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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. Technical Options for Marine Coastal Habitat Restoration 
Across Te Tauihu 
(also refer separate report available on Council’s website) 

(Clr Hope) (Report prepared by Oliver Wade) E325-018-001 

Purpose of Report  
1. To provide information on a recently received report on restoration options across Te Tauihu authored 

by Dr Sean Handley of NIWA. 

Executive Summary  
2. This piece of work is due to a collaboration between Marlborough District Council (MDC), Nelson City 

Council (NCC) and Tasman District Council (TDC) on a medium Envirolink Grant to engage 
Sean Handley of NIWA to produce this report. 

3. The report tackles three aspects of restoration: 

a) The reasons that coastal marine restoration may be needed in Te Tauihu.  

b) A summary of existing marine restoration techniques that are relevant to Te Tauihu.  

c) Potential methods or species to consider for Te Tauihu restoration activities, highlighting 
projects that are ‘shovel-ready’.  

4. The report reviews methods for restoration of coastal wetlands and saltmarshes; infrastructure such as 
seawalls and groins; seagrass beds; shellfish beds and also artificial reef structures.  

RECOMMENDATION 
That the report be received. 

Background/Context  
5. In late 2021, MDC collaborated with Nelson City Council and Tasman District Council on a medium 

Envirolink Grant application to engage Sean Handley of NIWA to produce a report on technical options 
for restoration in Te Tauihu. 

6. This report was spurred by evidence that marine biodiversity continues to decline across Te Tauihu. 

7. Council staff across Te Tauihu have identified coastal and marine restoration as an opportunity to 
improve coastal and marine biodiversity values. 

8. Alongside the more traditional stressors of sediment, contaminants and fishing activity, marine species 
and habitats now also face risks from climate change.  Climate change threats can include sea-level 
rise, ocean acidification and warming, and increased extreme weather events.  These are expected to 
further reduce marine ecosystem resilience and accelerate biodiversity losses. 

9. Restoration activities may make marine systems more resilient to these climate change stressors. 

Presentation  
There will be a short (10 minute) presentation by Oliver Wade. 
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Attachment 
Attachment 1 – Technical options for coastal marine habitat restoration across Te Tauihu, Handley, S. 
(2022)              

The above report is available on Council’s website (refer to the following link 
https://www.marlborough.govt.nz/your-council/meetings 

 

Author Oliver Wade, Principal Coastal Scientist, Nautical and Coastal Team 

Authoriser Hans Versteegh, Environmental Science and Policy Group Manager 

  

https://www.marlborough.govt.nz/your-council/meetings?item=id:2g1egoaw61cxbyw854dd
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4. Update on Kina Removal Project and Seaweed 
Restoration Project 

(Clr Hope) (Report prepared by Oliver Wade) E325-002-004-01 

Purpose of Report  
1. To provide an update on a research programme on Kina barrens in Tōtaranui/ Queen Charlotte 

Sound. 

Executive Summary  
2. This presentation describes the methods and initial findings of a project to remove Kina and measure 

seaweed recovery at selected sites in Tōtaranui/ Queen Charlotte Sound. 

3. There has been widespread loss of kelp and other seaweed species in Tōtaranui / Queen Charlotte 
Sound. 

4. This loss has been attributed to climate change, sedimentation and a proliferation of Kina.  

 
Figure 1: Kina eating carpophyllum seaweed at Blumine Island. 

5. Kina were removed from subtidal reefs at four sites: 

a) Ruakaka Bay 

b) Blumine Island 

c) Meretoto / Ship Cove 

d) Motuara Island 

 
Figure 2: University of Auckland staff monitoring kina numbers in a kina barren at Blumine Island 
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RECOMMENDATION 
That the report be received. 

Background/Context  
6. Kelp forests are biodiversity hotspots providing habitat and food for a host of different organisms whilst 

also sequestering carbon and improving water quality. 

7. Kelps and other seaweeds have been gradually disappearing from the Marlborough Sounds and wider 
CMA for the last 50 years.  

8. The causes of kelp loss are likely to be a combination of sedimentation, a proliferation of kina due to 
loss of predation and sea temperature rise caused by climate change. 

9. By removing kina from certain areas it is hoped that kelp and other seaweeds will recolonise these 
areas. 

10. This study will investigate how this recolonisation occurs and what the conditions for success are.  

Presentation  
There will be a short presentation by Dr. Nick Shears from the University of Auckland. (10 minutes) 

 

Author Oliver Wade, Principal Coastal Scientist, Nautical and Coastal Team 

Authoriser Hans Versteegh, Environmental Science and Policy Group Manager 
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5. Blenheim Air Emission Inventory 2022 
(also refer separate report available on Council’s website) 

(Clr Hope) (Report prepared by Sarah Brand) E300-004-002-01 

Purpose of Report  
1. To provide the Blenheim Air Emission Inventory 2022 Report. (This report is available on Council’s 

website https://www.marlborough.govt.nz/your-council/meetings) 

Executive Summary  
2. The report provides an updated assessment of estimated sources of emissions to air and evaluates 

changes in PM10 emissions to air in Blenheim over time. Assessments have been carried out at five 
yearly intervals, with the last assessment done in 2017.  

3. Domestic heating was found to be the main source of daily winter PM10 emissions, accounting for 94% 
of the daily winter PM10 and 96% of the daily winter PM2.5. The main source of annual PM2.5 emissions 
is also domestic heating (91%).  

4. On an average winter’s night, around 409 kilograms of PM10 are discharged from all sources.  This 
compares with around 658 kg/day in Blenheim in 2017 indicating a reduction in PM10 emissions of 
around 38% may have occurred between 2017 and 2022. 

5. While a similar number of households are using wood burners in 2022 compared to 2017, the majority 
of households have converted to NES compliant burners (post 2006) by 2022. 

6. Domestic home heating is also the main source of daily winter CO, and CO2, while motor vehicles are 
the main source of daily winter NOx and industry is the main source of SOx. 

RECOMMENDATION  
That the “Blenheim Air Emission Inventory 2022” report be received. 

Background/Context  
7. Blenheim is non-compliant with the current NES for PM10 with exceedances of 50 µg/m3 ranging 

from 1-11 per year over the past ten years.  Blenheim was required to comply with the NES, meaning 
no more than one exceedance of 50 µg/m3 per year, from 2017. 

8. In 2017 eleven exceedances of the NESAQ were recorded.  Data since 2019 however suggests 
exceedance numbers may have decreased with 2019 recording one exceedance, 2020 recording 
three and 2021 only recording one exceedance typical of wintertime elevated PM10 (Wilton, 2022).  
Meteorological conditions typically play a major role in year to year variability in the magnitude of the 
concentrations and the number of exceedances. 

9. The purpose of this assessment was to estimate the contribution of different sources of emissions to 
air and evaluate changes in PM10 emissions to air in Blenheim over time. 

