Rārangi take o te Komiti
Taiao me ngā Whakawā

Environment and Hearings
Committee Agenda
Wednesday 1 September 2021, 4pm
This meeting will be held via video conferencing and the
recording will be made available on the South Taranaki District
Council’s website following the conclusion of the meeting.
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The primary role of the Environment and Hearings Commi�ee is to oversee the Council’s obliga�ons under the Resource
Management Act 1991. It also oversees a number of the Council’s environment and regulatory ac�vi�es. The commi�ee
comprises ﬁve Councillors.
The Commi�ee is delegated the following decision making powers:
• To hear all resource consent applica�ons with the power to make a ﬁnal decision;
• To hear all Building Act dispensa�on applica�ons with the power to make a ﬁnal decision;
• To consider all ma�ers of an environmental and regulatory nature rela�ng to the Resource Management Act, Building
Act, Health Act, Fencing of Swimming Pools Act, Dog Control Act and to make recommenda�ons to the Council;
• To receive reports on all ma�ers approved under delegated authority by the Chairperson or Deputy Chairperson
together with the Group Manager Environmental and those func�ons delegated to staﬀ;
• Hear objec�ons to menacing dog classiﬁca�ons and either uphold or rescind the classiﬁca�on (as per the Dog Control
Act).
• To consider and make recommenda�ons to the Council on environmental policy ma�ers rela�ng to the Resource
Management Act and the District Plan;
• To hear all plan changes and make recommenda�ons to the Council;
• Non-no�ﬁed applica�ons will be referred to the Environment and Hearings Commi�ee for considera�on in the following
circumstances:
• Where the Group Manager Environmental believes that there are poten�al community eﬀects and/or policy
implica�ons in respect of the District Plan, and no other applica�ons of this nature have been dealt with before by the
Council to determine precedent;
• Appeals rela�ng to consent condi�ons approved under delegated authority; and
• Applica�ons for retrospec�ve ac�vi�es.
That aside, the Commi�ee is only able to make recommenda�ons to the full Council for it to consider and make a decision
on.
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Matakore
Apologies

1.

Matakore / Apologies

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.
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2

Whakatakoto Kaupapa Whānui, Whakaaturanga hoki

Open Forum and Presentations

2.

Whakatakoto Kaupapa Whānui, Whakaaturanga hoki / Open Forum and
Presentations

The Committee 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 5 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.
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Ngā Menīti Komiti
Committee Minutes

3

To

Environment and Hearings Committee

Date

1 September 2021

Subject

Extraordinary Environment and Hearings Committee – 30 June 2021
(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 30 June 2021. The Environment and
Hearings Committee is being asked to confirm their extraordinary minutes from 30 June
2021 as a true and correct record.

Taunakitanga / Recommenda on
THAT the Environment and Hearings Committee confirms the extraordinary minutes regarding the
Land Use Consent from their meeting held on 30 June 2021 as a true and correct record.

1

6

Environment and Hearings Committee - Confirmation of Minutes

Menīti
Minutes
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Ngā Menīti take o te Komiti Taiao me ngā Whakawā
Extraordinary Environment and Hearings Committee
Council Chamber, Albion Street, Hāwera on Wednesday 30 June 2021 at 4.00 pm

Kanohi Kitea / Present:

Ngā Taenga-Ā-Tinana /
In Attendance:

Matakore / Apologies:

1.

Deputy Mayor Robert Northcott, Councillors Andy Beccard
(Chairperson), Aarun Langton, Steffy Mackay, Diana Reid and Bonita
Bigham (Iwi Representative).
Mayor Phil Nixon, Liam Dagg (Group Manager Environmental
Services), Maria Hokopaura (Planner), Helen Johnson (Consultant
Planner), Connor Marner (Planning Team Leader), Dhruva Suresh
(Development Engineer), Ethan Taswell (Environmental Planner), Sara
Dymond (Senior Governance Officer) and ten members of the public.
Nil.

Whakaaetanga Rawa Taiao / Resource Consent
1.1

Land Use Consent Report

Ms Marner explained that the Committee were looking at a subdivision application within
the township zone. The application was seeking lot sizes beneath the minimum set by the
District Plan. The application as a result was limited notified and set to be heard by the
Committee. The potential policy change that might result in any decision was another
reason the application was being presented to the Committee. Ms Johnson was introduced
as the processing planner that would provide a summary of the application and Mr Dhruva
Suresh as the Council’s Development Engineer.
Applicant - Johnny Neil
Agent - Andrea Rowe
The township zone was of mixed use with many different land use activities that ensured
ongoing viability allowed for in the District Plan. This subdivision provided an opportunity
to build four new residential homes in an area that was well suited to the environment. The
objectives and policies of the District Plan sought to provide for a mix of uses and the
proposal would provide for the community, social, economic and cultural well being by
making land available for development.
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Matters for consideration were that the lot sizes were consistent with the adjoining
properties. Two of the three submitters had properties that were well less than the
minimum lot size requirements.
By right, the owner could construct three dwellings, including a dwelling on Lot 1, provided
it was in a complying location. These dwellings could be two storeys of 8 m in height and
not require landscaping. The applicant intended to construct modern, small, mono-pitched
dwellings that would be visually and aesthetically pleasing to adjoining properties.
Protecting the mountain view had been a priority for Mr Neil’s development.
The applicant’s desire was to encourage more development that made best use of the
natural environment and create homes that allowed for innovative amenities. There had
been multiple discussions with the Council’s Development Control Engineer about meeting
requirements and it was expected that the Council would provide a condition to address
the appropriate servicing and demonstrate compliance could be met, for example a water
upgrade.
The Committee were drawn to possible conditions of consent, the applicant was content to
meet all of the relevant conditions, however sought clarification on condition 18(d) which
detailed landscaping of the boundaries of the property for a depth of 1 m. It was noted that
trees and fencing could provide this however it did not need to be a complete screening or
softening of the entire boundary as there was no other permitted performance standard in
the District Plan that required landscaping of the entire boundary.
Allen Juffermans (JSL Surveyors)
Mr Juffermans presented evidence from a practicality point of view as a surveyor. He
expressed his concern regarding the recommendation to decline the proposal because it
did not fit the character of the area and questioned what character was being protected.
He believed there was an opportunity to improve small townships, however this could not
be achieved if the rules were too strict. He understood that a multi-unit high density
housing development would not be suitable in a township however he considered a quarter
acre plus section in these areas would be considered a suitable development.
Mr Juffermans queried the concerns regarding insufficient capacity in the water supply to
supply the proposed Lots, given that the supply had previously catered for a factory, school
and shops that were no longer using the supply. He considered that the Ōkaiawa township
had the potential to be a service town to support factories, industries and businesses in the
wider area. The proposal would make use of an existing township and resources to
sustainably support housing for those employment opportunities, without affecting the
productive rural land.
In terms of water reticulation and residential use Deputy Mayor Northcott sought
clarification on whether the applicant would be happy for these conditions to be set on the
application if consent was granted. Mrs Rowe explained that the applicant was content to
undertake this. The submissions also sought that the dwellings be single storeyed and 4,000
m2 was the preferred lot size. She considered that in this instance the 4,000 m2 gave rise for
the potential for stocking requirements whereby a smaller residential section would be
closer to a quarter acre section.
Ms Bigham queried whether consideration had been given to a lesser number of allotments
rather than four, as intensification of traffic was raised as an issue by the submitters. Mrs
Rowe advised that consideration had been given to a lesser number of allotments, however
135
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with the cost of upgrading the water reticulation, the costs would likely outweigh the benefits
to the applicant. The allotments were evenly spaced to align with the residence across the road.
She added that while Manu Road was small and residential in nature some of the permitted
activities could generate greater traffic affects compared with normal residential activities.

