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Council to determine precedent;
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Leave of Absence: The Board may grant a member leave of absence following an application 
from that member. Leave of absences will be held in the Public Excluded section of the meeting. 

Matakore 
Apologies  
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The Council has set aside time for members of the public to speak in the public forum at the 
commencement of each Council, Committee and Community Board meeting (up to 10 minutes per 
person/organisation) when these meetings are open to the public. Permission of the Mayor or 
Chairperson is required for any person wishing to speak at the public forum. 

Whakatakoto Kaupapa Whānui, Whakaaturanga hoki 

Open Forum and Presentations 
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Ngā Menīti Komiti 
Committee Minutes    

 

 

 

(This report shall not be construed as policy until adopted by full Council) 
 
 
Whakarāpopoto Kāhui Kahika / Execu ve Summary 
 
1. The Environment and Hearings Committee met on 25 November 2020. The Environment 

and Hearings Committee is being asked to confirm their minutes including public excluded 
from 25 November 2020 as a true and correct record. 

 
 

Taunakitanga / Recommenda on   
 
THAT the Environment and Hearings Committee confirms the minutes from their meeting held on 
25 November 2020 as a true and correct record. 
 

 

To Environment and Hearings Committee 

Date 3 February 2021 

Subject Environment and Hearings Committee – 25 November 2020 
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Ngā Menīti take o te Komiti Taiao me ngā Whakawā 

Environment and Hearings Committee 
Council Chamber, Albion Street, Hāwera on Wednesday 25 November 2020 at 4.00 pm 

 
 
Kanohi Kitea / Present:  Deputy Mayor Robert Northcott, Councillors Andy Beccard 

(Chairperson), Aarun Langton, Steffy Mackay, Diana Reid and Bonita 
Bigham (Iwi Representative) via MS Teams. 

 
Ngā Taenga-Ā-Tinana /  
In Attendance: Rebecca Martin (Environment and Sustainability Manager), Jessica 

Sorensen (Planning and Development Manager) via MS Teams, Sara 
Dymond (Senior Governance Officer) and one member of the public. 

 
Matakore / Apologies:  Nil. 
 
 
1. Whakaae i Ngā Mēniti / Confirmation of Minutes 

 
1.1 Environment and Hearings Committee 14 October 2020. 

 
RESOLUTION (Cr Mackay/Deputy Mayor Northcott) 

 
54/20 EH THAT the Environment and Hearings Committee confirms the minutes from the meeting 

held on 14 October 2020 as a true and correct record. 
 

CARRIED 
 
 
2. Pūrongo-Whakamārama / Information Report 
 

2.1 Environmental Services Activity Report 
 
The report updated the Environment and Hearings Committee on activities relating to the 
Environmental Services Group for the month of October. 
 
Councillor Reid declared a conflict of interest regarding the property at 5 Glover Road, 
Hāwera. 
 
Regarding the 61% of building consents issued within statutory timeframe for October, 
Deputy Mayor Northcott asked if the Council were looking on track for improving in 
November. Mrs Sorensen confirmed this noting that 100% would not be achieved until the 
following year when there was a full complement of staff. 
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In terms of the implications for the Council when consents were not issued within the 
timeframe, Mrs Sorensen explained that the Council’s IANZ Accreditation would be affected 
when it came up for review in July, however this had been identified and a plan of action 
had been put in place. The Council had offered discounts, reduced payment and 
reimbursement to those who received their building consent after the timeframe.  
 
The Committee were pleased to see the improvements being made with the Notices to Fix 
and Dangerous Building Notices.  
 
In terms of the number of buildings without consent Mrs Sorensen explained that 
complaints for legal buildings was a mix of responding to historical complaints and an influx 
of new complaints. This was potentially due to the new building exemptions and as 
awareness grew via the media people became more concerned about whether consents 
were required.  
 
It was noted that the figures in the graph showing Building Consents lodged by locality did 
not match the figures in the table Building Consents lodged by type. Mrs Sorensen would 
include more clarification around this in the next report. 
 
RESOLUTION (Cr Mackay/Ms Bigham) 

 
55/20 EH THAT the Environment and Hearings Committee receives the Environmental Services 

Activity Report – October 2020. 
 

CARRIED 
 
 
3. Nga Tōkeketanga kia noho tῡmatanui kore / Resolution to Exclude the 

Public 
 

RESOLUTION (Deputy Mayor Northcott/Cr Mackay) 
 
56/20 EH THAT the public be excluded from the following parts of the proceedings of this meeting, 

namely: 
 

 The general subject of each matter to be considered while the public is excluded, the reason 
for passing this resolution in relation to each matter, and the specific grounds under section 
48(1) of the Local Government Official Information and Meetings Act 1987 for the passing 
of this resolution are as follows: 
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CARRIED 

 
 
4. Tuwhera anō te Hui / Resume to Open Meeting 
 

RESOLUTION (Cr Mackay/Cr Reid) 
 

58/20 EH THAT the Environment and Hearings Committee resumes in open meeting.  
 

CARRIED 
 
 

The meeting concluded at 4.23 pm. 
 

 Dated this             day of                                 2020. 
 
 
 
 
  

…………………………………………. 
CHAIRPERSON 

General subject of each matter 
to be considered 

Reason for passing 
this resolution in 
relation to each 
matter 

Ground(s) under section 48(1) 
for the passing of this 
resolution 

1. Confirmation of Minutes 14 
October 2020. 

To Enable the 
Committee to. 

That the exclusion of the public 
from the whole or the relevant 
part of the proceedings of the 
meeting is necessary to enable 
the Council/Committee to 
deliberate in private on its 
decision or recommendation 
in any proceedings where: 
ii) the local authority is 
required, by any enactment, 
to make a recommendation in 
respect of the matter that is 
the subject of those 
proceedings. Use (i) for the 
RMA hearings and (ii) for 
hearings under LGA such as 
objections to Development 
contributions or hearings 
under the Dog Control Act. 

s.48(1)(d)  
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Menīti 
Minutes  

 
 

Ngā Menīti take o te Komiti Taiao me ngā Whakawā 

Environment and Hearings Committee  
Held with the public excluded in Hāwera on Wednesday 25 November 2020 

 
 
 
1. Whakaaetia ngā Menīti / Confirmation of Minutes 

 
1.1 Confirmation of Minutes held 14 October 2020 

 
 RESOLUTION (Cr Mackay/Cr Reid) 
 

57/20 THAT the Environment and Hearings Committee confirms the public excluded minutes 
of the meeting held on 14 October 2020 as a true and correct record. 

 
CARRIED 

 
 
2. Tuwhera anō te Hui / Resume to Open Meeting 
 

RESOLUTION (Cr Mackay/Cr Reid) 
 

58/20 THAT the Environment and Hearings Committee resumes in open meeting. 
 

 
The meeting concluded at 4.23 pm. 

 
 Dated this             day of                                 2020. 
 
 
 
 
 

…………………………………………. 
CHAIRPERSON 

3

Environment and Hearings Committee - Confirmation of Minutes

10



 

 
1 

 

Ngā Menīti Komiti 
Committee Minutes    

 

 

 

(This report shall not be construed as policy until adopted by full Council) 
 
 
Whakarāpopoto Kāhui Kahika / Execu ve Summary 
 
1. The Environment and Hearings Committee met on 14 December 2020. The Environment 

and Hearings Committee is being asked to confirm their minutes from 14 December 2020 
as a true and correct record. 

 
 

Taunakitanga / Recommenda on   
 
THAT the Environment and Hearings Committee confirms the minutes from their meeting held on 
14 December 2020 as a true and correct record. 
 

 

To Environment and Hearings Committee 

Date 3 February 2021 

Subject Extraordinary Environment and Hearings Committee – 14 December 
2020 
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Menīti 
Minutes 

 
 
 
 

 
Ngā Menīti take o te Komiti Taiao me ngā Whakawā 

Extraordinary Environment and Hearings Committee 
Council Chamber, Albion Street, Hāwera on Monday 14 December 2020 at 4.30 pm 

 
 
Kanohi Kitea / Present:  Deputy Mayor Robert Northcott, Councillors Andy Beccard 

(Chairperson), Aarun Langton, Steffy Mackay and Diana Reid.  
 