10. Previous inventory assessments have been carried out in 2017, 2012 and 2005. 

11. Sources included in the emission inventory are domestic heating, motor vehicle, industrial and 
commercial activities, and outdoor burning. Natural source contributions (for example sea salt and soil) 
are not included because the methodology to estimate emissions is less robust. 

12. While the evaluation focuses on PM10 and PM2.5 other contaminants also evaluated include: carbon 
monoxide, nitrogen oxides, sulphur oxides, volatile organic compounds and carbon dioxide.   

https://www.marlborough.govt.nz/your-council/meetings?item=id:2g1egoaw61cxbyw854dd
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13. The Blenheim inventory study area for 2022 is the inventory area defined by Statistical Area units, 
which are closely aligned to the airshed area that is gazetted by the Ministry for the Environment.  The 
same area was used for the 2017, 2012 and 2005 emission inventories.  

 
Figure 1:  Relative contribution of different heating methods to average daily PM10 (winter average) from 
domestic heating. On the left results from 2022, on the right from 2017. 

Motor Vehicles 
14. Motor vehicle emissions to air include tailpipe emissions of a range of contaminants and particulate 

emissions occurring as a result of the wear of brakes and tyres.  Assessing emissions from motor 
vehicles involves collecting data on vehicle kilometres travelled (VKT) and the application of emission 
factors to these data. 

15. Around 15 kilograms per day of PM10 are estimated to be emitted from motor vehicles daily in 
Blenheim.  The analysis found that around 45% of the PM10 from motor vehicles is estimated to occur 
as a result of the tailpipe emissions with 38% from wearing of brakes and tyres and 17% from 
resuspended road dust. 

Industrial / Commercial 
16. Information on industrial / commercial emissions to air are assessed through analysis of air discharge 

consent.  However, emissions from gas and some diesel boilers were not included in the inventory as 
the PM10 emissions from them are negligible for small to medium size boilers. 

17. Since the first inventory in 2005 a number of industrial activities with resource consents for air 
discharges have ceased operations in Blenheim and all of the schools previously using coal fired 
boilers have now converted to electricity (heat pumps), pellets or diesel boilers. 

18. The selection of industries for inclusion in this inventory was based on potential for PM10 emissions.  
Industrial activities such as spray painting or dry-cleaning operations, which discharge primarily VOCs 
were not included in the assessment. 

19. Around six kilograms was estimated to be discharged to air per winter’s day.  The main source of 
industrial PM10 emissions within the study area is the hospital boiler.  Emissions from this source have 
decreased slightly since 2012 owing to a decrease in coal consumption at the hospital.   

20. Emissions from Timberlink Limited, previously Flight Timbers were not included in previous inventories 
as they were located outside of the inventory area, however this source of industrial PM10 near to the 
airshed closed in 2020. 

Outdoor Burning 
21. Outdoor burning of green wastes or household material can contribute to PM10 concentrations and 

also discharge other contaminants to air. Outdoor burning includes any burning in a drum, incinerator 
or open air on residential properties in the study area. 

22. The proposed Marlborough Environment Plan prohibits outdoor burning in Blenheim Air shed during 
the winter months.   
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23. Data collected during the 2022 domestic home heating survey found that 3% of households in 
Blenheim burnt garden waste in the outdoors during the winter. 

24. Around five kilograms of PM10 from outdoor burning could be expected per day during the winter 
months on average in Blenheim.  This is a significant reduction on the 2017 emissions which were 
estimated at around 54 kilograms per day during the winter months. 

25. However, outdoor burning emissions include a higher degree of uncertainty relative to domestic 
heating, motor vehicles and industry owing to uncertainties in the distribution of burning and potential 
variabilities in material density. 

Other Sources of Emissions 
26. Other sources of emissions not included in the inventory that may contribute to measured PM10 

concentrations at some times of the year include dusts (a portion of which occur in the PM10 size 
fraction) and sea spray.  These sources are not typically included because the methodology used to 
estimate the emissions is less robust. 

27. Lawn mowers, leaf blowers and chainsaws can also contribute small amounts of particulate, however 
these are not typically included in emission inventory studies owing to the relatively small contribution, 
particularly in areas where solid fuel burning is a common method of home heating.  Recent 
information suggests these sources contributed less than 0.1 kilograms of PM10 per day. 

Total Emissions 
28. Around 409 kilograms of PM10 is discharged to air in Blenheim on an average winter’s day for 2022.  

This compares with an estimated 658 kilograms per day for 2017 indicating a reduction in emissions of 
around 38% since 2017.  This is significantly more than the 5% estimated for the period from 2012 to 
2017 and likely represents the implementation of air plan measures targeting PM10 from domestic 
heating and outdoor burning. 

 

Figure 2:  Relative contribution of sources to daily winter PM10 and PM2.5 emissions. 

29. Annually domestic heating contributes 87% to PM10 emissions and 91% of PM2.5 emissions. 

 

Figure 3:  Relative contribution of sources to annual PM10 and PM2.5 emissions. 
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30. Trends in PM10 emissions in Blenheim from 2005 to 2022 shows the estimated emissions have 
reduced by around 57% from 2005 to 2022, with the greatest reduction occurring from 2017 to 2022. 

 

Figure 4:  Trends in daily winter PM10 emissions 

31. Domestic home heating is also the main source of daily winter CO, and CO2, while motor vehicles are 
the main source of daily winter NOx and industry is the main source of SOx. 

 

Figure 5:  Relative contribution of sources to daily winter contaminant emissions. 

Next steps 
32. To update the Council’s website pages relating to air quality with the 2022 report. 



Environment - 1 September 2022 - Page 10 

Presentation 
A short presentation will be given by Sarah Brand (10 minutes). 

Attachment 
Attachment 1 – Blenheim Air Emissions Inventory 2022.       

The above report is available on Council’s website (refer to the following link 
https://www.marlborough.govt.nz/your-council/meetings 

 

Author Sarah Brand, Strategic Planner 

Authoriser Hans Versteegh, Environmental Science & Policy Group Manager 

 

 

https://www.marlborough.govt.nz/your-council/meetings?item=id:2g1egoaw61cxbyw854dd
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6. Surface Water Quality – Report Card 2022 
(Clr Hope) (Report prepared by Steffi Henkel) E375-001-001-03 

Purpose of Report 
1. To update the Committee on changes in regional river water quality. 

Executive Summary  
2. Water Quality is monitored at 35 river and stream sites across the Marlborough region.  

3. To assess the state of river water quality, the monitoring results over a period of three years are used 
for the calculation of a Water Quality Indices for each of the monitoring sites.  This Index is a number 
between 0 and 100, with higher indices representing better water quality. 

4. For the 2019-2021 period, most waterways had water quality in the good or fair category, representing 
acceptable river health. 