Consultant Planner - Helen Johnson
Ms Johnson sought clarification regarding the applicant taking on the total cost of upgrading
infrastructure pipe capacity in that locality to enable the subdivision to occur. Mrs Rowe
explained that discussions with the Councils’ Development Engineer was about ensuring
the capacity could cope with the proposed subdivision not an upgrade on the overall intent
for everyone on Manu Road. However, as Mr Juffermans pointed out there had been a
decline in activities and queried the capacity of water that was already available. As a right
the applicant could build two dwelling units on a 4,000 m2 section however at present there
was a dwelling and a minor dwelling unit. Mrs Rowe queried the capacity for water supply
available for existing permitted activities. Ms Johnson explained that it was not the capacity
but the pipe size within Manu Road that caused the constraint.
Ms Johnson explained that the application was being presented to the Committee at the
request of the submitter and also because it was the first time an application of this type
had been proposed within a township zone. There were a number of policy implications in
this application. She considered the main matters for consideration were if the proposed
subdivision would be consistent with the character and amenity of the Ōkaiawa township
and the desired outcomes. As noted by the agent they did make a submission to the District
Plan that the 4,000 m2 be reduced. The Committee who heard that declined it on the basis
that an application would be a discretionary activity and considered on its merits.
Throughout the report the relevant points of the District Plan were considered and lead to
the recommendation that this application be declined. This was based on the lot size,
servicing issues and that the subdivision would occur within the township zone allowing for
mixed activities. This raised questions about whether it was appropriate for constraints to
be placed on what should be undertaken on the property.
In response to the query around whether there were similar developments in the Ōkaiawa
township Ms Johnson responded that the illustration provided in appendix 2 showed these.
Submitter – Mr Colin and Mrs Glenice Radford
Mrs Radford had no issue with residential use given the shortage of residential properties.
She considered that the township needed new people to support what Ōkaiawa had such
as the hotel, tennis club and would not like to see the township disappear.
Submitter – Ms Alenka Nash
Ms Nash explained that the reason she chose to live in Ōkaiawa was the rural character in
a township. She was concerned that the proposal would result in seven houses in a row
which was more than anywhere else in the township and would create a different look to
Ōkaiawa. Another main concern was the impact on the road given the narrow carriageway
and lack of a footpath, particularly given its use by non-vehicular traffic and for occasional
use of rural activities. She also noted that it would affect post boxes and the placement of
wheely bins.
In terms of the reasoning for the post boxes to be located on the opposite side, from Ms
Nash understood this was for the purpose of the rural post-delivery. In response to whether
Ms Nash would be supportive of the post boxes to be relocated on the other side of the
road she did not have an issue with this.
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Regarding the narrow carriageway Councillor Mackay queried whether Ms Nash had
witnessed incidents where people and vehicles were both on the road and what courtesy
was taken. Ms Nash confirmed this and used Saturdays when rugby was on as an example
and explained that it was busy with locals walking down the road and generally people
moved off the road. In the middle of winter there was an issue with trucks parking on the
side and becoming stuck.
Councillor Reid queried what Ms Nash’s water pressure was like at her property. Ms Nash
explained that she had noticed during peak times approximately between five and seven
there was a considerable drop in pressure however generally it was okay.
Submitter – Mr Larry Vickers
Mr Vickers referred to the planner’s report relating to services and sought clarification
around the services provided to Ōkaiawa. Ms Johnson explained that the township zones
were not serviced by sewer however two townships were serviced by water, and these were
Rahōtu and Ōkaiawa.
In terms of roading Mr Vickers believed that consideration had not been given to the
widening of the carriage way, the installation of a footpath or vehicles becoming stuck on
the roadsides. He considered that based on his recent counts, that vehicle movements were
easily in excess of 30 per day. He noted the considerable drop in the road towards the hedge
which if driveways were installed would create humps making it difficult for vehicles to pass
each other. Deputy Mayor Northcott queried if there was a performance standard for a
crossing to ensure this did not occur which Mr Suresh confirmed.
Councillor Reid sought Mr Vickers’ opinion on whether a speed reduction to 50km/h would
alleviate some of the issues. Mr Vickers responded no, however noted that during the busy
sports’ season a speed reduction would reduce the speed of vehicles.

Applicants right of reply – Andrea Rowe
Mrs Rowe considered that some of the issues raised could be done so independently of this
process. It was noted that roading was an issue and that there would be advantages to
widening the road however she did not consider that responsibility to fall completely on
the applicant and believed it was a wider community issue.
Mrs Rowe reiterated that this application did not propose a zone changing, this was about
an activity that was changing the nature. It was also important to note as a right in the
township zone commercial and retail activities could occur. To provide further
understanding the District Plan allowed for mixed use within the township, independent of
residential activities occurring as right on larger lot sections.
Mr Juffermans explained that the infrastructure standard for the South Taranaki District
Council depended on if the road was considered an urban or rural road. The provision for a
footpath was not anticipated by the Council’s standards until the development was
considerably larger than what was being proposed. Due to this being a shared carriage way
the operating speed was reduced to lower than 30km. The shared space environment
reduced the speed and increased the amenity to reflect the neighbourhood.
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In terms of the water supply Mr Juffermans commented that this would require engineering
calculations and design however considered that if a 63 mm pipe was installed from the end
of the northern side of the 32 mm rider main to the 100 mm main in Tito Road, the required
flows could be achieved and the overall level improved. This would be a beneficial condition
to include for approval and would not be outside of what an applicant would expect in a
subdivision approval.
Regarding the section sizes and rural amenity Councillor Beccard queried whether a lessor
number of allotments for the betterment of the rural amenity was an option. Mrs Rowe
appreciated what was being said about the rural amenity however reiterated that this was
zoned township and enabled for residential and mixed use. It was not anticipating that rural
was the predominate feature because the wider context was zoned rural outside of the
township.
The meeting was adjourned at 4.52 pm and reconvened at 4.55 pm.

2.

Nga Tōkeketanga kia noho tῡmatanui kore / Resolution to Exclude the
Public
RESOLUTION

50/21 EH

(Deputy Mayor Northcott/Cr Mackay)

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
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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)

CARRIED

4.

Tuwhera anō te Hui / Resume to Open Meeting
RESOLUTION

52/21 EH

(Deputy Mayor Northcott/Ms Bigham)

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 5.50 pm.
Dated this

day of

2021.

………………………………………….
CHAIRPERSON
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Ngā Menīti Komiti
Committee Minutes
To

Environment and Hearings Committee

Date

1 September 2021

Subject

Environment and Hearings Committee – 21 July 2021

3

(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 21 July 2021. The Environment and
Hearings Committee is being asked to confirm their minutes from 21 July 2021 as a true and
correct record.

Taunakitanga / Recommenda on
THAT the Environment and Hearings Committee confirms the minutes from their meeting held on
21 July 2021 as a true and correct record.

1
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Menīti
Minutes

3

Ngā Menīti take o te Komiti Taiao me ngā Whakawā
Environment and Hearings Committee
Council Chamber, Albion Street, Hāwera on Wednesday 21 July 2021 at 4.00 pm

Kanohi Kitea / Present:

Ngā Taenga-Ā-Tinana /
In Attendance:
Matakore / Apologies:

1.