Ngā Taenga-Ā-Tinana /  
In Attendance: Liam Dagg (Group Manager Environmental Services), Maria 

Hokopaura (Planner), Sara Dymond (Senior Governance Officer) and 
two members of the public. 

 
Matakore / Apologies: Bonita Bigham (Iwi Representative). 
 

RESOLUTION (Cr Mackay/Cr Langton) 
 

59/20 EH THAT the apology from Bonita Bigham be received. 
 

 CARRIED 
 
Declaration of Interest 
 Councillor Beccard declared an interest as he had held business interactions with the applicant 

in the past.  
 Councillor Reid declared an interest as she was the owner of a neighbouring property. 

 
 

1. Whakaaetanga Rawa Taiao / Resource Consent 
 

1.1 Land Use Consent Report – 40 Cameron Street, Hāwera 
 

The applicant had applied for a land use resource consent to construct a new dwelling on 
the property which would result in site coverage exceedance. The maximum site coverage 
permitted by the District Plan was 40% in a residential zone and the proposal would result 
in a 56% building site coverage for the property. The applicant gained the written approval 
of the two neighbours on either side adjoining his property and in order to address some of 
the character an amenity issues landscaping and planting was proposed. The proposal 
would meet the boundary setbacks and the only noncompliance would be the building site 
coverage, however it was a significant departure from what was permitted in the residential 
zone and it would result in being the largest exceedance granted. 
 
In terms of the proposal, meeting the minimum requirement for outdoor living spaces 
Ms Hokopaura explained that two areas had been identified in the plans for private outdoor 
areas. 
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Regarding the reasoning for exceedance of the building site coverage Ms Hokopaura 
explained that the existing garage floor area was 156 m2 and the additional dwelling would 
result in an additional 250 m2. Including the roof area which was what the building site 
coverage encompasses it would be an additional 334m2. 
 
The stormwater runoff calculations were based on an industry standard, Deputy Mayor 
Northcott asked if the Council felt there was enough capacity to contain the stormwater on 
site. Ms Hokopaura explained that the development engineer requested further 
information from the applicant to ascertain how much stormwater would be generated 
from the buildings and roof areas as well as the concreted and impervious surfaces. The 
development engineer was satisfied that the proposed soak hole would manage that. 
 
In terms of the proposed planting being enough to mitigate the dominance of the property 
on the streetscape, Ms Hokopaura noted that in her opinion the proposed planting would 
lessen the imposing nature of the building. As the existing garages formed the back 
boundary of the property and were already part of the existing landscape, she felt that the 
proposed landscaping at the front of the section would not draw more attention to the fact 
that the site coverage exceeded the maximum. She considered what was being proposed 
for landscaping as appropriate given the proposed use of the site in terms of functionality. 
 
Regarding the additional site coverage, Councillor Beccard asked if this added to 
accumulated effects on public buildings in the area. Ms Hokopaura had prepared a map 
that showed the houses in a 150 metre radius of the property and most complied with the 
maximum 40%. In her opinion it did not add to the accumulative effect of the streetscape. 
 
Applicant – Jack Rangiwahia 
Mr Rangiwahia highlighted that the site coverage was mitigated with the elevation of the 
site from the street. It could not be seen from any other position or from adjoining 
properties due to its nature. The applicant had tried to mitigate the increase in site coverage 
as much as possible. The existing building was a decent sized building on its own and it made 
sense to use it as part of the build. From the street there was a covered area which was 
considered to be an outdoor living area. The proposed planting would mitigate that view 
from the street. 

 
 
2. Nga Tōkeketanga kia noho tῡmatanui kore / Resolution to Exclude the 

Public 
 

RESOLUTION (Deputy Mayor Northcott/Cr Mackay) 
 
60/20 EH THAT the public be excluded from the following parts of the proceedings of this meeting, 

namely: 
 

 The general subject of each matter to be considered while the public is excluded, the reason 
for passing this resolution in relation to each matter, and the specific grounds under section 
48(1) of the Local Government Official Information and Meetings Act 1987 for the passing 
of this resolution are as follows: 
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CARRIED 

 
 
4. Tuwhera anō te Hui / Resume to Open Meeting 
 

RESOLUTION (Cr Langton/Cr Mackay) 
 

62/20 EH THAT the Environment and Hearings Committee resumes in open meeting and agrees that 
the decision be released to the public once the applicants have been notified of the 
decision. 

CARRIED 
 
 

The meeting concluded at 5.05 pm. 
 

 Dated this             day of                                 2020. 
 
 
 
 
  

…………………………………………. 
CHAIRPERSON 

General subject of each matter 
to be considered 

Reason for passing 
this resolution in 
relation to each 
matter 

Ground(s) under section 48(1) 
for the passing of this 
resolution 

1. Land Use Consent Report To Enable the 
Committee to. 

That the exclusion of the public 
from the whole or the relevant 
part of the proceedings of the 
meeting is necessary to enable 
the Council/Committee to 
deliberate in private on its 
decision or recommendation 
in any proceedings where: 
ii) the local authority is 
required, by any enactment, 
to make a recommendation in 
respect of the matter that is 
the subject of those 
proceedings. Use (i) for the 
RMA hearings and (ii) for 
hearings under LGA such as 
objections to Development 
contributions or hearings 
under the Dog Control Act. 
s.48(1)(d)  
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Pūrongo 
Report  

 

 

 

(This report shall not be construed as policy until adopted by full Council) 
 
 
Whakarāpopoto Kāhui Kahika / Execu ve Summary 
 
1. Coco, a 7 year 11 month old brown German Spitz, belonging to Ms Dora Lilian Baker; was 

classified as menacing because of its reported behaviour on 29 October 2020 near a 
property in Pātea. (Appendix 1) 

 
2. Coco was not under direct control of her owner by means of a tether when let out of 

Ms Bakers vehicle and as a result had the ability to run free. Coco has attacked the victim 
biting him on the leg causing injury that required medical attention. 

 
3. Coco was not confined to the property she resides at and is registered to, nor was she under 

direct control of her owner at the time this attack took place. 
 
4. Ms Baker has objected to the menacing classification of her dog Coco (Appendix 2) - letter 

in objection to menacing dog classification from Ms Baker) and the Environment and 
Hearings Committee is delegated to hear her objection and required under the Act to either 
uphold the classification or rescind it. 

 
 
Taunakitanga / Recommenda on(s)   
 
THAT the Environment and Hearings Committee uphold the menacing classification for Coco, 
(registration number 19517) owned and residing with Ms Dora Lillian Baker of Pātea. 
 
For the following reasons: 
 
Coco was not under direct control of her owner by means of a tether when let out of Ms Baker’s 
vehicle and as a result had the ability to run free. Coco has attacked the victim biting him on the 
leg causing injury that required medical attention. Also due to the circumstances in which 
Ms Baker lives in, she has not attempted to stop Coco acting in such manner nor is she willing to 
until an alleged prowler is imprisoned.  
 
  

To Environment and Hearings Committee 

From Kaitātari Tautoko Whakamōhiohio / Technical Support Officer, Cory Tito 

Date 3 February 2021 

Subject Objection to Dog being Classified as Menacing – Ms Dora Lillian 
Baker 
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Kupu Whakamārama / Background 
 
5. On 29 October 2020 at 12.45 pm, a complaint was received by the Contact Centre 

(CAN1622/20), advising that the dog owned by Ms Baker was responsible for attacking the 
complainant as they were walking in Pātea. 

 
6. The complainant was walking and was bitten outside a residence in Pātea by Coco, a 7 year 

11 month old brown German Spitz (see photo Appendix 3), belonging to Ms Baker. 
 
7. In a statement to the responding Animal Management Officer, the complainant says 

Ms Baker pulled up outside a residence in Pātea, got out of her vehicle, then proceeded to 
open the passenger door where Coco was located. Coco jumped out of the vehicle and bit 
the inner thigh of the complainant puncturing the skin drawing blood. 

 
8. The Animal Management Officer also spoke with Ms Baker who was very upset that her dog 

had done this. 
 
9. The dog, Coco, was not impounded for this incident. The dog owner was issued an 

infringement of $200 for offence DCA40; Failed to keep dog under control and the menacing 
classification against Coco. 