5. For the majority of monitoring sites, changes in the Water Quality Index were very minor compared to 
the indices reported in the previous year. 

6. At five sites, the Water Quality Index increased slightly, while seven sites had a slight decrease in the 
index.  Decreases were mostly related to increases in dissolved nitrogen concentrations as a result of 
greater leaching losses due to rainfall. 

RECOMMENDATION 
That the information be received.  

Background/Context  
7. Healthy rivers and streams are an important part of a thriving region, socially, economically and 

culturally.  River health has been a focal point of public interest in recent years with major legislative 
reforms on a national level.  Regular reporting on river water quality provides valuable information for 
the public, but it is also essential for the development and evaluation of regulatory and non-regulatory 
resource management tools.  

8. A full report on the state and trends of river water quality is published every three years.  The last such 
report was presented to the Committee in 2020 and contained in-depth analysis of parameter results 
and changes over time.  It included Water Quality Indices for the monitored sites as well as state 
analysis based on attribute limits within the National Policy Statement for Freshwater Management. 
The next full report is planned to be published in 2023. 

9. In the years between full reports, annual report cards provide an update on changes in water quality 
using the Water Quality Index. This agenda item presents the report card for 2022.  

Next steps 
10. The report card will be made available on the Council website. 

11. A full report is planned for 2023. 

Attachment 
Attachment 1 – Report Card - Surface Water Quality 2022 Page [12] 

Author Steffi Henkel, Environmental Scientist, Water Quality 

Authoriser Alan Johnson, Environmental Science & Monitoring Manager 
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 Attachment 1 
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7. Surface Water Quality in the Flaxbourne Catchment 
(also refer separate report available on Council’s website) 

(Clr Hope) (Report prepared by Steffi Henkel) E375-010-001-01 

Purpose of Report 
1. To present a report on surface water quality in the Flaxbourne River catchment. 

Executive Summary  
2. The Flaxbourne catchment is located in the South-East of the region in an area that receives 

comparatively little rainfall.  Subsequently, river flows are low, and parts of the river and its tributary 
streams lose all surface flow during dry summers. 

3. The dry climate and subsequent low flows cause the waterways in the Flaxbourne to be significantly 
more sensitive to contaminant inputs compared to other catchments within the region. 

4. Very little native vegetation remains in the catchment.  More than 80% of the catchment area has 
been converted to pasture, grazed by sheep and beef cattle.  In the lower parts of the catchment, 
small areas of vineyard and cropping are also present. 

5. State of the Environment monitoring of the Flaxbourne River has shown water quality to be degraded. 

6. In order to better understand surface water quality in the catchment, the Flaxbourne River was 
sampled at several locations along its length. Some of the main tributary streams were also sampled.  
All samples were taken during baseflow conditions. 

 
Figure 1: Landcover in the Flaxbourne Catchment and Surface Water Quality Monitoring. 

7. Apart from higher concentrations of phosphorus and nitrogen at some of the tributary stream sites, the 
monitoring showed that water quality was comparable at all river and stream sites, including the most 
upstream location on the Flaxbourne River.  
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8. Although signs of livestock access were noticed at all sampling sites, livestock was not present during 
sampling of the additional sites.  Sampling was cut short by a particularly dry weather period in 2021 
causing the Flaxbourne River to lose surface flow for several months.  

9. This means that the additional water quality monitoring might be underrepresenting the magnitude of 
the water quality problem.  State of the Environment monitoring has shown that livestock stock access 
is contributing considerably to high E. coli concentrations as well as spikes in nutrient concentrations 
and turbidity during baseflow. 

10. Still, the study did show that there are very few specific hot spots of poor water quality in the 
catchment.  Rather, degraded water quality is a widespread problem.  

11. Overall, livestock access and lack of shading riparian vegetation are two of the main causes for 
degraded water quality in the streams and river of the Flaxbourne catchment, particularly in the lower 
reaches. 

12. Lake Elterwater was also monitored as part of the catchment study.  The lake is located in the 
northern part of the catchment, near the coast.  Lake Elterwater is shallow and has dried up 
completely in the past.  Water quality of the lake had not been monitored before. 

13. The study showed that the health of the lake is severely impacted with several parameters below the 
national bottom line of the NPS-FM. These include Total Nitrogen, Total Phosphors, E. coli and 
Chlorophyll-a.  

14. A Catchment Care programme has already been initiated for the Flaxbourne River.  Two catchment 
groups, one for the wider catchment and another specifically for Lake Elterwater, are meeting on a 
regular basis to discuss ways to improve water quality.  Restoration action has already started, 
including the removal of willows and planting of native vegetation around Lake Elterwater. 

15. The report presented here has the aim to provide information to these catchment groups to assist 
decisions on future action to improve the health of waterbodies within the Flaxbourne catchment.  

RECOMMENDATION 
That the report be received.  

Background/Context  
16. The Flaxbourne River has been monitored as part of the Surface Water State of the Environment 

programme since 2007.  This monitoring has shown water quality to be consistently within the 
marginal category, which is indicative of degraded river health. 

17. The National Policy Statement for Freshwater Management as well as the Marlborough Environment 
Plan require improvement of degraded waterways. 

18. To assist improvement actions, an understanding of the causes and extent of degraded water quality 
was required.  

19. In 2020 and 2021, additional monitoring of water quality in the river and streams withing the 
Flaxbourne catchment as well as Lake Elterwater were carried out.  This report summarises the 
results of this additional monitoring as well monitoring as part of the State of the Environment 
programme.  

Next steps 
20. The report card will be presented to the Flaxbourne catchment groups and then made available on the 

MDC website. 
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21. Council will continue to work with landowners on improving water quality in the Flaxbourne catchment, 
through the Catchment Care Programme as well as support outside of this programme.  It is important 
to note, that improvements will not happen overnight, and some actions taken now will take time 
before their effects become measurable. 

22. Council will continue to monitor the Flaxbourne River and Lake Elterwater as part of the State of the 
Environment programme. 

Presentation 
A short presentation will be given by Steffi Henkel (15 minutes). 

Attachment 
Attachment 1 – Water Quality in the Flaxbourne River Catchment 

The above report is available on Council’s website (refer to the following link 
https://www.marlborough.govt.nz/your-council/meetings 

 

 

Author Steffi Henkel, Environmental Scientist, Water Quality 

Authoriser Alan Johnson, Environmental Science & Monitoring Manager 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

https://www.marlborough.govt.nz/your-council/meetings?item=id:2g1egoaw61cxbyw854dd
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8. Soil Mapping Project Update 
(Clr Hope) (Report prepared by Matt Oliver) E355-004-008-06 

Purpose of Report 
1. To provide an update on progress on Council’s and Manaaki Whenua Landcare Research’s soil 

mapping project. 