Deputy Mayor Robert Northcott, Councillors Andy Beccard
(Chairperson), Steffy Mackay, Diana Reid, Aarun Langton and Bonita
Bigham via MS Teams (Iwi Representative).
Liam Dagg (Group Manager Environmental Services) and Sara Dymond
(Senior Governance Officer).
Nil.

Whakaae i Ngā Mēniti / Confirmation of Minutes
1.1

Environment and Hearings Committee on 9 June 2021

Mr Dagg commented that at the Council meeting there was discussion around BTW
presenting in open forum and that it may not be the appropriate mechanism for this. Senior
staff would work with the Committee around the best use of open forum and to find the
appropriate mechanism to achieve the desired outcome.
RESOLUTION
53/21 EH

(Cr Reid/Cr Langton)

THAT the Environment and Hearings Committee confirms the minutes from the meeting
held on 9 June 2021 as a true and correct record.
CARRIED

2.

Pūrongo / Report
2.1

Resource Consent Application – RML21001

The Environment and Hearings Committee deferred making a decision on the application
until the applicants had provided further information to allow for proper consideration of
the proposal. The further information requested was a detailed and scaled site plan that
properly depicted the proposed location of the garage. The applicants provided a more
detailed and scaled plan of the proposed garage to enable the Committee to make a final
decision on resource consent RML21001. The Committee would deliberate in public
excluded.
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3.

3

Pūrongo-Whakamārama / Information Report
3.1

Significant Natural Areas Fund End of Year Report

The report provided the Environment and Hearings Committee an end of year activity
summary for the Significant Natural Areas Fund for the period from 1 July 2020 to 30 June
2021.
It was noted that the current Fund guidelines and the Council’s delegations provided for
the Chairman of the Committee and the Group Manager Environmental Services was to
consider applications for $10,000 or less. Applications over that amount would be
considered by the Committee. The Taranaki Kiwi Trust was presented and signed off by the
Committee as one of the larger requests.
Mr Dagg noted that as part of the review of the Council’s Community Funding Policy the
Significant Natural Areas Fund would be renamed to the Natural Environments Fund as of
1 July 2021. Although separate to the Community Initiatives Fund the same model had been
applied to alleviate the issues around conflict of interests and ensuring people were aware
of the Fund.
Ms Bigham was concerned that applications might be impacted by the recent press around
Significant Natural Areas. She queried whether the Council’s Communications Team could
make a press release highlighting the good news that the Fund was entirely used by the
community and the significant impacts it had on our local environment despite what was
happening in other areas of the country.
There was a discussion around the Natural Environments Fund and the timeframes in which
the Fund would be open. This would be communicated to the Committee.
RESOLUTION
54/21 EH

(Cr Mackay/Deputy Mayor Northcott)

THAT the Environment and Hearings Committee receives the Significant Natural Areas
Fund end of year activity report for 2021/21.
CARRIED
3.2

Environmental Services Activity Report – May 2021

The report updated the Environment and Hearings Committee on activities relating to the
Environmental Services Group for the month of May 2021.
Mr Dagg highlighted that the building consent numbers remained high and statutory
compliance was still a work in progress. The Council had engaged two external contractors
and a new fixed term contract who would focus on processing. He was concerned with the
consistently high numbers being experienced with roaming dogs. Conversations continued
around what additional resources were required and how this would be deployed.
Prosecution and additional compliances formed part of this. He noted that now the
Environment and Sustainability Strategy had been adopted the Environment and
Sustainability Team would move forward in the direction of implementing Waste
Minimisation, commercial composting business cases and emission audits. In response to
the request for an update on the sentencing for the indigenous vegetation removal near
Stoney Creek, Mr Dagg explained that this took place on 16 July 2021.
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The judge had reserved her decision and the Council were expecting confirmation towards
the end of this week.
It was noted that the Pātea Cool Stores needed to be added to the notice to fix table. There
was a discussion around the Pātea Hospital, Mr Dagg explained that from his understanding
there was a dangerous building notice in place on the former Pātea Hospital and the current
hoardings put around the structure was deemed sufficient.
In terms of the process for properties that had been issued a notice to fix, Mr Dagg
explained that the Council were systematically working through the schedule and enforcing
these.
In relation to the Pātea Cool Stores Councillor Reid queried if the rubbish had been removed
as she was concerned that it was hazardous and toxic. Mr Dagg explained that the difficulty
was making the site inaccessible. With the recent conversations at a Community Board level
for a memorial for the meat works down Portland Quay, the activity on the opposite side
with Waka Ama and the potential lookout for the windmills there was becoming a coherent
joint approach to these proposed projects.
In relation to the one billion trees Councillor Langton had retired three hectares of wetlands
to enable 2,000 trees to be planted however the trees were still waiting to be planted. He
wondered how many trees would die before they were planted. Mr Dagg would raise this
with the Environment and Sustainability Manager.
RESOLUTION
55/21 EH

(Cr Reid/Cr Langford)

THAT the Environment and Hearings Committee receives the Environmental Services
Activity Report – May 2021.
CARRIED

4.

Nga Tōkeketanga kia noho tῡmatanui kore / Resolution to Exclude the
Public
RESOLUTION

56/21 EH

(Cr Langton/Cr Mackay)

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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3
General subject of each matter
to be considered

1. Confirmation of Minutes –
Environment and Hearings
Committee 9 June 2021.

Reason for
passing this
resolution in
relation to each
To Enable the
Committee to.

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

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)
CARRIED

5.

Tuwhera anō te Hui / Resume to Open Meeting
RESOLUTION

58/21 EH

(Deputy Mayor Northcott/Cr Mackay)

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

The meeting concluded at 4.46 pm.
Dated this

day of

2021.

………………………………………….
CHAIRPERSON
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Ngā Menīti Komiti
Committee Minutes
To

Environment and Hearings Committee

Date

1 September 2021

Subject

Extraordinary Environment and Hearings Committee – 26 July 2021

3

(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 26 July 2021. The Environment and
Hearings Committee is being asked to confirm their extraordinary minutes from 26 July 2021
as a true and correct record.

Taunakitanga / Recommenda on
THAT the Environment and Hearings Committee confirms the extraordinary minutes regarding the
Subdivision and Land Use Consent from their meeting held on 26 July 2021 as a true and correct
record.

1
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Menīti
Minutes

3

Ngā Menīti take o te Komiti Taiao me ngā Whakawā
Extraordinary Environment and Hearings Committee
Council Chamber, Albion Street, Hāwera on Monday 26 July 2021 at 4.00 pm

Kanohi Kitea / Present:

Ngā Taenga-Ā-Tinana /
In Attendance:

Matakore / Apologies:

1.

Deputy Mayor Robert Northcott, Councillors Andy Beccard
(Chairperson), Aarun Langton, Steffy Mackay, Diana Reid and Bonita
Bigham (Iwi Representative).
Giles Boundy (GMD Consultants), Liam Dagg (Group Manager
Environmental Services), Connor Marner (Planning Team Leader), Sara
Dymond (Senior Governance Officer), Dhruva Suresh (Development
Engineer), Ethan Taswell (Environmental Planner), and three members
of the public.
Nil.