 
10. Ms Baker has objected the menacing classification in writing on 4 December 2020. The 

objection begins with the admission that her dog had bit the complainant. She goes on to 
claim breeds such as Coco are bred as guard dogs and her dog will defend her when Coco 
senses her owner being threatened. Due to the circumstances in which Ms Baker lives in, 
she has not attempted to stop Coco acting in such manner nor is she willing to until an 
alleged prowler is imprisoned. 

 
11. Ms Baker was issued with an infringement of $200 (Infringement notice number (06952) for 

failing to keep dog under control (DCA40). Ms Baker paid this infringement in full on 
7 January 2021. 

 
12. Ms Baker goes on to use her objection letter to point out a number of apparent 

discrepancies within the menacing classification she received for Coco. The terms used 
within our menacing classification template come directly from the Dog Control Act 1996 
and cannot be altered. 

 
Local Government Purpose 

 
13. The purposes of Local Government to which this relates are: 
 

“(a) to enable democratic local decision-making and action by, and on behalf of, 
communities; and 
(b) to meet the current and future needs of communities for good-quality local 
infrastructure, local public services, and performance of regulatory functions in a way that 
is most cost-effective for households and businesses.” 
 

14. Classifying a dog as menacing due to its reported or overserved behaviour is a regulatory 
function and aligns with the purpose of the Local Government Act 2002. 
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Ngā Kōwhiringa / Options – Identification and analysis 
 
16. Coco is registered to an address in Pātea. However, the dog was not at the property at the 

time of the attack. 
 
17. Ms Baker has claimed breeds such as Coco are bred as guard dogs and her dog will defend 

her when Coco senses her owner being threatened. Also, that she is not willing to rectify 
Coco’s behaviour at this time. 

 
18. The dog was not under direct control of its owner at the time of this incident. This is a breach 

of the Dog Control Act. 
 
19. Every person has the right to use a public place (which in this case was the path and berm 

outside of a residence in Pātea), without the fear of attack from roaming and uncontrolled 
dogs. 

 
20. It is the responsibility of the Council to investigate the attack and ensure that the risk of 

another attack happening again by the same dog is minimised. Under the Act, councils are 
given the power to classify a dog as menacing if it attacks another animal or person. A 
menacing classification means that the dog must be neutered, microchipped and wear a 
muzzle at all times it is in a public place. 

 
21. This is the only mechanism in which councils can require owners, who own dogs prone to 

attacking, to control their dogs and therefore pose less of a risk to the rest of the community. 
 
22. Every dog owner has the legal responsibility to ensure that their dog is under control when 

in public and confined to their property at all other times. When there is a failure to control 
and confine a dog, incidents, and complaints such as in this case, occur. The safety of the 
general public needs to be considered when making a decision of whether to uphold or 
rescind the classification.  

 
Option(s) available 
 
Option 1 - Uphold the menacing classification 
 
23. The Council’s Dog Control Policy is built on the philosophy that we have a duty of care for 

the community, in that we need to minimise danger, distress and nuisance that dogs can 
cause.  

 
24. The Dog Control Act 1996 endeavours to protect people, dogs and other animals from harm 

by enabling tighter control of some dogs. 
 
25. Upholding the menacing classification would be wholly consistent with best practice in 

protecting the community and other dogs from potential harm. 
 
Option 2 - Rescind the menacing classification 
 
26. The Dog Control Policy and the Dog Control Act 1996 do not support the option of rescinding 

the menacing classification, as Coco was not under direct control of her owner and has 
attacked a person causing injury. 
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27. Considering all matters raised, the option to rescind the menacing classification is not a 
viable option. 

 
 
Whaiwhakaaro me ngā aromatawai / Considerations and Assessments  
 
Assessment of Significance and Engagement 
 
28. South Taranaki District Council’s general approach to determining the level of “significance” 

will be to consider: 
 

Criteria Measure Assessment 
Degree The number of residents and ratepayers affected 

and the degree to which they are affected by the 
decision or proposal. 

Low: decision of this 
report relates to an 
incident between two 
parties. 

LOS The achievement of, or ability to achieve, the 
Council’s stated levels of service as set out in the 
Long-Term Plan 2018-2028. 

Low: this does not affect 
Councils ability to achieve 
LOS in the LTP. 

Decision Whether this type of decision, proposal or issue 
has a history of generating wide public interest 
within South Taranaki. 

Low: this does not 
generate wide public 
interest. 

Financial The impact of the decision or proposal on the 
Council’s overall budget or included in an approved 
Long Term Plan and its ability to carry out its 
existing or proposed functions and activities now 
and in the future. 

Low: this decision does 
not impact Council’s 
overall budget or LTP, or 
its ability to carry out its 
functions. 

Reversible The degree to which the decision or proposal is 
reversible. 

Low: the Act requires the 
Council to either uphold or 
rescind the menacing 
classification. 

 
29. In terms of the Council’s Significance and Engagement Policy this matter is of: low 

signifcance. 
 
Legislative Considerations  
 
30. In delivering the Animal Control function, the Dog Control Act 1996 states that the Council 

must have regard to: 
 

a) The need to minimise danger, distress and nuisance to the community generally; and 
b) The importance of enabling, to the extent that is practicable, the public to use streets 

and public amenities without fear of attack or intimidation by dogs. 
 
31. The Dog Control Act also states that the Council may classify a dog as menacing as follows: 
 

1) this section applies to a dog that –  
b) territorial authority considers may pose  threat to any person, stock, poultry, domestic 
animal, or protected wildlife because of –  
(i) any observed or reported behaviour of the dog; 
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Financial/Budget Considerations 
 
32. There are no financial considerations. 
 
Consistency with Plan/Policies/Community Outcomes 
 
33. This matter contributes to the following community outcomes as detailed below: 
 

29. Secure and Healthy South Taranaki 
 
34. The District’s Community Outcome above aims to create a safe environment for residents. 

Residents should be able to enjoy a quality of life that is not affected by the worry of having 
their own pets attacked or being personally threatened by roaming dogs. The Community 
Outcome is supported by the Council’s Dog Control Bylaw, Dog Control Policy and the intent 
of the Dog Control Act 1996. 

 
Impact on Māori/Iwi 
 
35. There is no impact particular to māori or iwi in respect of this matter. 
 
Affected Parties Consultation 
 
36. Consultation is not required, those who are directly affected by the decision of the 

Environment and Hearings Committee are present today or have been contacted prior to 
this meeting. 

 
 
Whakakapia / Conclusion 
 
37. Coco has been classified as menacing in accordance with the Council Policy and the Dog 

Control Act 1996. 
 
38. At the time of the attack Coco was registered. 
 
39. During the incident on 29 October 2020, the owner failed to adequately restrain her dog 

resulting in it escaping from her vehicle and attacking the complainant who was walking 
near a residence in Pātea. 

 
40. This report proposes that the menacing classification be upheld. 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 [Seen by] 
Cory Tito Chantelle Denton 
Kaitātari Tautoko Whakamōhiohio /  Kaihautū Ratonga Waeture /  
Technical Support Officer Regulatory Services Manager 
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Appendix 1: Menacing Classification 
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Appendix 2: Objection from Dora Baker 
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Appendix 3: Photos of injuries 
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Pūrongo 
Report  

 

 

 (This report shall not be construed as policy until adopted by full Council) 
 
 
Whakarāpopoto Kāhui Kahika / Execu ve Summary 
 
1. This report presents an application for co-funding for the Taranaki Kiwi Trust Community 

Trapping Project (the Project), which supports threatened native species’ habitat protection 
work in the Omoana area surrounding the Lake Rotokare predator proof sanctuary. The 
Project is in operation all over Taranaki but the funding requested is specifically for the 
Omoana Expansion component of the project.  

 
2. The applicant (Taranaki Kiwi Trust) has been working with the Rotokare Scenic Reserve Trust 

(RSRT), Department of Conservation (DOC), Taranaki Regional Council (TRC), Queen Elizabeth 
II National Trust (QEII) and multiple private landowners to implement landscape scale habitat 
protection work (primarily extensive predator control) through their Community Trapping 
Project. The Taranaki Kiwi Trust has a vision of taking kiwi from rare to everywhere, through 
habitat protection, boosting kiwi populations, education and collaboration with other 
organisations. 

 
3. This work compliments the Rotokare Halo Trapping Project and will help protect valuable and 

threatened native bird species in the Omoana Expansion Project (the Project) area, including 
the “At Risk” North Island brown kiwi (Apteryx mantelli) and other threatened bird species 
that are moving out from the RSRT fenced area due to successful breeding programmes. 