Executive Summary  
2. This project seeks to update the soil mapping for the lowland productive areas of Marlborough from 

1960’s mapping to more modern and finer-scale mapping. 

3. Improvements in mapping are required to ensure soil data is adequate for modern landuse need such 
as irrigation allocation and nutrient management. 

4. The project is behind schedule due to COVID and capacity constraints within Council and Manaaki 
Whenua Landcare Research (MWLR) however, a work plan is in place and the programme is 
expected to be on schedule by end of FY 22-23. 

5. The programme is funded by pre-existing council budget and significant subsidy from Ministry for 
Primary Industry. 

RECOMMENDATION 
That the information be received. 

Background/Context  
6. Marlborough currently relies on soil mapping completed in the between the late 1940’s through to the 

late 1960’s. This mapping is of variable scale and reliability and site-specific data from these surveys 
is often no longer available. 

7. A “Fundamental Soils Layer” was developed by combining historic soils data and the NZ Land 
Resource Inventory mapping around 2010. This layer plus some regional mapping is what is displayed 
on Council’s website. A recent comment from MWLR stated: “The FSL is a coarse interpretation of the 
old legacy data with” a modern soil classification “assigned to the central concept of the set. They 
should be used with caution at more detailed scales and acknowledgement of their lack of precision 
and accountability of much inherent soil variability” (Ian Lynn Pers. Comm. 2022) 

8. Council currently utilises soil data to assist decision making around water allocation (via Irricalc) and 
nutrient management. In the future improved soil data will be required to help guide landuse decision 
making for improved freshwater quality (surface and groundwater), erosion reduction, nutrient 
allocation, soil quality and to assist landowners improve productivity. 

Soil mapping project 
9. Council is engaged with MWLR to improve soil mapping on the lowland more highly productive areas 

of Marlborough farmland. This project involves a combination of desktop GIs modelling work based on 
Council’s recent LiDAR acquisitions and intensive field work to ground truth the desktop work.  

10. Council has previously commissioned several soil characterisation studies in the region including the 
Kaituna, Pelorus, Rai, Linkwater, Koromiko and Upper Wairau Valley areas. These studies have 
identified the common soils of the area but did not extend to mapping the extent of these soils. This 
work has provided the basis of the desktop analysis.  
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11. The results of the mapping effort will be updates to the national soil mapping portal, S-Map 
https://smap.landcareresearch.co.nz/.  This will see improved visual maps, improved soil attribute 
data, data available on factsheets for users.  

12. One of the major outcomes from the project is a better understanding the attributes of a soil at any 
given point. These attributes will include data around texture, water holding capacity, soil carbon, 
nutrients etc. Previously, this type of data was not available or was assigned from other sources 
depending on the soil types. This type of data will be extremely important for future land use decision 
making.  

13. The field work component is time-consuming and dependant on landowner permissions to sites. In 
combination with COVID and capacity issues both at Council and MWLR, the programme has fallen 
behind schedule. To address this additional field effort is being currently deployed, MWLR have 
engaged additional resources to complete work left uncompleted with the departure of the programme 
manager and undertaken to do an additional data upload (normally only one per year). The 
programme is expected to be on schedule by the end of FY 22-23. 

14. The mapping effort is funded partly by Council contribution from pre-existing budgets and by a 2/3rds 
subsidy from Ministry of Primary Industries. This has enabled work to proceed at a much faster rate 
with completion of the target areas within 3-4 years (compared to 15 using only Council resources) 

Next steps 
15. Continue with the mapping programme including upload of mapped areas as noted in the MWLR 

report attached.  

a) Rai/Pelorus/Kaituna/Linkwater maps currently being finalised.  

b) Koromiko Field work completed, maps to be completed 

c) Wairau Valley preliminary desktop work commenced, field work underway 

16. Develop soil characterisation and landscape models for Blind River/Flaxbourne ahead of S-Map field 
work next year. 

Presentation 
A short presentation will be given by Matt Oliver (10 minutes) and Dr Kirstin Deuss. (10 minutes). 

Attachment 
Attachment 1 – MWLR Marlborough EOY Progress Report FY22 Page [19] 

 

Author Matt Oliver, Environmental Scientist - Land Resources 

Authoriser Alan Johnson, Environmental Science & Monitoring Manager 

  

 

https://smap.landcareresearch.co.nz/
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Attachment 1 
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9. Soil Quality Monitoring Review  
(also refer separate report available on Council’s website) 

(Clr Hope) (Report prepared by Matt Oliver) E355-001-001-21 

Purpose of Report 
1. To provide a report on the review of Council’s Soil Quality Monitoring Programme. 

Executive Summary  
2. Council is required to monitor soil quality in the region under Section 35 of the RMA. Council’s 

monitoring programme has been in operation for 22 years without significant review and with 
significant land use change having occurred during this time. 

3. A review was requested from Landsystems Ltd to ensure the Soil Quality Monitoring Programme was 
fit for purpose and able to detect changes in soil parameters.  

4. Results show that while the current programme is adequate, to ensure optimal detection of changes, 
the programme needs to expand from 91 active sites to 123 with sites added in particular landuses to 
allow for landuse changes. 

RECOMMENDATION 
That the report be received. 

Background/Context  
5. Council’s Soil Quality Monitoring Programme (SQM) has been running since 2000. At the start of the 

programme, the monitoring sites were selected on the basis of representative combinations of soil 
orders and landuse. Since that time, landuses have changed with many sites having changed from 
pastoral uses to viticulture, some sites being withdrawn from the programme due to removal of 
landowner access provisions, and destruction of sites (such as burial of sites under water storage 
dams). 

6. Such landuse change was thought to pose a risk of potentially skewing of the results away from 
certain landuse/soil order combinations and over-emphasis of others. 

7. Landsystems Ltd was engaged to review the SQM programme. Dr Reece Hill from Landsystems Ltd is 
one of the original authors of the SQM guidelines, has been closely associated with the running of 
SQM at Waikato Regional Council and recently authored the National Environmental Standard for Soil 
Quality and Trace Element Monitoring. He is the subject matter expert in this field. Alistair Dunn from 
Ocean Environmental was subcontracted to do the statistical analysis.  

Soil Quality Monitoring review 
8. The review was commissioned to provide an analysis of the existing soil quality and trace element 

monitoring programme including: 

a) a summary of the current monitoring programme, 

b) the minimum number of sites required for each land use / soil order combination, and the level 
of change and timeframe for detection, 

c) the number of additional sites of each land use /soil order combination that may be required, 

d) guidance on the frequency of sampling, 
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e) recommendations as to the most appropriate location of new sites, 

f) statistically based recommendations on what to do with excess sites, 

g) recommendations for removing or retaining sites, and 

h) improvements for the programme going forward. 