Whakaaetanga Rawa Taiao / Resource Consent
1.1

Subdivision and Land Use Consent – 435 Manawapou Road, Hāwera

Mr Boundy explained that the proposal was to subdivide the property into two lots, Lot 1
was 4,000 m2 and Lot 2 contained the balance of 6.33 ha. The site was generally flat in
topography however sloped towards the railway line at the north. The property was located
on the northern side of Manawapou Road, South of Hāwera. Contained within Lot 2 was
the shed towards the centre of the lot and within proposed Lot 1 was a primary dwelling
and a tiny house of which retrospective consent was sought. Landscaping separated the
dwellings and each had separate access to Manawapou Road. Notably in the immediate
surroundings Whareroa Dairy Factory (Fonterra) was located 800 m to the west and their
farms were immediately west to the site, otherwise the surrounding properties were also
rural in character.
The Fonterra evidence from Ms Fowler and Ms Buckley showed the location of the proposal
in relation to Fonterra and land homes. The northern boundary was the New Plymouth to
Marton railway and the eastern boundary was typically rural dairy and pastural farming,
again consistent with the wider rural zone surrounding the site. He concluded in his report
that the overall character of the area was predominantly rural with a notable back drop of
rural/industrial land.
The overall status of the application was discretionary activity as the proposed subdivision
did not meet the performance standards given the proposal introduced a balance lot of
under 20 ha. The tiny house on Lot 2 would not comply with the required 10 m setback
from the western shared boundary with Lot 1.
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A retrospective restricted discretionary activity was sought to allow for two dwellings on
the site under 20 ha being for the tiny dwelling. Permitted activity rule 3.2.1 allowed for
only one dwelling on sites less than 20 ha. The possibility of separating or unbundling the
consent was offered as an option for consideration should the applicant wish to pursue it.
He considered that the Committee could look at the land use component favourably given
the limited adverse effect to the rural character and amenity associated with the tiny
dwelling.
The application was publicly notified on 29 March 2021, six submissions were received, one
in support, two neutral and three in opposition. Since the closing of submissions Fire and
Emergency NZ (FENZ) had tabled a letter supporting the draft conditions, however he noted
that they did not address the key matters with regard to rural character and amenity or
rural sensitivity.
In terms of the effects of the proposal there were three key matters for consideration; rural
character and amenity; adverse effects on rural industries and surrounding productive land
uses; and impacts on traffic or servicing. With regard to precedent while it was not an effect
under the Act, he believed it was important this case be considered. Overall, he considered
the proposal would introduce a precedent effect and had the ability to challenge the
integrity of the District Plan.
In regards to the objectives and policies he found the proposal to be contrary to what was
in the District Plan such as those that related to rural character and amenity and to protect
rural production, rural industry and lawfully establish use for rural land. Overall, he found
the evidence from both Ms Buckley and Ms Fowler was supportive of the effects associated
with the proposal and also supported his key conclusions in the recommendation to decline
the consent.
Considering the evidence tabled and the matters addressed in the 42a report his conclusion
remained unchanged and he was of the mind that the Committee should decline consent
to subdivide as bundled for the reason outlined in his report.
Applicant
Andrea Rowe - Agent
Mrs Rowe did not provide any additional evidence to the application and noted that there
were already surmounting costs to the applicant some of which had exceeded their
expectations for this process. The application was for a two lot subdivision that did not
comply with the minimum balance lot requirements, the number of dwelling units for one
allotment under 20 ha was limited to one and the bundled option was what had been
applied for in this instance.
In the Planning Officer’s report it stated that the subdivision was inconsistent with policy
2.1.12, however it was considered in this instance it did not negate to requiring the
potential to inhabit the efficient use and further development of the adjoining
rural/industrial Whareroa plant. There were provisions in the District Plan with a concept
plan that enabled Fonterra to develop within the parameter that had been set along with a
noise notional boundary. The site was 1,100 m from the nearest boundary of the centre of
the manufacturing processing plant and the site was not within the area of the zoning
extension of the rural/industrial zone nor in the noise parameter boundary. Fonterra would
be required to apply for a notified resource consent if they wanted to develop any further
outside that concept plan.
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In terms of what was productive farming land, it was noted that this application did not
comply with the provisions of the subdivision rule, however this was an urban/rural area
and was not standard rural productive farming land which was typical dairy or dry stock
farming or forestry expected in a rural zone. This had been traditionally used for smaller
crop farming which was no longer profitable. The applicant purchased the property on the
grounds that they wished to develop the site with a dwelling.
It was acknowledged that the surrounding rural productive land would continue to be used
in a feasible manner noting that this was one of the first properties outside the Fonterra
owned area of the rural zoned land. The applicants were prepared to have a no complaint
covenant on the title to enable them the opportunity to develop and undertake the
subdivision irrespective. If it was decided that the subdivision did not proceed and it was
then a process of unbundling the application, then this could be raised as a consideration.
The District Plan recognised that rural land was an important resource. It was noted that
there was a 10 m noncompliance with the bulk and location and this could be adjusted to
make the tiny house compliant if necessary. The proposed new dwelling on Lot 2 could also
meet the proposed bulk and location requirements. The key challenge was to provide for
lifestyle opportunities within the rural zone while ensuring that they did not inhabit
productive farming. Mrs Rowe considered that there would be no degradation or
compromise in the character or qualities of the surrounding rural environment as there had
been two dwellings located on this property for many years.
The Planner’s report noted that the proposed subdivision had wider policy implications in
terms of the District Plan, however there had been a significant number of resource
consents granted by the Committee that while had not set precedent and each case could
be deemed separately, there had been a lot of subdivisions granted that were less than
what was being considered.
The applicant was happy to comply with the provisions proposed by Powerco and could
comfortably commit to the condition proposed from FENZ regarding the firefighting water
supply. With regard to Fonterra strongly opposing the subdivision on the basis of residential
activities in close proximately of Fonterra and setting a precedent for other residential
activities to be established within the vicinity of the site and throughout the rural zone. It
was noted that the District Plan did not place any restrictions on residential activities in the
rural zone occurring in close proximately to Fonterra. In 2016 Fonterra sought relief from
the Council to seek that there was a provision for rural/industrial activities in an adjoining
rural/industrial zone, this was not put forward in this District Plan. It was noted that the
rural/industrial zone was set and Fonterra had their own concept plan to enable rural
growth and development and its own noise notional boundary enabling these activities to
occur in a rural zone independently of Fonterra still developing. It was noted that the
applicant would commit to putting forward a covenant that could be agreed as a condition
of the consent under section 108 or by private agreement and be registered on the title of
receipt under section 109 of the RMA.
The distance of over 1,000 m2 from the large scale manufacturing processing activity to the
property was sufficient and there would be appropriate acoustic mitigation measures for
any new dwellings constructed. The voluntary covenant would therefore be a sufficient
means to ensure reverse sensitivity issues were dealt with accordingly. The matters raised
by Fonterra in respect to noise noted that the property was outside the notional noise area.
The District Plan noted that any further work outside the concept plan required a resource
consent for Fonterra.
155