 
4. The applicants have asked that the Council contributes $20,000 toward the cost of large scale 

predator control for the Omoana Expansion area. This will assist with the protection of many 
“At Risk” species and their habitats.  

 
5. The total cost of the Project is in the vicinity of $795,709 over four years. The Project includes 

Jobs for Nature, TKT, TSB Community Trust, TRC, DOC and QEII co-funding, TRC funding and 
contribution of staff time, plus in kind costs for the landowner’s time in predator control setup 
and monthly trap checking. The Project is anticipated to represent around 50% of the total 
budget. 

 
6. It is recommended that the application be approved. 
 
 
  

To Environment and Hearings Committee 

From Kaihautū Toitū te Taiao / Environment and Sustainability Manager, Rebecca Martin 

Date 3 February 2021 

Subject Significant Natural Areas Fund Application – Taranaki Kiwi Trust 
Omoana Kiwi Protection Expansion Project 
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Taunakitanga / Recommenda on(s) 
 
THAT the Environment and Hearings Committee approves a grant of funding to the Taranaki Kiwi 
Trust for a maximum of $20,000 (plus GST). The grant to be drawn down before 30 June 2021, for 
costs associated with an intensive predator control network to be placed and operated in the 
Omoana Expansion area complimenting the Rotokare Halo Project, with a long term vision to 
create a contiguous project between the two sites. 
 
For the following reasons: 
 
1. The proposal meets the criteria in the Significant Natural Area Fund Guidelines. 
 
2. The Council will be assisting with the protection and enhancement of a significant habitat for 

threatened native flora and fauna species. 
 
Subject to the following conditions: 
 
1. That the funding of $20,000 per annum is uplifted from the Council by 30 June 2021. The 

Taranaki Kiwi Trust will need to invoice Council, referencing the Significant Natural Areas Fund, 
in order to uplift the funding. 

 
2. That the Council is able to promote the funding approval and the project in relation to the 

Significant Natural Areas Fund. 
 

3. That the Taranaki Kiwi Trust provide Council with annual reports detailing the outcomes of the 
project. 

 
 
Kupu Whakamārama / Background 
 
7. The Significant Natural Areas Fund (the Fund) was established by the Council to assist with 

the protection of areas of significant indigenous vegetation and significant habitats of 
indigenous fauna.  

 
8. Under the guidelines for the Fund, the Council will consider contributing finance towards 

projects that assist with protection projects associated with areas that are listed in the District 
Plan as a Significant Natural Area (SNA), as well as those that have indigenous biodiversity or 
habitat value, but that are not currently SNAs.  

 
9. The Project is centred around pest control to protect areas of known kiwi habitat. The purpose 

of this proposal is to expand an area at Omoana covering approximately 3,500 hectares. This 
comprises of five different privately owned properties adjoining each other. Four of the 
properties are existing members of the Project and it is proposed to add one new property to 
that protected cluster so that future kiwi translocations can occur from the Rotokare Taranaki 
Kōhanga Kiwi at Rotokare. Based on current population modelling it is estimated that there 
are nearly 200 birds in the 215 hectares RSRT reserve, with at least 30 - 40 birds needing to 
be translocated annually out of the predator fenced Kōhanga site. Safe places for these birds 
to go to is paramount. 
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10. The goal of this Project is to create a contiguous protected area suitable for future kiwi 

releases from the Taranaki Kōhanga Kiwi at Rotokare Project, which is a partnership between 
TKT and RSRT. This will require considerable resource, engaged landowners and strong 
partnerships. The target predator species for control are all mustelids (including stoats, 
ferrets, weasels) and cats. Rats are a by catch, but do improve the biodiversity outcomes and 
survival of smaller native birds, bats and reptiles etc. Traps include DOC200, DOC250, A24’s 
and SA Cat Traps. DOC 200’s placed at best practice of 100m spacing, with DOC 250’s at every 
fifth trap. Traps are to be checked at least monthly, but landowners will aim to check these 
more often during the important summer breeding months. 

 
11. This multi-landowner, multi-agency approach will be a significant win for indigenous 

biodiversity and Kiwi protection work in South Taranaki. 
 
Existing Council Policy 

12. The Council’s existing policy is outlined in the guidelines for the SNA Fund1, which were 
revised by the Council in December 2009. The Fund was established by the Council to assist 
with the protection of areas of significant indigenous vegetation and significant habitats of 
indigenous fauna. Under the guidelines for the Fund, the Council will consider contributing 
finance towards projects that support the protection of identified SNAs, or non SNAs 
containing areas of significant indigenous vegetation and significant habitats of indigenous 
fauna.  

 
13. For non SNA projects such as this, the guidelines state that “Council will consider a funding 

contribution for other projects that assist in the protection or promotion of the protection of 
significant indigenous vegetation and habitats of indigenous fauna”.  

 
14. Previously, the Council has contributed up to one third of the total cost required for projects 

addressing the protection, restoration, or enhancement of indigenous vegetation or habitat 
from the Fund. The level of contribution the applicants are seeking for this project is much 
less than that, being less than one-tenth of the total cost of the project.  

 
Current Practice 
 
15. The most recent contributions from the Fund have been for projects that would assist in the 

protection of significant indigenous vegetation and habitats of indigenous fauna (eg. Co-
funding for biodiversity protection work at the Moeawatea and McColl East bush blocks), sites 
that the Taranaki Kiwi Trust have co-invested in and/or legal protection of significant habitats 
through a QEII Trust covenant. Previously, the Fund has been used for a mixture of SNA and 
non SNA sites. This application provides very similar circumstances and approving the funding 
would be consistent with current practice and previous precedents. 

 
Protection of the Resource 
 
16. The project area is currently not listed as an SNA in the District Plan schedules. However, the 

project area is legally protected in the District Plan under Policy 2.17.7(a), which relates to 
the avoidance of “clearance, modification, damage or destruction of large areas of intact 
indigenous vegetation”. Legal protection is a key criterion for funding from the SNA Fund.  

  

 
1 STDC Significant Natural Areas Fund Guidelines  
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17. Further legal protection of this bush block in perpetuity has been proactively acquired by 
some of the private landowners through a Queen Elizabeth II National Trust (QEII) Covenant. 

 
Legislative Considerations 
 
18. Section 14 of the Local Government Act 2002 sets out a series of principles which local 

authorities must act in accordance with. Section 14(h) specifies that in taking a sustainable 
management approach, local authorities shall consider three matters, including: 
(ii)  the need to maintain and enhance the quality of the environment; and 
(iii) the reasonably foreseeable needs of future generations. 

 
19. In granting the funding, it is considered that the Council would be ultimately facilitating the 

enhancement of the quality of the environment by promoting indigenous biodiversity and the 
protection of valuable habitat for threatened indigenous species. Likewise, maintaining and 
enhancing the natural environment of the district would aid in meeting the reasonably 
foreseeable needs of future generations. 

 
Local Government Purpose 
 
20. The purpose of local government is to enable democratic local decision making and action on 

behalf of communities as well as meeting the community’s needs in relation to the provision 
of infrastructure, public services and regulatory functions in a cost-effective way. The 
Committee should consider whether contributing towards the funding of this project fits 
within this purpose. 

 
 
Ngā Kōwhiringa / Options – Identification and analysis 
 
21. There are three options available to the Committee in dealing with this application: 
 

Option 1: To approve the application and provide funding to the Taranaki Kiwi Trust to 
support the Omoana Expansion area as part of the Rotokare Halo project.  

 
Option 2: To approve the application and provide funding to the Taranaki Kiwi Trust, but at 

a different amount than requested by the applicant. 
 
Option 3: To decline the application and not provide funding to the Taranaki Kiwi Trust. 