9. A power analysis was used on the existing programme data to assess the ability of the programme to 
optimally detect change in soil parameters to a suitable statistical level. 

Soil Quality Monitoring review outcomes 
10. The monitoring programme follows nationally agreed methods. 

11. The programme should aim to have an 80% probability of detecting a true 50% change in values given 
the 5 year sampling period for each landuse. To do so, and to keep resourcing requirements to a 
reasonable level the following scheme has been recommended: 

a) Intensive landuse (Cropping, dairy, viticulture) should have 25 sites spread across soil orders, 

b) Less intensive landuses (pasture, forestry) should have 20 sites spread across soil orders, 

c) Indigenous land use should have 8 sites to provide a more robust benchmark. 

d) The scheme should have 123 sites in total to provide a practical balance between resource 
requirements and statistical optimums (which would require 160 sites) 

12. The landuse/soil order combinations from 2000 (at the start of the programme) were compared to 
current landuse/soil order combinations. This showed that some degree of change has occurred and 
that sites should be added to ensure landuse/soil order balance is restored: 

a) Cropping and exotic forestry should have 13 sites added 

b) Dairy and viticulture have sufficient sites 

c) Drystock pasture requires 3 additional sites 

d) Indigenous vegetation requires 4 additional sites 

13. The landuse/soil order combination work was based on the last Landuse Cover Database edition 
(2018) and so there may have been changes since that time and field verification will be required to 
ensure landuse/soil order proportions are properly set. 

14. These recommendations bring Marlborough SQM programme up to consistency with other regions 
with a regional density of one site per 101 km2. 

15. With the increased site numbers, there are now no excess sites and all current sites should be 
retained. Guidance is given around how old sites should be treated also, all such sites should be 
retained regardless of changes in landuse due to the very long-timeframes and high value of this 
scarce data around effects of landuse change on soil quality. This underlines the high value of such 
soil data but also implies that such soil quality monitoring programmes need to continue into the very 
long-term future while carrying all sites established. This implies that careful decision making around 
site selection is required and that such monitoring programmes will require increasing resources over 
the medium to long-term. 

Next steps 
16. The SQM programme will continue on an annual sampling and reporting basis.  
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17. Over the next 5 years an additional 6-7 sites will be added annually. The location of each site will be 
carefully evaluated to ensure it meets the landscape/soil order combinations required. A GIS map of 
potential locations is provided alongside the report to aid identification of potential new site locations. 

18. An issue has been identified that there needs to be some reordering of dairy sites. A large number of 
dairy sites were added at once in 2012 and this leads to sudden ‘jumps’ in data for dairy every 5 years 
as these are sampled on-mass. In 2025, these will be reordered to reduce these effects. At the same 
time 10 sites will need to be added to keep the annual sites sampled at an appropriate level.  

19. The increased sampling requirements can be covered by existing budgets for the next 2-3 years but 
prior to the dairy reordering (Point 18) additional budget funding will need to be allocated to support 
the SQM Programme. This will be requested via the LTP at the appropriate time. 

Presentation 
A short presentation will be given by Matt Oliver (10 minutes). 

Attachment 
Attachment 1 - MDC Soil Quality Monitoring review 2022 FINAL  

The above report is available on Council’s website (refer to the following link 
https://www.marlborough.govt.nz/your-council/meetings 

 

Author Matt Oliver, Environmental Scientist - Land Resources 

Authoriser Peter Hamill, Team Leader Land and Water 

  

 

 

https://www.marlborough.govt.nz/your-council/meetings?item=id:2g1egoaw61cxbyw854dd
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10. Dairy Shed Effluent and Stream Crossing Survey 2021/2022 
(Clr Hope) (Report prepared by Tonia Stewart) E330-001-004, E330-001-005 

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

effluent and stream crossings during the 2021/22 dairy season. 

Executive Summary 
2. Council inspected 44 out of 44 dairy farms in 2021/22, (31 farms were inspected in the 2020/2021 

season). All 44 of these farms were monitored against the PMEP or resource consent conditions. 35 
of these were monitored against the activity standards within the PMEP that have legal effect.  The 
percentage of farms that were rated as compliant with the PMEP was 91% (32 farms). This is a 5% 
decrease from last year. 

3. Stream crossing elimination is continuing to progress. There are now just two farms with stream 
crossings remaining, which have reduced by half from last year’s four farms. These farms have four 
and one stream crossing remaining respectively.   

RECOMMENDATION 
That the information be received.  

Background/Context 
4. The 2021/2022 season 100% of farms were inspected.  Previous year inspections were priority based 

on risk and compliance history, with lower risk farms inspected every alternate year. 

5. This season Council continued to complete a second compliance report which assessed the 
compliance against the PMEP rules for dairy shed effluent. A PMEP compliance report was completed 
for all farms that operate under the permitted activity standards or that operate under a resource 
consent that is due for expiry. 

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

Monitoring Undertaken 
Dairy Shed Effluent in Marlborough 
7. A national criteria for assessing dairy effluent compliance has been created and Marlborough District 

Council work with this criteria. A traffic light system is utilised to indicate compliance with permitted 
activity rules of the PMEP or the respective resource consent conditions for each farm.  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 non-compliant where corrective or remedial action(s) may be required; and 

Red are significantly non-compliant, where a persistent or significant breach has occurred. 

8. Dairy effluent inspections are undertaken using the ‘cold calling’ method as recommended by the 
national auditing guidelines. 
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Proposed Marlborough Environment Plan 
9. Within the PMEP the discharge of dairy farm effluent into or onto land is a permitted activity within the 

Rural Environment Zone and the Coastal Environment Zone. The discharge of dairy effluent is 
required to meet the permitted activity standards specific to the zone that the farm is located within. 

10. This season Council continued to complete a compliance report for the PMEP plan rules for dairy shed 
effluent for the farms that operate under the permitted activity standards. The rules which do not have 
legal effect did not affect the farm compliance status. The PMEP compliance report was completed in 
order to provide the farmers with an indication of future compliance for the effluent system as it 
currently operates. 

NES-FW 
11. New regulations controlling the volumes of synthetic Nitrogen that can apply to pastoral land of 20ha 

or more came into effect on 1 July 2021. Farmers now need to report their usage annually and the first 
report is due by 31 July 2022.  

12. The amount of synthetic nitrogen fertiliser you can apply must not exceed 190 kilograms of Nitrogen 
per hectare, per year, averaged across your grazed land area. 

13. Regional councils are working closely with the Ministry for the Environment, fertiliser suppliers and the 
dairy sector to help farmers meet these requirements.  

Monitoring Results 
Resource Consent 
14. Following inspections 73% (8 farms) of farms operating under resource consent were rated as 

Compliant, 9% (1 farm) was rated as Technically Non-Compliant and 18% (2 farms) were rated as 
Non-Compliant.  No farms were rated Significantly Non-Compliant again this year. (This is 
compared to 87%, 3%, 10% and 0% respectively compared to last year’s figures).  