21

3

Environment and Hearings Committee - Confirmation of Minutes

3
Allen Juffermans
The proposal complied with the District Plan as a discretionary activity however did not
comply with the minimum balance lot of under 20 ha. Instead had a balance of 6 ha which
was appropriate for the land use and did not affect the productivity of the remaining land.
This was not the usual residential subdivision.
The submission from Fonterra talked about the manufacturing and processing activities and
essentially it was not about the boundary of the property but the plant. The distance from
the centre of the driveway to the plant was over 1,000 m2 which was a significant distance.
In consideration of Fonterra’s submission to the District Plan, the applicant volunteered a
condition which would be enforceable through a consent notice, that any dwelling in
accordance with Fonterra’s submission to the District Plan on noise sensitivity factor had
insulation that supressed that noise.
Darryl Hurley
The intention when the property was purchased was to build a new house not to turn it
into multiple lots. From the beginning it was about the possibility of demolishing the house
and putting a new house on or to subdivide. He was happy to work with Council staff to
ensure that any requirements were met during the building consent process. He noted that
there would be no further subdivision on that property.
In terms of the covenant, Mrs Rowe confirmed that a covenant was transferable if the
property was sold in the future. It was advised that the covenant would be a restriction in
favour of Fonterra of the land. If the landowner wanted to amend the covenant conditions,
then this could only occur with the consent of Fonterra. The consent notice would be
registered under the Resource Management Act (RMA) which was registered on the title
however was enforceable by the Council. The condition relating to the insulation of the
house and no further subdivisions was a consent notice and the no complaint covenant was
a private agreement between Fonterra and the property owner.
In response to the query around what the land was currently used for, Mr Hurley explained
that it was previously used for grain, however now it had been put back into grass for sileage
and grazing.
Submitters
Daniel Minhinnick – Legal counsel for Fonterra Limited
Fonterra strongly opposed the subdivision component and it was this that was focussed on.
In the applicant’s presentation there were comments made about the risk of setting a
precedent for other residential activities located in rural zone. The subdivision rules were
clear within the rural zone and this did not comply with the subdivision controls and those
rules were intended to limit residential activity within the rural zone. This was not only an
issue in the immediate context of Whareroa but more broadly in the rural zone.
The point made in the submissions was that residential activities by their nature were
sensitive to and fundamentally incompatible with the large scale industrial activity at
Whareroa.
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A key focus for Fonterra was reverse sensitivity and there was an equal focus on the
precedent issue and the impact on the integrity of the District Plan. The two issues went
hand in hand due to the precedent effect and the potential undermining of the integrity of
the District Plan that risks the reverse sensitivity effects not being restricted to just this
proposal but a far broader issue across the District.
It was a newly operative District Plan and they were central to the operation of the resource
management system. A key purpose of the District Plan was to manage incompatible land
uses and the potential tensions that could arise. The importance of the District Plan had
been emphasised through the history of the RMA. Fonterra urged the Committee to uphold
its District Plan and the integrity of that Plan rather than undermining it through
inappropriate development. Fonterra’s focus was through the District Plan making process
and ensuring that the various controls, objective policy framework and subdivision control
was set in a way that provided certainty for Fonterra. It was the large investment items as
far as the asset value that Fonterra was dealing with and there was significant comfort
needed for the investment decisions it makes across the country.
In relation to the tiny house the Committee were asked to carefully consider the proposal,
however noted that Fonterra acknowledged the unique factorial situation and potential of
existing use rights and this component Fonterra did not oppose. It was Fonterra’s
preference for the proposal to be unbundled so that the tiny house proposal could be
considered separately. In relation to the decision making framework he disagreed with the
comment that the proposal complied with the District Plan. The District Plan had clear
requirements which had not been met and because it was a not a noncomplying activity did
not mean it complied with the District Plan.
With regard to reverse sensitivity he drew attention to the point that it was not solely about
the effect itself but also about the perception of an effect and this was important regarding
the comment made by the applicant about where the noise contour was in relation to
Fonterra’s site. The noise contours were set on the basis of a bell curve and the same level
of noise could result in different reactions as far as whether it was considered reasonable.
He drew attention to recent cases where the Environment Court considered the issue of
reverse sensitivity and in another cases the proposals were declined. Through those cases
the Court commented on the effectiveness of no complaint covenants and in that regard
the presence of a no complaint covenant did not provide a full solution and it did not stop
residents experiencing potential effects. By granting the proposal this would set a
precedent and would change the environment from rural character to a more lifestyle
situation.
Reverse sensitivity was not just about noise, issues such as odour and traffic movement
could equally effect the ability for the effects generated activity to continue to occur or to
be able to consider expansion and potential investment in the Region.
Bridget Buckley – National Policy Manager at Fonterra
Ms Buckley managed the interface between the many manufacturing and logistic sites
across New Zealand in relation to policy and plan, development processes and the
implementation risks attached to them. Fonterra had involvement in the development of
the South Taranaki District Plan primarily to protect their assets.
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A significant component of her role was dealing with the outcomes of reverse sensitivity of
conflicts. The activities proposed were fundamentally incompatible with the large-scale
rural industrial operations and the consequence of that resulted in decisions being made
about the operations at the site and whether or not they reduced or changed in nature or
scale.
Ms Buckley used the rezoning of their Darfield Manufacturing Site as an example where
Fonterra owned the bulk of the buffer and had a no complaints covenant on the property
along with restrictions on the types of land use and the inability for participation in
Resource Management Act processes, however despite this the owner was present at the
hearing. The message from Fonterra was that a covenant could assist however in terms of
the RMA process consideration was not a defining factor.
Fonterra had four sites in the District and the focus was at Whareroa as well as the Kāpuni
site which was surrounded by rural land. A key consideration was that a precedent effect
would change the amenity of the surrounding environment which had consequences
around operating, complaints and future consenting.
The key concern was that it would enable a further residential dwelling at 435 Manawapou
Road that could constrain the ability of lawfully established activities or those reasonably
anticipated to occur in the rural environment to continue to operate to establish or further
develop as they were in the rural context. The application proposed would result in adverse
reverse sensitivity effects on rural and rural/industrial activity and in particular Whareroa
and the surrounding dairy farms. If granted the application would set a precedent for other
subdivision consents throughout the area increasing the opportunities for sensitive
activities to locate near their site. Fonterra were opposed to the subdivision consent
however did not oppose the retrospective consent on the tiny house due to the unique
circumstances that lead to its construction.
Abby Fowler
Mr Boundy and Ms Fowler were aligned in terms of their conclusions and assessments. The
key effects in her opinion were those in relation to the rural character and amenity and
reverse sensitivity. In terms of rural character and amenity without the expert evidence and
those mitigation measures being in place she was unable to form a conclusion that the
effect on rural character and amenity were avoided or mitigated and could be significant
without those potential mitigations that a landscape architect might recommend.
In terms of reverse sensitivity from a fundamental planning perspective a key thing to do
was to separate incompatible activities, for example houses and dairy factories. Reverse
sensitivity had the potential to arise when unlawfully established activities such as
Whareroa caused potential actual or perceived effects on a new activity. This was the
reason for rules in the District Plan around intensity of dwellings. In her conclusion the
effects of the reverse sensitivity could not be avoided or mitigated. The ongoing operation
of Whareroa could be significant on neighbouring productive land uses.
In her view the application was not consistent with the direction of the Taranaki Regional
Policy Statement. Similarly, there were strong policy directives in the South Taranaki District
Plan around avoiding or minimising the potential for reverse sensitivity effects. In terms of
the policy 2.1.12 the word potential was important because the requirement was to avoid
or minimise the potential for reverse sensitivity.
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In terms of the precedent effects and from a planning perspective these activities changed
the existing environment. In summary she supported the conclusion reached by Mr Boundy
to decline consent.
In response to whether the residential house next to a type of settling pond was occupied
and what were the effects living close to Whareroa, Ms Buckley noted that it was common
for there to be a house within close proximity to their manufacturing sites. The key issue
was not that household and its current residence but if they moved out there could be
potential issues. Mr Minhinnick added that when Fonterra was the owner then there were
options for the property to be removed when the lease ended.
In response to a comment that a covenant could exist however was not necessarily binding,
Mr Minhinnick explained that a covenant was binding however as far as their effectiveness
it relied on enforcement. It was noted that the Committee could not bind a third party as
this would require a separate agreement.
Ms Buckley highlighted that the risk was more people subdividing undersized lots taking the
covenant and then the environment changed around them with lots of little houses in what
was a rural environment as it then became a lifestyle base, however they had covenants on
them.
Councillor Beccard noted Fonterra’s involvement in the District Plan and queried whether
the concept plan around the factory was not sufficient for their needs. Ms Buckley explained
that the concept plan for the manufacturing site enabled Fonterra to build on the site and
to manage their impacts externally, however reverse sensitivity was about the sensitive
activity and reverse impacts onto Fonterra. Mr Minhinnick added that it also did not deal
with the regional issues.
The meeting adjourned at 5.09 pm and reconvened at 5.17 pm.
Applicants Right of Reply – Allen Juffermans
What had not been quantified was the quantum for reverse sensitivity. The applicant’s site
was over 1,000 m2 away from Whareroa. There was no definition, however Whareroa had
a larger light pollution and in terms of air pollution a highly intensive chicken farm had a
base line 2.5 times the minimum set by the Regional Council.
In terms of the quantum of how reverse sensitivity was applied in this case he believed that
the District Plan and Regional Air Plan showed that the subdivision should be lying outside
any effect. Notwithstanding the applicant had recognised Fonterra’s application to the
District Plan that for all dwellings close to plant had insulation that supressed that noise as
a consent notice to avoid any potential annoyance that might be anticipated by future
owners.
This was not a residential subdivision it was a lot on a rural subdivision. It did not change
the productivity of the land at present. The quantum of non-productivity resulting from the
subdivision was minor. He clarified that he said that the activity was anticipated by the
District Plan because it was not noncompliant. It was a discretionary activity.
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Clarification was sought around the applicant’s position for unbundling the application. Mrs
Rowe explained that the following three options were available; as submitted; subdivision
of Lot 1 and 2 occurred with the condition of the removal of the tiny house and submitting
a new application for a new dwelling on Lot 2; no subdivision at all with the option to
remove the tiny house and then provide for a land use consent for the larger dwelling.
Unbundling the application would potentially be a limited notified consent regardless,
Fonterra would become subject to effected parties’ approvals and through this process it
was not guaranteed that Fonterra would give approval to the unbundling of the land use
application.
Mr Boundy commented on how unbundling could be undertaken through this consent
essentially separating the recommendation into two components.
In terms of the applicants offer for a consent condition or covenant around no further
subdivisions, Ms Bigham queried if this could be done and whether it was binding to the
title. Ms Marner noted that it could be done by way of a consent notice on the title, it would
be binding as the applicant would be required to reapply to the Council to have that
removed to allow for the subdivision. The covenant would be a private agreement, however
a consent notice allowed the Council the ability to remove this in the future or enforce it.
Clarification was sought around the stormwater, Mr Suresh explained that the applicant
could demonstrate the location of the existing stormwater systems and confirmed they
complied with the requirements if granted.