 
22. These three options will be discussed against the purpose and intent of the Significant Natural 

Areas Fund as well as the Fund’s guidelines. In particular, the following criteria are relevant 
in assessing the suitability of the funding application:  

 
i. The Council will consider contributing funding towards projects that promote the 

protection of areas of significant indigenous vegetation and significant habitats of 
indigenous fauna; 

ii. The funding is not to be linked to specific areas; 
iii. A maximum of 30% of the total Significant Natural Areas Fund may be allocated to non-

Significant Natural Area sites in any one year; and 
iv. Sufficient funding must be available in the Fund. 
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Option 1 - Approving the application and providing funding to the Taranaki Kiwi Trust to support 
the Omoana Expansion area as part of the Rotokare Halo project 
 
23. This option involves approving the application as it is currently presented and is the preferred 

option for a number of reasons. Firstly, the Significant Natural Areas Fund was established for 
the purpose of providing monetary assistance for the protection of areas of significant 
indigenous vegetation and significant habitats of indigenous fauna. Despite the name, the 
Fund can be utilised for projects not directly linked to a Significant Natural Area which is an 
acknowledgment of the varied ways the Council can meet its “protect” objective. Such 
projects may consist of education programmes run in conjunction with other agencies or any 
range of other projects that assist with biodiversity protection and enhancement. 

 
24. The project is not directly related to a Significant Natural Area but its related to specific area 

of indigenous vegetation or habitat, and it would ultimately promote the protection of areas 
of significant indigenous vegetation and significant habitats of indigenous fauna. This is 
anticipated to have a flow-on effect for the physical protection and enhancement of such 
areas in the future in adjoining areas. For this reason, the project would be eligible for and 
suited to funding from the Significant Natural Areas Fund and the approval of any sort of 
contribution would fit within its purpose.  

 
25. After determining the appropriateness of the initial project for funding, the Fund’s guidelines 

then set out criteria for the level of funding suitable in each case. The guidelines state that 
30% of the total Significant Natural Areas Fund can be allocated to non-Significant Natural 
Areas. However, this may be exceeded if when nearing the end of the financial year funds are 
still available. The application is for $20,000 and the above criterion could be met with 
additional funding still being available for another non-Significant Natural Area should it be 
requested.  

 
26. Finally, there must be sufficient resources in the Fund for funding to be approved. The balance 

of the Significant Natural Areas Fund as at 3 February 2021 is $28,382, so there is sufficient 
funding remaining to grant this funding application. 

 
27. The guidelines also specify that projects with resourcing from alternative (other than the 

Council) sources will be given a greater priority. At this stage, TKT has secured co-funding from 
Kiwis for Kiwi ($9,000), the TSB Community Trust ($36,807), and the DOC Community Fund 
($42,000). The Taranaki Regional Council and QEII Trust are also supporting the work, and 
additional funding opportunities are also being investigated through the Kai Mahi Jobs for 
Nature funding. The total cost of the project is in the vicinity of $795,709 (this includes TKT, 
TRC, DOC and QEII co-funding, TRC funding and contribution of staff time, and in-kind costs 
for the landowner’s time in predator control set-up and monthly trap-checking). The 
application would therefore meet the co-funding criterion. 

 
Option 2 - Approving the application and providing funding to assist with the development of 
the plan, but at a different level than that requested 
 
28. This option involves approving the overall application, but with a different level of funding 

than initially requested. This could be a greater or lesser amount than that applied for. As 
discussed under Option 1, the applicant’s project would promote the protection of areas of 
significant indigenous vegetation and significant habitats of indigenous fauna. Therefore, it is 
within the scope and purpose of the Fund and can be considered for funding.  
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29. Because the proposal is not directly linked to a SNAs, 30% of the total Fund could be 
contributed to the project under the Fund’s guidelines. Therefore, up to approximately 
$21,600 could be approved within the criterion. The guidelines also offer flexibility in 
contributing over and above this threshold if the funds are available.  

 
30. There would be sufficient resources available within the Fund to accommodate either a 

greater or lesser amount. However, it is suggested that contributing the proposed amount 
would be fair and equitable.  

 
Option 3 - To decline the application and not provide funding to support TKT with the Omoana 
Expansion area as part of the Rotokare Halo project 
 
31. Under option 3, the application would be declined and the Council would not offer any 

financial assistance towards the project. It is anticipated that the project would still proceed 
if the Council does not contribute. The guidelines provide for the Council’s consideration of 
contributing towards projects that promote the protection of areas of significant indigenous 
vegetation and significant habitats of indigenous fauna, which the project would do. 
Therefore, in simply considering the application, the Council would be aligned with the SNAs’ 
guidelines.  

 
32. The guidelines provide for up to 30% of the total Fund to be allocated to non-Significant 

Natural Areas annually. Option 3 would not influence the percentage of the Fund that could 
be made available to projects affecting sites that are non-Significant Natural Areas.  

 
33. However, declining any form of contribution would be contrary to the purpose of the Fund, 

given that it was developed to provide assistance to private landowners and organisations 
looking to protect and promote the protection of areas of indigenous vegetation and 
significant habitats of indigenous fauna. It has been established that the project would do this 
and therefore, it is recommended that Option 3 be dismissed on this basis.  

 
34. There is also sufficient funding available within the Fund to accommodate this option. 

Regardless of the option chosen, there are no major risks associated with the decisions or 
matters in hand. 

 
 
Whaiwhakaaro me ngā aromatawai / Considerations and Assessments  
 
Assessment of Significance and Engagement 
 
35. The Council’s general approach to determining level of “significance” will be to consider: 
 

Level Goal Outcome 
Degree The number of residents and ratepayers 

affected and the degree to which they are 
affected by the decision or proposal. 

The decision to approve 
funding would have no 
discernable effect on the 
District’s residents and 
ratepayers. 

LOS The achievement of, or ability to achieve, the 
Council’s stated levels of service as set out in 
the Long Term Plan 2012-2022. 

There is no impact to the 
Council’s levels of service.  
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Level Goal Outcome 
Decision Whether this type of decision, proposal or 

issue has a history of generating wide public 
interest within South Taranaki. 

Based on previous 
experience, approving 
such funding is unlikely to 
generate significant public 
interest. 

Financial The impact of the decision or proposal on the 
Council’s overall budget or included in an 
approved Long Term Plan and its ability to 
carry out its existing or proposed functions and 
activities now and in the future. 

There is no impact on the 
LTP budget. 

Reversible The degree to which the decision or proposal 
is reversible. 

The decision to approve 
the funding is not 
reversible. 

 
36. Based on the above determination, this matter is of low significance. 

 
37. The level of which the Council will engage must align with the significance of the decision to 

be made, which is to inform. 
 

Level Goal Outcome 
Inform To provide the public with balanced and 

objective information to assist them in 
understanding the problems, alternatives, 
opportunities and/or solutions. 

The Council will advise the 
public through the agenda 
minutes. 

Consult To obtain public feedback on analysis, 
alternatives and/or decisions. 

 

Involve To work directly with the public throughout 
the process to ensure that public concerns 
and aspirations are consistently understood 
and considered. 

 

Collaborate To partner with the public in each aspect of 
the decision including the development of 
alternatives and the identification of the 
preferred solution. 

 

Empower To place final decision-making in the hands of 
the public. 

 

 
 
Whakakapia / Conclusion 
 
38. An application for $20,000 funding from the Council’s Fund has been presented for 

consideration. This application relates to co-funding for threatened native species’ habitat 
protection work in the Omoana area surrounding near the Lake Rotokare predator proof 
sanctuary. This Project works closely with the project which is broadly known as the Rotokare 
Halo project, and the funding requested is specifically for the Omoana Expansion component 
of the project. 
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39. The Fund guidelines provide for a contribution of up to one third of the cost for projects 

addressing the protection, restoration, or enhancement of indigenous vegetation or habitat. 
The applicants request would fit within that requirement, being less than one tenth of the 
total project costs.  

 
40. The option to either decline, modify or approve the funding sought through the application is 

available to the Council. However, it is considered that approving the application would be 
more consistent with the guidelines of the SNA Fund in that it would result in intensive pest 
control for an area of significant indigenous flora and fauna species, and the protection of 
habitat for threatened native species.  

 
41. Although not an SNA, the project area provides excellent habitat and connectivity for 

threatened native species’ populations. Similarly, it would also contribute to the indigenous 
biodiversity corridor extending from Rotokare in the north-west into the significant 
conservation areas of the Waitōtara and Matemateaonga Conservation Areas. Therefore, 
offering a financial contribution toward the project would be aligned with the intent of the 
Fund and the natural heritage objective of the Council, which is to protect areas of significant 
indigenous vegetation and significant habitats of indigenous fauna. 

