
prior to Christmas. It was noted that if other quotes are received then one of the criteria would be that 
work commence prior to Christmas. 

Following further discussion it was agreed that Jane Robertson speak with Jamie Lyall/Jane Tito for 
potential businesses to provide additional quotes for works required. It was also noted that the fencing be 
transferrable to Foxes Island if required. 

3. Brief Signage Review Update  

Jane Robertson has met with Jane Tito and Graham Smail to discuss the signage issue. It has been 
agreed that they will meet with Clr Taylor and undertake an audit of Picton signage to identify what is 
there, how it can be improved/rationalised and undertake changes if required. 

It was noted that photos and correspondence from Wendy Baker and had been tabled at the previous 
meeting.  

Clrs Arbuckle/Shenfield 
That a Signage Audit be undertaken by Jane Robertson, Clr Taylor and Grahame Smail. 

Carried 

4. Dog Fee Review  

Jane Robertson advised members that she initially tried to include all other council fees with the agenda 
item but they are all quite different in the way they structure their fees so just included excerpts from 
various Council websites to provide an indication of what they do.  

It was noted that Marlborough is one of the very few councils who contract this service out and that our 
fees are very much at the lower end of the scale. 

Members were advised that Council, in previous years, has looked at bringing Animal Control back inside 
of council but following reviews it has always been agreed that it is best to subcontract out ie; more cost 
effective for dog owners. 

It was agreed that the information on other council fees, supplied by Jane Robertson, be attached to the 
agenda item that is to go up to the Environment Committee. It was also agreed that information be 
included from Gisborne, Taupo and Timaru as they have a similar number of dogs to Marlborough. It was 
noted that for all townships the number of dogs needs to be included. 

Members made the following amendments and comments to ‘Dog Fees Review for the 2018/2019 
Registration Year report: 

It was noted that there has been no increase in dog registration since 2009. Clr Taylor had supplied her 
comments via email and these were discussed. Members noted that the fees are reviewed every year.  
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Point 10 –  to include … although Animal Control review the registration fee annually. 

Point 12 –  limit to 10 dogs and raise rebate limit to 50% for all dogs above the 10 dog limit. 

Point 13 –  Jane Robertson to meet with Greg Townsend, Council’s Risk Manager/Contracts 
Co-ordinator to discuss the contract for Animal Control Services. 

Point 14 – Gold Card raises a number of administrative issues, suggestion that it could be focused on 
the age of the dog not the owner. 

Point 18 –  Noted there were penalties added for 850 dogs. 

Point 19 –  Agreed that there will be a responsible dog owner fee created. 

Point 21 –  Members supported that no property visits be undertaken as a criteria for being a 
responsible dog owner. Support having categories/criteria that are easy to verify. It was 
noted property inspections are undertaken for multiple dog owner properties and dangerous 
dogs as part of the Animal Control contract. 

Point 22 – to include ... in the previous two full registration years and it will be from 1 July 2016. Agreed 
that it be dog specific.  

Point 25 –  Jane Robertson to provide a list of dogs by age.  

Noted that dogs born prior to 2006 do not have to be microchipped and therefore wouldn’t 
meet responsible dog owner category. 

Point 26 – A report be provided on: 

• fees charged for aged dogs and the amount of fees that would be received for the year 
and subsequent years.  

• Responsible dog owner and the income received when following fees charged - $55 - 
$57 - $60 

• What our expenses are and what our projected income is expected to be. 

• Non-working Category 2 – agree an increase to $90. 

• Working dogs – Jane Robertson to provide figures for the extra revenue for dogs that are charged 
half fees when they are registered to a 10+ dog owner. 

• Old dog category would be: 

o Not necessary to be microchipped as born before 1 July 2006.  
o Not necessary to be desexed.  
o No offences.  

Need to include in the report number of dogs who are 12/13/14 years old and dogs coming up to 
12 years old. 

• Property licence – numbers to be included in the report. This is a one off fee and it is non-refundable. 

• Pound fee – members requested that Jane Robertson provide information on the rationale behind the 
current fees that we have, discuss with Shelley for historical clarification. 

It was noted that if there is a proposed increase then it would need to go out for consultation. 
Jane Robertson to also discuss with Gina/Hans/Kay. 
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• Categories - Following discussion on categories it was agreed that they stay the same. 