2.

Nga Tōkeketanga kia noho tῡmatanui kore / Resolution to Exclude the
Public
RESOLUTION

59/21 EH

(Ms Bigham/Cr Reid)

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
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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)

CARRIED

3.

Tuwhera anō te Hui / Resume to Open Meeting
RESOLUTION

61/21 EH

(Cr Mackay/Cr Langton)

THAT the Environment and Hearings Committee resumes in open meeting.
CARRIED
The meeting concluded at 6.00 pm.
Dated this

day of

2021.

………………………………………….
CHAIRPERSON
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Ngā Menīti Komiti
Committee Minutes
To

Environment and Hearings Committee

Date

1 September 2021

Subject

Reconvened Extraordinary Environment and Hearings Committee –
4 August 2021

3

(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 4 August 2021. The Environment and
Hearings Committee is being asked to confirm their reconvened extraordinary minutes from
4 August 2021 as a true and correct record.

Taunakitanga / Recommenda on
THAT the Environment and Hearings Committee confirms the reconvened extraordinary minutes
regarding the Subdivision and Land Use Consent from their meeting held on 4 August 2021 as a
true and correct record.
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Menīti
Minutes

3

Ngā Menīti take o te Komiti Taiao me ngā Whakawā
Reconvened Extraordinary Environment and Hearings Committee
Council Chamber, Albion Street, Hāwera on Wednesday 4 August 2021 at 2.00 pm

Kanohi Kitea / Present:

Ngā Taenga-Ā-Tinana /
In Attendance:

Matakore / Apologies:

1.

Deputy Mayor Robert Northcott, Councillors Andy Beccard
(Chairperson), Aarun Langton, Steffy Mackay, Diana Reid and Bonita
Bigham (Iwi Representative) via MS Teams.
Liam Dagg (Group Manager Environmental Services), Connor Marner
(Planning Team Leader) and Sara Dymond (Senior Governance
Officer).
Nil.

Whakaaetanga Rawa Taiao / Resource Consent
1.1

Subdivision and Land Use Consent – 435 Manawapou Road, Hāwera

The Environment and Hearings Committee adjourned the meeting on 26 July 2021 to seek
clarification from the agent and landowner.

2.

Nga Tōkeketanga kia noho tῡmatanui kore / Resolution to Exclude the
Public
RESOLUTION

62/21 EH

(Cr Mackay/Cr Langton)

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
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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)

CARRIED

3.

Tuwhera anō te Hui / Resume to Open Meeting
RESOLUTION

65/21 EH

(Cr Beccard/Cr Reid)

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 2.31 pm.
Dated this

day of

2021.

………………………………………….
CHAIRPERSON
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Pūrongo-Whakamārama
Information Report

4

To

Environment and Hearings Committee

From

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

Date

1 September 2021

Subject

Update on investigations and feasibility of a potential commercial
composting and/or waste to energy facility for South Taranaki
(This report shall not be construed as policy until adopted by full Council)

Whakarāpopoto Kāhui Kahika / Execu ve Summary
1.

The three Taranaki District Councils have approved funding a feasibility study into how they
might collectively build, operate and/or manage a commercial composting facility, which
could potentially process domestic, commercial and industrial organic waste streams from
across the region.

2.

This feasibility study will take a scenario based approach, covering a range of ownership and
operating options, processing technologies and scale factors. It will also cover expected
sales opportunities and key price points for the end products produced.

3.

A preferred location for this facility is the South Taranaki District, although a specific site has
not been decided upon.

4.

In addition to providing an update on the status of this project, the purpose of this agenda
item is to seek initial advice on what engagement and input the Environment and Hearings
Committee would like to have at this early stage of the project.

Taunakitanga / Recommenda on(s)
THAT the Environment and Hearings Committee;
a)

Receives the update on investigations and feasibility of a potential commercial composting
and/or waste to energy facility for South Taranaki.

Kupu Whakamārama / Background
5.

One of the key targets in the Council’s Environment and Sustainability Strategy and Waste
Management and Minimisation Plan 2018 is the diversion of organic waste from landfill.
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6.

Organic waste currently makes up approximately 60% of all domestic waste being sent to
landfill. However, this is only a tiny proportion of the amount of industrial and commercial
organic waste being landfilled from across the region.

7.