 
42. Lastly, all funding depends on the availability on money in the Fund at the time. The balance 

of the Fund as at 3 February 2021 sits at $28,382, so there is sufficient funding available to 
grant the applicant’s request.  

 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
Rebecca Martin 
Kaihautū Toitū te Taiao /  
Environment and Sustainability Manager  
 
 
 
 
 
 
[Seen by] 
Liam Dagg 
Kaiarataki Taiao /  
Group Manager Environmental Services 
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Pūrongo-Whakamārama 
Information Report 

 
 
 
 

To Environment and Hearings Committee 

From Kaihautū Toitū te Taiao / Environment and Sustainability Manager, Rebecca Martin 

Date 3 February 2021 

Subject Significant Natural Areas Fund Activity Report for 1 July to 31 
December 2020 

(This report shall not be construed as policy until adopted by full Council) 
 
 
Whakarāpopoto Kāhui Kahika / Executive Summary 
 
1. This report updates the Environment and Hearings Committee on activities relating to the 

Significant Natural Areas Fund (the Fund) for the period from 1 July to 31 December 2020. 
 
2. The Fund has been well utilised for the first two quarters of the 2020/21 financial year, with 

over half ($32,650) of the total Fund already allocated to native ecosystem restoration and 
protection projects. 

 
3. The Fund guidelines are currently undergoing review, as they have not been reviewed since 

2009. It is anticipated that the new guidelines will be in place before the start of the new 
financial year in July 2021.  

 
4. The new guidelines will align with the proposed Draft National Policy Statement for 

Indigenous Biodiversity (NPSIB) (anticipated to be made operational by April 2021) and its 
implications for private landowners with significant ecosystems or biodiversity on their land. 

 
 
Taunakitanga / Recommendation 
 
THAT the Environment and Hearing Committee receives the Significant Natural Areas Fund Activity 
Report for 1 July to 31 December 2020. 
 
 
Kupu Whakamārama / Background 
 
5. The Fund was established by the Council to promote and assist the protection, restoration 

or enhancement of areas of significant biodiversity, indigenous vegetation and/or significant 
habitats of indigenous fauna on private land throughout the District.  
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6. The Fund is one method for addressing Objective 2.17.10 in Section 2 of the South Taranaki 
District Plan: “Support community and landowner initiatives for the maintenance, 
protection, enhancement and restoration of significant natural areas and encourage the use 
of other non-regulatory incentives and assistance to protect indigenous biodiversity”.  

 
7. The Fund also assists the Council in meeting its regulatory requirements under the Resource 

Management Act 1991 (RMA). The RMA is the key piece of legislation managing New 
Zealand’s environment, including indigenous biodiversity, on private land. Under the RMA, 
District Councils are tasked with maintaining, enhancing and promoting “the sustainable 
management of natural and physical resources”. Our unique biodiversity and indigenous 
ecosystems are highly valuable natural resources, key to our identity as New Zealander’s.  

 
Existing Council Policy 
 
8. The Council’s existing policy is outlined in the guidelines for the Fund1, which were revised 

by the Council in December 2009.  
 
9. These guidelines outline the Funds’ eligibility criteria, application process and accountability 

requirements for successful applicants, and are intended to assist the decision making of 
the Council in funding projects from the Fund, rather than being a prescriptive set of criteria 
that must be met for funding to be allocated. 

 
10. Under the guidelines for this Fund, the Council will consider contributing finance towards 

projects that assist with protection projects associated with areas that are listed in the 
District Plan as a Significant Natural Area (SNA). This includes those areas that have 
indigenous biodiversity or habitat value, but are not currently SNAs.  

 
11. These guidelines are currently undergoing review, and it is anticipated that the new 

guidelines will be in place before the start of the new financial year in July 2021.  
 
12. The new guidelines will align with the proposed Draft National Policy Statement for 

Indigenous Biodiversity (NPSIB) (anticipated to be made operational by April 2021) and its 
implications for private landowners with significant ecosystems or biodiversity on their land. 

 
13. The current Fund guidelines and the Council’s Delegations provide for the Chairman of the 

Environment and Hearings Committee and the Group Manager Environmental Services to 
consider applications for $10,000 or less. Applications over that amount are considered by 
the Environment and Hearings Committee. 

 
14. Projects with resourcing from alternative sources other than the Council are given a greater 

priority for funding. It is expected that all funding applications include non-Council financial 
or resourcing co-funding contributions to the project.  

 
Current Practice 
 
15. In the six months from 1 July to 31 December 2020, the Fund has been used for projects 

that assist in the protection of significant indigenous vegetation and habitats of indigenous 
fauna and/or legal protection of significant habitats through a QEII Trust covenant (Table 1). 

 
1 STDC Significant Natural Areas Fund Guidelines  
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16. These projects have been on a mixture of SNA and non-SNA sites (Table 1). 
 
17. The balance of the SNA Fund is currently $28,382, remaining from the $61,032 allocated to 

the SNA Fund at the start of the 2020/2021 financial year (Table 1).  
 

Table 1: Details of SNA Fund applications from 1 July to 31 December 2020 
 

Applicant Site/Project 
Area 

Date 
Approved Amount Status SNA 

Ngaruahine Glenn Rd 
Weir 18/03/2020 $7,500 

Approved, not 
drawn down, carried 
over from 2019/20 
financial year due to 
delays from COVID-
19 

Non-SNA  
Significant indigenous 
vegetation and 
habitats of indigenous 
fauna 

Marie McColl McColl East 
Bush Block 6/08/2020 $6,150 Approved, Paid 

Non-SNA  
Significant indigenous 
vegetation and 
habitats of indigenous 
fauna 

Taranaki Iwi Tapuinikau Pa 9/09/2020 $4,800 Approved, not 
drawn down 

No, Site of Significance 
to Tangata Whenua 
under Schedule 1b Site 
of the South Taranaki 
District Plan 

Mark Daniels 
The 
Moeawatea 
Bush Block 

9/09/2020 $5,000 Approved, not 
drawn down 

Non-SNA  
Significant indigenous 
vegetation and 
habitats of indigenous 
fauna 

Mark Tuffield Mangapuni 
Bush Block 28/09/2020 $9,200 Approved, not 

drawn down Yes 

Ian 
MacKenzie Bog/Wetland 06/11/2020 $5,000 Withdrawn due to 

landowner illness 

Non-SNA  
Regionally Significant 
Wetland 

 
Legislative Considerations 
 
18. There are no legislative considerations which require addressing with this matter. 
 
 
Whakawhiti Kōrero/Aromātai / Discussion/Evaluation 
 
19. The Fund has been well utilised for the first two quarters of the 2020/21 financial year, with 

over half ($32,650) of the total Fund already allocated to projects. 
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20. It is anticipated that interest and applications for the Fund will continue to grow. As interest 
in biodiversity restoration and protection projects continue to grow amongst the 
communities, landowners then become more aware of the fund availability. 

 
21. The Fund guidelines are currently undergoing review, as they have not been reviewed since 

2009. It is anticipated that the new guidelines will be in place before the start of the new 
financial year in July 2021.  

 
22. The new guidelines will align with the proposed Draft National Policy Statement for 

Indigenous Biodiversity (NPSIB) (anticipated to be made operational by April 2021) and its 
implications for private landowners with significant ecosystems or biodiversity on their land. 

 
 
 
 

 
 
Rebecca Martin 
Kaihautū Toitū te Taiao /  
Environment and Sustainability Manager  
 
 

 
 
 

 
[Seen by] 
Liam Dagg 
Kaiarataki Taiao /  
Group Manager Environmental Services 
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Pūrongo-Whakamārama 
Information Report  

 
 
 

To Environment and Hearings Committee  

From Kaiarataki Taiao / Group Manager Environmental Services, Liam Dagg 

Date 3 February 2021 

Subject Environmental Services Activity Report – November to December 
2020 

(This report shall not be construed as policy until adopted by full Council) 
 
 
Whakarāpopoto Kāhui Kahika / Execu ve Summary 

 
1. This report updates the Environment and Hearings Committee on activities relating to the 

Environmental Services Group (the Group) for the months of November and December 
2020. 

 
2. The Group is comprised of four business units: 
 

 Planning and Development; 
 Quality Assurance; 
 Regulatory Services; and 
 Environment and Sustainability 

 
3. The first part of the report goes through the operational activities for each of the business 

units. The second part of the report provides an update on key projects and programmes. 
 