Clr Arbuckle noted that a lot of work has been requested of Jane and queried whether the workload is too 
much. Jane advised that currently Compliance is under staffed, and has a number of other demands on 
her time but noted that once a full complement of staff is achieved it will free Jane up to focus on animal 
control work. 

It was agreed that a report on the new proposed fees be provided to 23 November Committee meeting 
which will allow sufficient time for a submission process. 

There being no further business the meeting closed at 12.00 pm. 

Action Items 

 Description Person Responsible 

1. Areas be identified where the Works Op shed could be moved to and 
provide costings. 

Alec McNeil 

2. Identify other parties that would use the dog park and potentially 
assist in the cost.  

Jane Robertson 

3. Invitation sent to Jane Tito and Jamie Lyall to attend 16 October. Jane Robertson 

4. Add … Proceed with Renwick Pop-up park… as an agenda item 
16 October meeting. 

Jane Robertson 

5. Work with Jamie Lyall and APL to determine the best way forward in 
obtaining the use of the Renwick Pop-up park.  

Proposed terms of agreement:  

• three year lease with a two year right of renewal be obtained. 

• A lease fee of $5000 pa be proposed to the landowners 
noting that this would include the rates. 

• Six months’ notice to vacant the land from the landowner.  

• Confirmation from landowner in regards to constructing a 
carpark. Noted that it wouldn’t be the full size but half the 
size.  

• Expectation from landowner on what they expect the land to 
be returned to ie; whether the carpark stays or whether it is 
removed.  

Jane Robertson 

6. Advice sought from Jamie Lyall/Jane Tito on possible companies off 
the contract provider list to provide quotes for Renwick Pop-up park 
works. 

Jane Robertson 

7. Picton Signage Audit be undertaken. Jane Robertson, 
Clr Taylor and 

Grahame Smail 

8. Include the information from other councils in the agenda item that is 
to go up to the Environment Committee. Information be included from 
Gisborne, Taupo and Timaru councils and all townships have the 

Jane Robertson 
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 Description Person Responsible 
number of dogs for each district included. 

9. Contact Greg Townsend, Council’s Risk Manager/Contracts 
Co-ordinator to discuss the contract for Animal Control Services. 

Jane Robertson 

10. A list of dogs, include ages, in Marlborough. Jane Robertson 

11. A report be provided on: 

• fees charged for aged dogs and the amount of fees that would be 
received for the year and subsequently after that. Include 
12/13/14 years old and dogs coming up to 12 years old. 

• Responsible dog owner and the income received when following 
fees charge - $55 - $57 - $60 

• What our expenses are and what our projected income is 
expected to be. 

• Number of property licences. 

Jane Robertson and 
David Craig 

12. Provide figures for the extra revenue for dogs that are charged half 
fees when they are registered to a 10+ dog owner. 

Jane Robertson 

13. Information to be provided on the rationale behind the pound fee – 
discuss with Shelley Lines for historical clarification also 
Gina/Hans/Kay. 

Jane Robertson 

 

Record No:  17176777 
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10. Bradleigh Park Substation - Removal of Designation 
(Clr Brooks) (Report prepared by Anna Eatherley)  DES0046 

Purpose 
1. The purpose of this report is to formally remove the substation designation on the 

Marlborough Lines Limited property, Lot 7 DP 375994 at Bradleigh Park in Fairhall, under section 
182 of the Resource Management Act 1991. 

Comments 
1. The site at Bradleigh Park in Fairhall is designated under the Wairau/Awatere Resource 

Management Plan for a substation.  

2. The designation was confirmed and accepted in 2012 but since then Marlborough Lines Limited 
has obtained land use consent (U160053) to develop a substation on the adjoining property to the 
east, which is owned by the Marlborough Golf Club. 

3. Marlborough Lines Limited has given formal notice to the Council in the prescribed form as 
required by section 182 of the Resource Management Act 1991 requesting Council amend its 
District Plan. 

Summary 
4. The site is no longer required for the purpose of the designation.  Marlborough Lines Limited has 

given notice in the prescribed form that it no longer requires the designation. 