Transporting organic waste to landfills has significant emissions implications, as well as
being an important and valuable nutrient-dense resource that can and should be diverted
from landfill and re-utilised for positive outcomes for example, the creation of organic
fertilisers through composting, or the creation of low emissions renewable biofuels through
anaerobic digestion processes.

8.

Councils play an important role in managing and minimising waste in New Zealand. Each
territorial authority must promote effective and efficient waste management and
minimisation in their area of jurisdiction. The Waste Minimisation Act 2008 requires councils
to formally adopt a Waste Management and Minimisation Plan (WMMP), which must be
reviewed at least every six years.

9.

The WMMP is intended to be the key guiding document for each council to promote and
achieve effective and efficient waste management and minimisation within their districts,
with the overarching purpose of:
a.
b.

protecting the environment from harm; and
providing environmental, social, economic, and cultural benefits.

10.

Over the last two years there has been a raft of legislative and programme reform at a
national level in the waste management and minimisation space. These changes have had
significant impacts on our operational work programmes (eg. changes to plastic recycling in
2020).

11.

Large scale transformational changes to waste management in New Zealand are anticipated
in the next two years, including the national standardisation of Council run kerbside
collections, mandatory inclusion of green and food waste in Council run kerbside collections
and initiation of container return deposit schemes, among other initiatives planned for roll
out.

12.

For the Council to be able to effectively deliver a domestic kerbside food and organic waste
collection service, it will need a local facility that can process that type of waste safely and
sustainably, with minimal emissions from the processing and transportation phases.

13.

Therefore, the three District Councils have approved funding a feasibility study into how the
Council, New Plymouth District Council (NPDC), and Stratford District Council (SDC) might
collectively build, operate and/or manage a commercial composting facility located in South
Taranaki, which could potentially process domestic, commercial and industrial organic
waste streams from across the region.

14.

The feasibility study will focus on organics generated within the region, with a key focus on
South Taranaki, the location of the largest producers of organic waste.

15.

The feasibility study will investigate the options for managing organics, specifically food
organics, but also green waste.

16.

Potential options will be assessed against key criteria, which will be defined through a series
of workshops with Councillors, Iwi/hapū representatives and key stakeholders.
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17.

The feasibility study will use the Better Business Case framework, which involves:
a.
b.
c.
d.
e.

18.

The Council expect the option development to include consideration of:
a.
b.
c.
d.

19.

Defining the problem or opportunity (the Strategic Case);
Identifying options to address the problem or realise the opportunity and determining
the ‘best value for money’ option (the Economic Case);
Completing initial thinking on implementation/planning for success including − How
the project will be delivered (the Management Case);
Presenting options for how the solution will be procured (if relevant, the Commercial
Case); and
Presenting options for how the project will be funded (the Financial Case).

Composting (open windrow, aerated windrow, enclosed composting etc);
Anaerobic digestion;
Markets for any products produced via the processing (compost, digestate,
heat/power, biogas etc); and
Indicative pricing for the facility and its end products (Capex, Opex, value of product).

The ultimate goal for the feasibility study is to provide a basis for going to Councils (and
other potential funders) with a view on the viable options and likely costs and benefits of
various types of organic waste processing facilities.

Legislative and Financial Considerations
20.

Proceeding with a feasibility study into the options for diverting organic wastes from landfill
for the Taranaki region has no legislative consequences. However, it is consistent with the
Local Government Act 2002 and Waste Minimisation Act 2008 and aligns with the
expectations and advice from Central Government, the Office of the Auditor General,
Department of Internal Affairs, Local Government New Zealand and the Climate Change
Commission around Council’s waste management and minimisation work programmes and
service delivery.

21.

The feasibility study will be funded from the three Council’s Waste Levy and will therefore
not have any impacts on rates.

Consistency with Plans/Policies/Community Outcomes
22.

Nothing in this report is inconsistent with any Council policy, plan or strategy.

23.

This matter contributes to the following community outcomes as detailed below:
 Vibrant South Taranaki
 Together South Taranaki
 Prosperous South Taranaki
 Sustainable South Taranaki

Whakakapia / Conclusion
24.

Waste management and minimisation issues are relevant to the entire District and it is
considered that this will have an impact on the entire community, including Māori and Iwi.
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25.

Iwi/hapū are highly affected by and concerned with environmental sustainability issues,
including waste management and minimisation, and these issues form part of their
Environmental Management Plans.

Rebecca Martin

Kaihautū Toitū te Taiao /
Environment and Sustainability Manager

[Seen by]
Liam Dagg

Kaiarataki Taiao /
Group Manager Environmental Services

4
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Pūrongo-Whakamārama
Information Report
To

Environment and Hearings Committee

From

Kaiarataki Taiao / Group Manager Environmental Services, Liam Dagg

Date

1 September 2021

Subject

Environmental Services Activity Report – June 2021

4

(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 month of June 2021.

2.

The Group is comprised of four business units:
a)
b)
c)
d)

3.

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

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
– June 2021.

Ratonga Hanga Whare / Building Control Services
4.

Below are the statistics for Building Consents.

June

May

April

March

January February

YTD
November From 1 July
December
2020
98
693
116
567

66
75
Lodged
80
77
71
54
84
Issued
63
51
57
% Issued within
57%
52%
68%
27%
83%
55%
63%
statutory timeframe
Inspections carried
191
204
196
235
234
333
2219
out for the month
Value of building
$5,993,827 $5,109,271 $7,188,315 $6,282,676 $6,259,184 $18,845,839 $81,352,336
works lodged
1
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Number of consents lodged

Building Consents lodged by locality
34
32
30
28
26
24
22
20
18
16
14
12
10
8
6
4
2
0

4

Eltham

5.

Hāwera

Kaponga

Manaia

Pātea

Waverley

Below are the Building Consents lodged by type.
Consents lodged
Eltham
by type

Hāwera

Kaponga

Manaia

2
New Dwellings
1
2
Pole type sheds
Garage/Storage
1
5
2
Sheds
1
7
3
2
Log fires
1
5
1
Adds/Alts
3
Other
7
Amendments
4
31
3
5
TOTAL
NOTE: See Appendix B for Ōpunakē – Town and Other

6.

Ōpunakē

Ōpunakē

Pātea

1

Waverley

TOTAL

1

4
5

2

10

2
5
1
1
5
15

3

1
1

5

3

22
9
4
12
66

The tables below provide information on Notices to Fix and Dangerous Building Notices.
Address

Type

Issue
Date
130
Bridge Dangerous 20/08/20
Street,
Building
Eltham
Notice

Review
Date
03/09/20

11
Nelson Dangerous 25/11/20
Street,
Building
Hāwera
Notice

21/12/20

Reason for Notice

Status

Broken window on
street frontage. Has
been boarded up by
the Council, but the
owner must repair
the window.
Structurally unsound.
Owner required to
provide engineers
assessment and plan
for
repair
or
demolish.

Owner has not
complied with
notices.
Further action
to
be
considered.
Abatement
notice served.
Discussion
underway for
next steps.