 

Taunakitanga / Recommenda on   
 
THAT the Environment and Hearings Committee receives the Environmental Services Activity 
Report – November to December 2020. 

 
 
Ratonga Hanga Whare / Building Control Services 
 
4. Below are the statistics for Building Consents. 
 

 November-
December October September

Lodged 98 45 64
Issued 116 30 38
% Issued within statutory timeframe 55% 61% 82%
Inspections carried out for the month 333 187 202
Value of building works lodged $18,845,839 $4,040,679 $7,803,188
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5. Below are the Building Consents lodged by type. 
 

Consents 
lodged by 
type 

Eltham Hāwera Kaponga Manaia Ōpunakē Pātea Waverley TOTAL 

New 
Dwellings 

2 15   2 1  20 

Pole type 
sheds 

2 6   2  2 12 

Garage/ 
Storage 
Sheds 

 5  1 1  2 9 

 
6. The table below provides information on Notices to Fix and Dangerous Building Notices. 

 
 
 
 
 
 

Address Type Issue  
Date 

Review 
Date 

Comment 

130 Bridge 
Street, Eltham 

Dangerous 
Building 
Notice 

20/08/20 03/09/20 Broken window on street 
frontage. Has been boarded up 
by the Council, but the owner 
must repair the window. 

257 Princes Street, 
Hāwera 

Dangerous 
Building 
Notice 

11/08/20 22/09/20 Fire damaged building. Quotes 
for demolition received but 
property has now been sold, 
new owner will be contacted 
after settlement to discuss next 
steps. 

130 High Street, 
Hāwera 

Dangerous 
Building 
Notice 

02/11/20 16/11/20 Engineer assessed building as 
dangerous. Scaffold tunnel 
erected to protect footpath. 
Owner advised building consent 
plans being drawn up now. 

02
46
81012141618202224262830323436384042444648505254565860626466

Eltham Hāwera Kaponga Manaia Ōpunakē Pātea Waverley

Nu
m

be
r o

f c
on

se
nt

s l
od

ge
d

Building Consents lodged by locality

5

Environment and Hearings Committee - Information Report

45



 
3 

 
 

Address Type Issue Date Review 
Date 

Comment 

11 Nelson Street, 
Hāwera 

Dangerous 
Building 
Notice 

25/11/20 21/12/20 Structurally unsound. Owner 
required to provide engineers 
assessment and plan for repair 
or demolish. 

414 Turuturu 
Road, Hāwera 

Notice to Fix 31/03/17 02/10/17 Building work without consent – 
work to comply is ongoing. 

Kaponga Pool, 
3 Grace Avenue, 
Kaponga 

Notice to Fix 28/05/18 31/10/18 Building work without consent – 
Certificate of Acceptance in 
progress. 

61 Camberwell 
Road, Hāwera 

Notice to Fix 11/06/20 31/07/20 Non-compliant building work – 
work to comply ongoing. 

5 Glover Road, 
Hāwera 

Notice to Fix 30/07/20 28/08/20 No current Building Warrant 
of Fitness. Building work 
without consent – work to 
comply is ongoing. 

106 Bridge Street, 
Eltham 

Notice to Fix 20/08/20 03/09/20 Non-compliance with Notice 
to Fix No. 2020/03 – work to 
comply is ongoing. 

115 Waihi Road, 
Hāwera  

Notice to Fix 16/10/20 13/11/20 Non-compliance with Code 
Clause E1. The Building will be 
demolished in January 2021. 

3 Quin Crescent, 
Hāwera  

Notice to Fix 16/10/20 13/11/20 Non-compliance with Code 
Clause E1. 

284 Tai Road, 
Oaonui 

Notice to Fix 19/10/20 16/11/20 Building Work without 
consent. 

25 Tasman Street, 
Ōpunakē  

Notice to Fix 19/10/20 17/11/20 Loose Weatherboards onto 
public footpath. 

61 Wallscourt 
Place, Normanby 

Notice to Fix 06/11/20 04/12/20 Non-compliance with Code 
Clause E1. Iinsufficient means 
to dispose of surface water 
appropriately. 

 
Ratonga Whakamahere Taiao / Planning Services 

 
7. Below are the statistics for Resource Consents. 
 

 
 
 
 

 November- 
December October September 

Lodged 34 17 25 
Granted 30 18 11 
% Granted within statutory timeframe 97% 94% 100% 
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Resource Consents (Land Use and Subdivision) Granted Under Delegated Authority 
is provided in Appendix A. 
 
Abatement notices / Compliance actions 
 
8. The court has provided a nominal date of 9 December 2020 for the reserve decision to be 

delivered on the indigenous vegetation removal prosecution near Stoney Creek. Restorative 
Justice process is scheduled to commence in early 2021.  

 
9. An abatement notice is currently in force for a noncompliant industrial activity on Victoria 

Street, Kaponga. This will be reviewed soon, as the effects that were the subject of the 
notice seem to have been abated.  
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Dog Attacks Rushing/Threatening Roaming

 
Ratonga Wakaature / Regulatory Services 
 
10. Below are the statistics for Customer Service Requests. 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Legal/Enforcement Action 
 
11. The table below provides information on Legal/Enforcement Actions. 

 

Customer Service Requests (CRM’s) November- 
December October September 

 Dog Attacks 11 8 7 
 Rushing/Threatening 10 3 5 
 Roaming 111 73 67 
 Barking 84 73 49 
 Welfare 0 0 0 
 Stock Wandering 41 24 14 
 Abandoned Vehicles 16 11 11 
 Illegal Dumping 4 2 5 

Re-homed dogs 2 0 6 
Parking Infringements issued 255 90 19 

Address Type Issue date Comment 
Pātea Prosecution 22/07/2020 Dog Attack on Sheep – Ongoing 

Kaponga Prosecution 9/11/2020 Dog Attack on Human – Ongoing 
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Rautaki Kaupapa me ngā Hōtaka / Strategic Projects and Programmes 

 
Environment and Sustainability Strategy 

 
12. The Policy and Strategy Committee received the finalised draft Environment and 

Sustainability Strategy (the Strategy) on 30 November, and the Strategy was then tabled at 
the Ordinary Council meeting on 14 December. The Council approved the draft Strategy 
going out for a public consultation process alongside the 2021-2031 Long Term Plan.  

 
13. The Environment and Sustainability Team are now working on planning for implementation 

of the work programmes from 1 July 2021, pending formal approval after the consultation 
process has been completed. 

 
Upcoming workshop with Ministry for the Environment (MfE) on development of a local climate 
change risk assessment framework for South Taranaki 
 
14. The Environment and Sustainability Team will be attending a series of workshops over the 

coming six months with the MfE. The workshops will cover how to implement and develop 
a comprehensive local climate change risk assessment framework for South Taranaki. 

 
Reducing Kerbside Recycling Contamination – letter campaign to start by end of January 2021 
 
15. The Council collects kerbside recycling from over 8,000 households in South Taranaki. 

Contamination rates for kerbside recycling across the Taranaki region are very high. In the 
2019/20 fiscal year, 24.6% of the kerbside recycling collection sent to the Colson Road 
Materials Recovery Facility was rejected due to contamination. Rejected recycling loads are 
sent to landfill.  

 
16. EnviroWaste employs a Bin Auditor (the Auditor) who audits a sampling of residential 

kerbside recycling bins each week. The Auditor splits their time between South Taranaki, 
Stratford and New Plymouth. The Auditor reviews approximately 200-300 residential 
recycling bins in South Taranaki each week.  

 
17. The Auditor gives bins with contaminated recycling either a red tag (high contamination) or 

an amber tag (moderate contamination). These tags include notes describing the source of 
contamination. Bins with red tags are not collected that week. The Auditor sends a 
contamination report to Council after each audit.  

 
18. During February 2021, the Environment and Sustainability Team will begin sending out 

letters to residents who receive red tags from the Auditor. The letters will explain that if a 
bin receives four red tags within six months, their recycling collection service will be 
suspended. To have the service reinstated, the resident will need to contact the Council’s 
Environment and Sustainability Officer to discuss recycling standards.  