RECOMMENDED 
That Council approve the removal of the designation for the Marlborough Lines Limited 
substation on Lot 7 DP 375994 at Bradleigh Park in Fairhall in accordance with section 182 of 
the Resource Management Act 1991 and amend the Wairau/Awatere Resource Management Plan 
accordingly. 
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11. 872 State Highway 63 Substation - Removal of 
Designation 

(Clr Brooks) (Report prepared by Anna Eatherley)  DES0048 

Purpose 
1. The purpose of this report is to formally remove the substation designation on the Marlborough 

Lines Limited property at 872 State Highway 63, Renwick, under section 182 of the Resource 
Management Act 1991. 

Comments 
2. The site at 872 State Highway 63, Renwick, is designated under the Wairau/Awatere Resource 

Management Plan for a substation.  

3. When the designation was confirmed and accepted in 2012 the property was recorded as Lot 1 
DP 373182.  In 2014 the property was subdivided resulting in two titles recorded as Lot 1 
DP 470193 and Lot 2 DP 470193.  The designation is no longer required and Marlborough Lines 
Limited is intending to market both titles. 

4. Marlborough Lines Limited has given formal notice to the Council in the prescribed form as 
required by section 182 of the Resource Management Act 1991 requesting Council amend its 
District Plan. 

Summary 
5. The site is no longer required for the purpose of the designation.  Marlborough Lines Limited has 

given notice in the prescribed form that it no longer requires the designation. 

RECOMMENDED 
That Council approve the removal of the designation for the Marlborough Lines Limited 
substation at 872 State Highway 63, Renwick, in accordance with section 182 of the Resource 
Management Act 1991 and amend the Wairau/Awatere Resource Management Plan accordingly. 
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12. Information Package 
 

RECOMMENDED 
That the Regulatory Department Information Package dated 12 October 2017 be received and 
noted. 


	3. Picton Dawn Chorus
	RECOMMENDED
	That the information be received.


	4. Emergency Response Building App (ERBA)
	(Clr Shenfield) (Report prepared by Bill East) I100-004-P74
	Purpose
	Background
	Development
	Summary
	RECOMMENDED
	That the information be received





	5. Fresh Water Improvement Fund - Taylor River Catchment Project
	(Clr Hope) (Report prepared by Alan Johnson)  E375-017-001
	Purpose
	Background
	Summary
	Recommended
	Appendix 1



	When your Work Programme is complete

	6. Air Emission Inventory - Blenheim 2017 (also refer separate report available on Council website)
	(Clr Hope) (Report prepared by Dr Rachel Rait) E300-004-002-01
	Purpose
	Background
	Summary
	RECOMMENDED
	That the report be received.




	7. Winery Wastewater & Grape Marc Monitoring Report
	(Clr Hook) (Report prepared by Rachel Neal) E360-006-02
	Purpose
	Background
	Where monitoring was undertaken
	Proposed Marlborough Environment Plan
	How monitoring was undertaken
	Monitoring results
	Future activities
	Comments
	Summary
	RECOMMENDED



	8. Environmental Protection Compliance and Enforcement Activity Summary for 2016/17
	(Clr Hook) (Report prepared by Jane Robertson) E360-005-002-01
	Purpose
	Background
	Activity Summary
	The Decision-Making Process and Recent Innovations
	Enforcement options
	Enforcement Statistics
	Summary
	RECOMMENDED



	9. Animal Control Sub-Committee
	(Clr Arbuckle) D050-001-A04
	RECOMMENDED
	That the minutes of the Animal Control Sub-Committee meeting held on 18 September 2017 be ratified.

	Present
	In Attendance

	Apologies

	10. Bradleigh Park Substation - Removal of Designation
	(Clr Brooks) (Report prepared by Anna Eatherley)  DES0046
	Purpose
	Comments
	Summary
	RECOMMENDED
	That Council approve the removal of the designation for the Marlborough Lines Limited substation on Lot 7 DP 375994 at Bradleigh Park in Fairhall in accordance with section 182 of the Resource Management Act 1991 and amend the Wairau/Awatere Resource ...




	11. 872 State Highway 63 Substation - Removal of Designation
	(Clr Brooks) (Report prepared by Anna Eatherley)  DES0048
	Purpose
	Comments
	Summary
	RECOMMENDED
	That Council approve the removal of the designation for the Marlborough Lines Limited substation at 872 State Highway 63, Renwick, in accordance with section 182 of the Resource Management Act 1991 and amend the Wairau/Awatere Resource Management Plan...




	12. Information Package
	RECOMMENDED
	That the Regulatory Department Information Package dated 12 October 2017 be received and noted.