15. The non-compliances observed during the 2021/22 survey were due to herd size exceeding the 
resource consent conditions and the technical non-compliance was due to farm effluent applied within 
24 hours of any rain event and discharge area (indicated onsite) was larger than consented area. 

16. The consent holder with a herd size exceedance has been advised they must apply for a variation to 
their resource consent as well as provide information on their farm effluent system in relation to the 
larger herd size as well as the increase to the discharge area. This information has been requested. 

PMEP 
17. All farms are reported against the PMEP starting from this season. 

18. Following the notification of the track-changed version of the PMEP there have been some changes to 
the dairy effluent discharge rules. Farms were monitored against the track-changed version of the 
PMEP for the 2021/22 monitoring period. 

19. 35 farms were assessed under the PMEP permitted activity standards in line with the previous year 
reporting. Following the first inspection 91% (32 farms) of farms were rated as Compliant and 9% 
(3 farms) were rated as Non-Compliant. Non-compliance was due to ponding and discharging when 
soil moisture exceeds capacity. (This is compared to 96% and 4% respectively in last year’s figures). 

20. A total of 33 farms have a lined storage system. 10 farms do not have lined systems. There were 14 
unlined ponds in the previous year.  

21. All farms must have a lined system within 24 months after the PMEP becoming operative.  
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Overall Compliance Levels 
22. Overall compliance during the initial inspections for all 44 farms operating under both PMEP permitted 

activity standards and resource consent conditions during the 2021/2022 monitoring period was as 
follows: 

a) 38 farms (86%) were assessed as compliant. 

b) 1 farm (2%) was technically non-compliant. 

c) 5 farms (11%) were non-compliant. 

d) 0 farms were assessed as significantly non-compliant.   

Stream Crossings 
23. It was expected that all stream crossings would have been eliminated by the end of December 2013 to 

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

24. Council’s stream crossing survey shows that of the 229 stream crossings originally surveyed between 
2002 and 2007, there are still five crossings remaining in 2021/22. All remaining stream crossings are 
low priority as they are not regularly utilised. Eleven stream crossings have been eliminated since the 
2020/21. 

25. The permitted activity standards within the PMEP restrict intensively farmed livestock from entering 
onto or passing across the bed of a river if there is water flowing in the river. Each farm has been 
advised that the crossings cannot be used when water is flowing and there will be a continued focus 
on eliminating the remaining stream crossings. 

National Dairy Audit 
26. The National Dairy Audit was postponed this year until July/August 2023.  It was confirmed that 

Covid19 had taken a huge toll on the capacity to complete inspections. Although a couple of councils 
have managed to complete all inspections, many have completed less than 50%, and some less than 
10-15%. An audit of these low numbers would not fairly represent the work would not provide 
meaningful data. 

Future Activities 
27. For the 2022/23 season Council will continue to monitor the discharge of dairy effluent to land. Council 

will prioritise monitoring of previously non-compliant farms and any farms that require improvements to 
be made. 

28. Liaison with Fonterra and the local farmers is on-going to assist with the implementation and ongoing 
reporting of the NES-F. 

Attachment 
Attachment 1 – Dairy and Stream Crossing Survey 2021/22Snapshot page [29]  

 

Author Tonia Stewart, Environmental Protection Officer 

Authoriser Glen McMurdo, Compliance Manager 
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Attachment 1 
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11. Dog Control Policy and Practices Annual Report 2021/2022 
 (Clr Arbuckle) (Report prepared by Jamie Clark) E305-003-003-01 

Purpose of Report 
1. To receive the Annual Dog Control Policy and Practices Report. 

Executive Summary  
2. This report covers the dog control activities for the 2021/22 financial year, 1 July 2021 to 

30 June 2022. 

RECOMMENDATION 
That the report be received.  

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

administration of dog control policies and practices in respect of each financial year.  

4. The report is required to contains information on the number of dogs registered, the number of dogs 
classified as dangerous and menacing, and the number of disqualified owners, the numbers of dog 
related complaints received, the number of infringement notices issues and the number of 
prosecutions taken by the Council under the Dog Control Act 1996. 

Next steps 
5. The report will be made publicly available on the Marlborough District Council website and published 

in a local newspaper. 

Presentation 
A short presentation will be given by Jamie Clark (10 minutes). 

Attachment 
Attachment 1 – Dog Control Policy and Practices Annual Report 1 July 2021 to 30 June 2022 Page [32] 

 

Author Jamie Clark, Contract Manager (Animal Control) 

Authoriser Glen McMurdo, Compliance Manager 
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Attachment 1 
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12. Animal Control Sub-Committee 
(Clr Arbuckle) D050-001-A04 

1. The minutes of the Animal Control Sub-Committee meeting held on 14 July 2022 are attached for 
ratification by the Committee 

RECOMMENDATION 
That the minutes of the Animal Control Sub-Committee meeting held on 14 July 2022 be ratified. 
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13. 2021/2022 Regulatory Budget Carryovers 
(The Chair) (Report prepared by Christine Leslie) R450-002-G01, F275-001-02 

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

incorporated into the 2022/2023 budget. 

RECOMMENDATION 
That the 2022/2023 budget be amended to incorporate the Regulatory Department 2021/2022 
carryovers.  

Background/Context  
2. A number of works scheduled for completion in 2021/2022 did not proceed (or were not completed) for 

a variety of reasons. In addition, operating expenses were less than budgeted, due to reduced staff 
training and development opportunities and delays in legal proceedings, due to Covid restrictions. 

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

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

Attachment 
Attachment 1 – Request for Regulatory 2021 & 2022 Budget Carryovers to 2022 & 2023 page [49] 

 

 

Author Christine Leslie, Business Unit Manager/Quality Controller 

Authoriser Hans Versteegh, Environmental Science & Policy Group Manager 
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Attachment 1 
 

Request for Regulatory 2021/2022 Budget Carryovers 
to 2022/2023 

 

Resource Consent 
Consultancy and Resourcing 190,000 
Water Accounting Project 100,000 

 290,000 

Advocacy & Practice Integration 
Regulatory Reform Programme 250,000 

 250,000 

Dog Control 
Signage for Bylaw 20,000 

 20,000 

Health 
Regional Noise Survey 30,000 
Staff Resource/Light & Water Testing equipment 34,000 
 
 64,000 

Compliance 
Enforcement & Best Practice Manual update 80,000 
Staff Resource/Spill equipment and PPE 45,000 
 
 125,000 

Biosecurity 
Wilding Pine funding 13,100 
 
 13.100 

Environmental Review 
Catchment Care 423,115 

 423,115 

Harbours 
Wake monitoring 80,000 
ACDP Tory Channel Project 70,000 
Navigational Safety 45,000 
Data integration & visualisation 350,000 

 545,000 
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14. Appointment of Hearings Commissioners  
(Clr Oddie) (Report prepared by Sue Bulfield-Johnston) R450-004-02 

Purpose of Report  
1. The purpose of this report is to present Dr Ngaire Phillips for inclusion on the list of Hearings 

Commissioners. 