 
19. The efficacy of this recycling contamination effort will be evaluated on a regular basis.  
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Emergency Management 
 
20. The Council’s Pandemic Response Team are undertaking continual reviews of our plans and 

protocols in case of a possible resurgence of COVID-19. This was due to the new more 
infectious overseas strains being detected within the New Zealand Managed Isolation 
Quarantine Facilities. 

 
21. It is anticipated that a coordinated regional approach to working with Iwi and marae for 

Emergency Management Preparedness will be undertaken this year, as the work planned 
for 2020 was not possible due to the COVID-19 pandemic. This will involve working in 
partnership with the Council, the Taranaki Emergency Management Office (TEMO) and Fire 
and Emergency NZ (FENZ). Information and assistance will be given to iwi and marae to help 
develop Emergency Management Plans, training and auditing infrastructure safety (FENZ).  

 
22. The Council continues to develop the response capability within council and staff are 

working with TEMO to deliver a comprehensive training programme to staff and community 
volunteers throughout the year. 

 
Parihaka 
 
23. The Group Manager Environmental Services is working with a cross Council team to assist 

Parihaka with two of their major infrastructural projects coming up in the near future: the 
Parihaka Visitor Centre and the 30 Year Parihaka Papakāinga Infrastructure Plan. 

 
24. The Council and Parihaka staff have set up a series of regular hui to ensure that both 

organisations are working together to prepare for the upcoming work in terms of planning 
and consents, and to offer support and advice to Parihaka staff where appropriate, on 
matters like the long term environmental sustainability of their projects, procurement best 
practice and the legal/regulatory issues that will be encountered as the projects proceed. 

 
Digital Transformation 
 
25. The ‘simpli’ building consent online portal went live on Thursday 10 December 2020 and so 

far 100% of building consent applications received have been via the portal, which indicates 
rapid uptake by the community. The backlog of hard copy applications has been cleared and 
the Council are now processing the first applications entirely electronically. The transition 
has been smoother than anticipated and any issues raised are being resolved quickly with 
no interruption to our service.  

 
District Plan Appeal 
 
26. The District Plan is fully operative at 22 January 2021. The website and council libraries are 

being supplied with soft and hard copy versions of the legal document and map set.  
 

 
 
 
Liam Dagg   
Kaiarataki Taiao / Group Manager Environmental Services 
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APPENDIX A 
 
Resource Consents (Land Use and Subdivision) Granted Under Delegated Authority 
 
The following is a list of all Resource Consents (land use and subdivisions) for Permitted, 
Controlled, Limited Discretionary, Discretionary and Non-Complying Activities considered under 
delegated authority from 1 November 2020 to 31 December 2020. 

 
Application No. Name Location Proposal Days Notified 

Subdivision - Controlled 
RMS20088 Clive Porter 73 Wilson Street, Hāwera  2 lot residential 

subdivision 
14 N 

RMS20092 BML Farms 
Limited 

6978 South Road (SH45), 
Puniho 

5 lot rural subdivision 16 N 

RMS20096 Thomas and 
Courtney Werder 

15 Foreman Road, Pātea 2 lot rural subdivision 8 N 

Subdivision - Discretionary 
RMS20065 Nichoshanks 

Investments 
Limited 

Manaia Road, Manaia 4 lot rural subdivision 18 N 

RMS20066 Cariad Brynglass 
Limited 

411 Ketemarae Road, 
Normanby 

3 lot rural subdivision - 
staged 

28 N 

RMS20076 Pentelow Trusts 
Farming 
Partnership 

Upper Kina Road, Oaonui 2 lot rural subdivision 19 N 

RMS20077 Gemini Land 
Company Limited 

376 Manaia Road, Manaia 3 lot rural subdivision 17 N 

RMS20080 Cerise and 
Timothy Lawn 

77 Longfellow Road, 
Ōpunakē  

9 lot residential 
subdivision 

19 N 

RMS20081 Jennifer Hughes 557 Rama Road, Manaia 2 lot rural subdivision 18 N 

RMS20082 Adrian and Leonie 
Hofmans 

Upper Stuart Road, 
Eltham 

2 lot rural subdivision 13 N 

RMS20084 Parry Holdings 
Limited 

103 Manaia Road, Manaia Change of conditions: 
1, 6 and 7 - RMS19021 

20 N 

RMS20085 Linda Bishop and 
Gary Gilmor 

54 Allison Street, 
Ōpunakē  

2 lot residential 
subdivision 

19 N 

RMS20086 Richard Brewer 88 Makowhai Road, 
Hāwera  

Section 348 Right-of-
Way 

6 N 

RMS20089 Craig Stevenson 38 B Tawhiti Road, 
Hāwera  

2 lot residential 
subdivision - boundary 
adjustment 

19 N 

RMS20090 Grant Anderson 210 Glover Road, Hāwera  5 lot subdivision in the 
deferred residential 
zone 

31 N 
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Land Use - Deemed permitted 
RML20093 David Blakemore 48 Gloag Street, Waverley Yard dispensation 

for proposed single 
garage (deemed 
permitted activity) 

1 N 

RML20094 Patihona Cook 288 Denby Road, Hāwera  Yard dispensation 
for proposed new 
dwelling (deemed 
permitted activity) 

7 N 

RML20095 Lauren and Tui 
Prestidge 

12 B Kingsford-Smith 
Drive, Hāwera  

Yard dispensation 
for proposed 
extension to 
existing dwelling 
(deemed permitted 
activity) 

9 N 

RML20098 Mark Joblin & 
Ruby Barry 

15 Nikau Place, Hāwera  Yard dispensation 
for proposed new 
garage (deemed 
permitted activity) 

4 N 

Land Use - Restricted Discretionary 
RML20043 Heather and John 

Urquhart 
56 County Drive, Hāwera  Yard dispensation 

for proposed new 
dwelling 

43 Y 

RML20070 BS and JL Johnson 
Trustee Limited 

40 Cameron Street, 
Hāwera  

Yard dispensation 
for proposed new 
dwelling 

35 N 

RML20083 Erin Street 
Developments 
Limited 

26 B Caledonia Street, 
Hāwera  

Proposed new 
dwelling 

16 N 

RML20089 Michael and Te 
Aorangi Dillon 

37 Mawhitiwhiti Road, 
Normanby 

Yard dispensation 
for proposed new 
dwelling 

10 N 

RML20090 Melanie Corbett 14 London Street, Eltham Proposed 
commercial activity 
in the residential 
zone 

13 N 

RML20091 Shaun and 
Geraldine Fowlie 

84 Ararata Road, Ararata Yard dispensation 
for proposed new 
garage 

9 N 

RML20096 Katrina Nicholas 10 Whiting Street, Eltham Yard dispensation 
for proposed new 
shed 

5 N 
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Land Use – Discretionary 
RML20057 Co-Mac Group 

Limited 
313 Waihi Road, Hāwera  Proposed Industrial 

Activity in the 
Commercial Zone 

13 N 

RML20075 Todd Petroleum 
Mining Company 
Limited 

83 Lower Duthie Road, 
Mangatoki 

Proposed new well 44 N 

RML20084 Tasman North 
Limited 

139 High Street, Hāwera  Proposed car sales 
yard extension 

18 N 
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6. Resolution to Exclude the Public 
 

THAT the public be excluded from the following parts of the proceedings of this meeting, 
namely: 

 
The general subject of each matter to be considered while the public is excluded, the reason for 
passing this resolution in relation to each matter, and the specific grounds under section 48(1) of 
the Local Government Official Information and Meetings Act 1987 for the passing of this 
resolution are as follows: 
 

General subject of each 
matter to be considered 

Reason for passing this 
resolution in relation 
to each matter 

Ground(s) under section 48(1) for 
the passing of this resolution 

 
1. Confirmation of 

Minutes – 
Extraordinary 
Environment and 
Hearings Committee 
14 December 2020 

To enable the 
Committee to: 

That the exclusion of the public from 
the whole or the relevant part of the 
proceedings of the meeting is 
necessary to enable the 
Council/Committee to deliberate in 
private on its decision or 
recommendation in any 
proceedings where: 
ii) the local authority is required, by 
any enactment, to make a 
recommendation in respect of the 
matter that is the subject of those 
proceedings. 
Use (i) for the RMA hearings and (ii) 
for hearings under LGA such as 
objections to Development 
contributions or hearings under the 
Dog Control Act. 
s. 48(1)(d) 
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