Executive Summary  
2. Dr Ngaire Phillips is being submitted to serve as Independent Commissioners on matters such as 

hearings on applications for resource consent.  

3. Ngaire is an Environmental Scientist specialising in freshwater and estuarine aquatic ecology and 
environmental toxicology. She is a co-owner of Streamlined Environmental Limited which provides 
advice on all aspects of fresh, estuarine and coastal ecology throughout New Zealand.  Ngaire also 
regularly provides technical advice to unitary and territorial authorities, including reconciling current 
scientific knowledge with relevant policy provisions, assessing the adequacy of scientific evidence for 
applications for resource consent and contributing to the writing of s 42A reports for hearings.  

RECOMMENDATIONS 
1. That the report be received.  
2. That Dr Ngaire Phillips be appointed to act as a Hearings Commissioner as and when required 

and that they be advised accordingly. 

Background/Context  
4. Under the Marlborough District Council Resource Management Act 1991 Instrument of Delegation 

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

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

6. This list of Hearings Commissioners can be beneficially extended with the inclusion of 
Dr Ngaire Phillips. A list of current hearings commissioners is attached. (Refer Attachment 2).  

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

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

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

Dr Ngaire Phillips 
10. Dr Phillips is highly qualified and widely expienced in her field of expertise.  She obtained a Bachelor 

of Science majoring in Zoology from the University of Auckland in 1985.  She followed this with a 
Masters Degree with Honours in Science – Zoology in 1987.  Ngaire obtained her PhD in 
Environmental Ccience from Griffith University, Brisban in 1994.  

11. Ngaire has accummulated over 30 years of experience working in scientific consultancy, research, 
management, educaiton and government roles in New zealand and Australia 
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12. Ngaire is accredited with the chairs endorsement under the Ministry for the Envronment Making Good 
Decisions Programme.  She has served on hearing panels for applications for resource consent, and 
on panels for water conservation orders.  She has been appointed by the Ministry for the Envronment 
to the role of Freshwater Commissioner to serve on hearing panels pursuant to the Resource 
Management Amendment Act 2020, Subpart 4 – Freshwater planning process. Ngaire is also a 
member of he Hazardous Substances and New Organisms (HSNO) Committee, delegated to make 
decisions on appllications under the HSNO Act 1996 

Next steps 
13. If approved a contract for services will be provided to Dr Ngaire Phillips. 

Attachments 
Attachment 1 – Summary CV of Dr Ngaire Phillips page [52] 

Attachment 2 – List of current hearings commissioners page [57] 

 

Author Sue Bulfield-Johnston, Administrator and Hearings Facilitator, Advocacy and Practice 
Integration 

Authoriser Barbara Mead, Advocacy and Practice Integration Manager 
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Attachment 1 
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Attachment 2 
 

Legal Planning Māori Science & 
Environmental 

Mr John Maassen Sharon McGarry Mr Rawiri Faulkner Emma Christmas 

Mr Ron Crosby Mary O’Callahan Mr Reginald (Reg) Proffit Craig Welsh 

Mr John Milligan Mr Gary Rae Mr Murray Palmer Dr Rob Lieffering 

Mr Paul Rogers Mr Mark St Clair Mrs Glenice Paine  

Mr David Randal Mr Roger Bannister Ms Jennie Smeaton  

Cindy Robinson Mr David McMahon Liz Burge  

Julian Ironside Mr Michael Durand   

Mr David Caldwell Mr Andrew Fenemor   

Ms Andrea Halloran    

Mr Rob Enright    

Ms Helen Atkins    

Mr Martin Williams    

Mr John Mills    

Mr Simon Berry    

Mr Mark Christensen    

Ms Antoinette Besier    

Mr Don Turley    
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15. Resource Consent Hearings Update  
(Clr Oddie) (Report prepared by Sue Bulfield-Johnston)  R450-004-22 

Purpose of Report 
1. To provide a summary of the hearings undertaken since the previous report was provided together 

with update as to changes in practice following Covid19. 

Executive Summary  
2. This report provides a rolling summary of hearings scheduled and completed for applications for 

resource consent.  Since the onset of Covid19 and the Level 4 Lockdown a practice has been 
implemented to consider extension of timeframes and online hearings where appropriate. 

RECOMMENDATION 
That the report be received.  

Background/Context  
3. The Advocacy and Practice Integration Team (API) has responsbility for facilitating the Resource 

Consent heraing process under the Resource Management Act 1991.  API continues to work with the 
Resource Consents team to make improvements to this process for the benefit of Council and those 
participating in that process. 

Hearings Update 
4. Hearings are continuing to be scheduled during this current response phase to the Omicron virus.  

Where possible there has been a return to hearings with the parties present in the hearing venue.   
However, where appropriate remote attendance using zoom is encouraged or hearings adjourned 
(subjected to s37 threshold requirements) if reasonable and appropriate health and safety measures 
cannot be implemented to manage risk to attendees. In this way a hybrid approach is being utilised, 
with flexibility in response to the changing Covid context.  Since the last report to the e=Environment 
Committee there has been one hearing in June.  This was attended by the parties both in person and 
remotely via Zoom.  The hearing was conducted successfully, as if the parties were all present in 
chambers.  

5. One of the hearings was the final two days on the application U190438 - The New Zealand King 
Salmon Company Limited.  These two days were set aside for the Hearing Panel to put questions to 
the experts on benthic evidence, the results of the joint witness caucusing, and proposed conditions 
(on matters other than benthic). There remain other matters still to be covered in hearing, however the 
Panel is of the view that these can be dealt with on the papers, meaning that further days in chambers 
will not be necessary.    

6. The practice of encouraging remote attendance and/or adjourning where appropriate will continue 
while Council operates under the Omicron response phase. 

7. Zoom links are provided for every hearing.  It is likely this service will be provided on an ongoing basis. 

Applications that have been scheduled for hearing 
8. At the time of writing this report 12 hearings have been completed in the year commencing 1 July 

2021.  Decisions have been issued for all but one of these of these applications.  A table listing these 
hearings is attached at Appendix 1.  

9. The hearing which took place as scheduled on Tuesday 28 June has been adjourned with a Minute 
and Directions issued by Commissioner Welsh in respect of the provision of further information.    The 
hearing will be reconvened on Wednesday 28 October 2022.  
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10. The following hearings have been scheduled for hearing: 

Tuesday 30 
August 

U080226 – 
Marlborough 
District Council 

S136 
application to 
transfer water 
permit 

Glen Parker Commissioner D Turley Chart room, 
Scenic Hotel 

Tuesday 13 
September   

U210154 – Hille 
Trustee Limited 

Land use 
(Dam) 

Water Permit 
(Dam Water) 

Land Use 
(Land 
Disturbance) 

Water Permit 
(Divert Water) 

Cassandra 
Irvine 

Commissioner D Turley Council 
Chambers 

Tuesday 20 
September 

U220381 – 
Marlborough 
District Council 

Land Use 
(Activity) 

Jenny 
Folster 

Commissioner Burge Council 
Chambers 

Wednesday 
26 October   

U060329 – P J 
Woolley – 
reconvened 
hearing 

S136 transfer 
of water 
permit 

Glen Parker Commissioner Welsh Council 
Chambers 

 

11. Requests have been received to set hearings down for the following applications.  No dates have 
been identified at the time of drafting this report.  

U200055 – T G McLeod Land Use (Building 
Land Use (Activity) x2 
Discharge Permit (To Land) 

Glen Parker 

U200980 - Marberry 
Estates Limited 

Land Use (Land Disturbance) Fliss Morey 

U200998 - McLachlan, 
D I; Yealands, A M; 
King, G D; Tarrant, M 
G; Watson, B C 

Land Use (Land Disturbance) Fliss Morey 

U200349 – Marlborough 
District Council 
(For the Flaxbourne 
irrigation scheme 
project) 
 
 

Water permit (Take water) x2 
Land Use (Activity) x3 
Land Use (River bed or Surface 
Activity) 
Land Use (Gravel Removal) 
 
Note: This hearing had been 
scheduled to take place on Monday 11 
October to Wednesday 13 October 
before Commissioner M Williams 
(Chair), Commissioner R Lieffering and 
Commissioner Proffit. 
On 21 September 2021 the Applicant 
requested this application be 
suspended under s91A.  No further 

Matthew McCallum-Clark 
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date has been identified for this 
hearing. 

U220180 – G Wallace Coastal Permit (Structure) Fliss Morey 

Next steps 
12. API will continue to facilitate the hearing process and adapt to the changing environment. 

 

Author Sue Bulfield-Johnston, Administrator and Hearing facilitator, Advocacy and Practice 
Integration 

Authoriser Barbara Mead, Advocacy and Practice Integration Manager 
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Appendix 1 

The following hearings have taken place in the year commencing 1 July 2021 

Hearing 
Date 

U Number and 
Name 

Details Planner Commissioner/Committee Status 

Tuesday 6 
July 

U200493 – Kuku 
Holdings Limited 

Coastal 
Permit 
(Marine Farm) 

Peter 
Johnson 

Commissioner S McGarry Application 
refused 
 
Decision 
Issued 

Wednesday 7 
July  

U201026 – 
Moetapu Bay 
Community Jetty 
Incorporated 

Coastal 
Permit 
(Structure) 

Sarah 
Silverstar 

Commissioner S McGarry Application 
Granted 
 
Decision 
Issued 

Wednesday 5 
August 

U190930 – 
Totaranui 250 
Trust 

Coastal 
Permit 
(Structure) x2 

Land Use 
(Activity) 

Sarah 
Silverstar 

Commissioner Welsh Application 
Granted in 
Part 
 
Decision 
Issued 

Wednesday 
12 August  

U201097 – 
Summerset 
Villages 
(Blenheim) 
Limited 

Land Use 
(Activity) 

 Commissioner Burge Application 
Granted 
Decision 
Issued 

Tuesday 14 
September  

U200242 – Mac 
Holdings Limited 

Water Permit 
(Take Water) 

Water Permit 
(Use Water) 

Glen Parker Commissioner R Enright Application 
Granted 
 
Decision 
Issued 

Tuesday 28 
September  

U210232 – 
Watson 
Development & 
Investment 
Limited 

Subdivision 
(Allotment 
Creation) 

Water Permit 
(Take water) 

Water Permit 
(Use Water) 

Ian 
Sutherland 

Commissioner S Mcgarry Application 
Refused 

Decision 
Issued 

Wednesday 9 
February 

U200673 – Te 
Iwingaro Trust 

S357B 
Objection to 
Cost 

Anna 
Eatherley  

Commissioner Welsh Objection 
Dismissed 

Decision 
Issued 

Wednesday 9 
February 

U200816 – G 
Goodsir 

S357B 
Objection to 
Cost 

Anna 
Eatherley  

Commissioner Welsh Objection 
Upheld in Part 

Decision 
issued 

Wednesday 
16 February 

U210437 – 
Tasman Pine 

Land Use 
(Land 

Fliss Morey Clr J Arbuckle Application 
Granted 
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Hearing 
Date 

U Number and 
Name 

Details Planner Commissioner/Committee Status 

Forest Limited Disturbance) Clr T Sowman 

Clr B Faulls 

Decision 
Issued 

Wednesday 
23 February 

U210362 – 
Coolabah Family 
Trust 

Subdivision 
(Allotment 
Creation) 

Ian 
Sutherland 

Commissioner Besier Application 
Granted 

 

Decision 
Issued 

Tuesday 15 
March  

U200493 - Kuku 
Holdings Limited 

Coastal 
Permit 
(Marine Farm) 

Fliss Morey Commissioner McGarry Application 
refused 

Decision 
Issued 

Friday 12 
April 

U210573 / 
U210920 – M F 
& R M Doherty 

Subdivision 
(Allotment 
Creation) & 
S221 Change 
to condition of 
consent 
notice 

Tracey 
Hewitt 

Clr J Arbuckle 

Clr T Sowman 

Clr B Faulls 

Application 
Granted 

Decision 
Issued 

Tuesday 28 
June  

U060329 - p J 
Woolley 

S136 
application to 
transfer water 
permit 

Glen Parker Commissioner Welsh Hearing 
adjourned, to 
be 
reconvened 
26 October 
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This hearing 
took place as 
scheduled on 
Tuesday 1 
September 
2020.  It was 
adjourned 
pending 
further 
information.  
The applicant 
has since 
suspended 
the 
processing of 
the application 
under S91 
and the 
extended the 
timeframe 
under 
s37A(5).  The 
Applicant 
would like to 
have the 
application 
considered  
after the 
decision is 
issued on the 
MEP Variation 
1 relating to 
the 
aquaculture 
provisions. 

U161142 – 
Marlborough 
Aquaculture 
Limited 
 

Coastal 
Permit 
(Marine 
Farm) 

Peter 
Johnson 

Commissioner J Mills and 
Commissioner D Oddie 

Hearing 
adjourned 
pending 
further 
information.   
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16. Information Package 
 

RECOMMENDATION 
That the Regulatory Department Information Package dated 1 September 2022 be received and noted. 
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