2
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Address

Type

Issue
Date
11/05/21

Review
Date
23/06/21

414 Turuturu Notice to 31/03/17
Road, Hāwera Fix

02/10/17

61
Notice to 11/06/20
Camberwell
Fix
Road, Hāwera

31/07/20

5
Glover Notice to 30/07/20
Road, Hāwera Fix

28/08/20

106
Bridge Notice to 20/08/20
Street,
Fix
Eltham

03/09/20

68 Weraroa
Road,
Waverley
161
Bridge
Street,
Eltham
18
York
Street, Pātea

Notice to 8/06/21
Fix

18/03/22
7/07/21

Notice to 9/06/21
Fix

21/11/21

Notice to 21/06/21
Fix

20/07/21

154 Princes Notice to 21/06/21
Street,
Fix
Hāwera

20/07/21

31
Kauae Insanitary
Street,
Building
Manaia
Notice

Reason for Notice

Status

Insanitary dwelling Windows
in a state of boarded. Notice
disrepair.
deadline passed
without
required work
completed.
Owner advised
of intention to
apply to court
for works order.
Building
work Work to comply
without consent – is ongoing.
work to comply is
ongoing.
Non-compliant
Work to comply
building work – is ongoing.
work to comply
ongoing.
No current Building No action from
Warrant of Fitness. owner.
Building
work Further action
without consent – to
be
work to comply is considered.
ongoing.
Non-compliance
No action from
with Notice to Fix owner.
No. 2020/03 – work Further action
to
comply
is to
be
considered.
ongoing.
No current BWOF. Contact made
Building
work from owner.
without consent.
No current BWOF
No
contact
received from
owner.
Building
work No
contact
without consent.
received from
owner.
Building
work Contact made
without consent.
from owner.

3
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Ratonga Whakamahere Taiao / Planning Services

4
7.

Below are the statistics for Resource Consents.

June
Lodged
Granted
% Granted
within
statutory
timeframe

May

April

March

January February

November December

17
15

22
13

21
12

21
14

21
20

34
30

100%

100%

100%

93%

100%

97%

YTD
From 1
July 2020
208
167
99%

Resource Consents lodged by locality
12
10
8
6
4
2
0
Eltham

Hāwera

Kaponga

Manaia

Ōpunakē

Pātea

Waverley

Resource Consents lodged by type and locality
June 2021
8
7
6
5
4
3
2
1
0
Eltham

Hāwera

Kaponga

Manaia
Landuse

Ōpunakē

Pātea

Waverley

Subdivision

Resource Consents (Land Use and Subdivision) Granted Under Delegated Authority is provided
in Appendix A.

4
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8.

9.

Of the consents lodged between 1 June 2021 and 30 June 2021, the following consents have
been referred to Iwi.

4

Application No.

Location

Proposal

Comments

RML21042

South Road (SH 3),
Hāwera

Deemed permitted
Ngāruahine rohe
boundary activity for a new
garage.

RMS21046

520 Lower Duthie
Road, Mangatoki

2 lot Rural Subdivision.

Ngāruahine rohe

There are currently no consents undergoing notification as of 1 July 2021.

Ratonga Waeture / Regulatory Services
10.

Below are the statistics for Customer Service Requests.

Customer
Service
Requests (CRM’s)

June

May

April

7
7
50
63
0
41
19
1
1

7
3
55
66
0
23
10
5
1

5
7
54
27
0
27
13
9
2

2
4
53
59
0
38
2
2
1

11
13
102
115
0
49
12
1
4

11
10
111
84
0
41
16
4
2

YTD (Jul
2020 April
2021)
60
51
608
504
0
256
89
26
20

80

169

186

129

570

255

1448

Dog Attacks
Rushing/Threatening
Roaming
Barking
Welfare
Stock Wandering
Abandoned Vehicles
Illegal Dumping
Re-homed dogs
Parking Infringements
issued

January
March
February

November
December

Dog Statistics per Area
25

22

20
15

13

10
5

8

2

2

2

Kaponga

Manaia

1

0
Eltham

Hāwera

Dog Attacks

Ōpunakē

Rushing/Threatening

Pātea

Waverley

Roaming

5
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Legal/Enforcement Action
11.

The table below provides information on Legal/Enforcement Actions.
Address
Kaponga
Waitōtara

Type
Prosecution
Prosecution

Issue Date
9 November 2020
April 2021

4

Comment
Dog Attack on Human – Ongoing.
Roaming Stock: Insufficient Fences Ongoing

Rautaki Kaupapa me ngā Hōtaka / Strategic Projects and Programmes
Adoption of the Environment and Sustainability Strategy alongside the 2021-2031 Long Term
Plan (LTP)
12.

The Council adopted the Environment and Sustainability Strategy (the Strategy) on 28 June
2021. The Strategy was put out for public consultation alongside the 2021-2031 LTP.

13.

The Environment and Sustainability Team (the Team) are now working on implementing the
key projects in the Strategy, which include the following:
a)

Applying environmental sustainability and climate change frameworks/criteria to all
Council policies, plans, projects, governance and decision making processes.

b)

Ensuing our financial and investment portfolios are managed in an environmentally
sustainable and ethical way using ESG (Environmental, Social, and Governance) criteria.

c)

Supporting landowners with legally protecting and restoring natural ecosystems on
private land through the Council’s Natural Environments Fund and rates rebates (where
applicable).

d)

Supporting and co-funding the creation of biodiversity corridors and green spaces to
connect large and important habitats throughout the District, and restoration of Council
owned properties and Reserve land, particularly at sites where riparian planting and
management is required, and/or where community restoration groups are actively
working on Council-owned land.

e)

Developing and implementing an Energy and Carbon Reduction Plan, setting three yearly
carbon budgets and carbon reduction pathways, to ensure the Council is a carbon neutral
organisation by 2035 (excluding biogenic methane and nitrous oxide), and that our
activities remain aligned with New Zealand’s emissions reduction targets and the Paris
Agreement.

f)

Using One Billion Trees co-funding and through accessing and utilising other co-funding
streams, native plant afforestation on Council land will be increased to develop carbon
sinks for offsetting organisational emissions that cannot be reduced (see image 1 below
of first planted site).

g)

Mapping and modelling climate change risks and impacts across our District, so that our
communities’ understanding and resilience to climate change impacts can increase over
time.

6
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h)

Investigating how to provide improved localised disposal options and waste
management infrastructure to increase the amount of waste diverted from landfill, with
an initial focus on reducing the amount of compostable organic waste going to landfill
(currently 40% of our waste profile).

Closed landfill

Cemetery

Image 1: Zoomed in aerial view of the of the Pātea cemetery and closed landfill 2021
reforestation planting site (SITE 1), which is the rough piece of ground between the Pātea
cemetery and the closed landfill. The approximate area that has been planted is outlined
in green, and this area has already been fenced for stock exclusion. There will be a 5m
planting setback from all fences. The old fenced off Soldier’s Cemetery will not be
planted, and there will be a path kept clear of planting from the cemetery up to and
around this area (the area marked in red will not be planted). The total area to be planted
is approximately two hectares.

Commercial composting feasibility study
14.

Following on from the Waste Management and Minimisation Plan (WMMP) mid-term review
and Councillor workshop recommendations, the Team has begun seeking quotes for a
feasibility study into how the Council, New Plymouth District Council (NPDC), and Stratford
District Council (SDC) might collectively build, operate and/or manage a commercial
composting facility located in South Taranaki.

15.

NPDC and SDC have agreed to co-fund this feasibility study, pending quotes received being
within an acceptable costing range.

16.

The feasibility study will take a scenario based approach, covering a range of ownership and
operating options, compost processing technologies, and scale factors. It will also cover
expected sales opportunities and key price points for the end products that are produced.

7
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17.

A number of private companies have also approached the Council about their ambitions to
open a commercial composting facility in South Taranaki. Should any of these private operators
make meaningful progress towards opening a privately owned commercial composting facility
in the next 12 months, the possibility of councils building their own facility will be reassessed.

Te hua o te tau hou – Kai Resilience in South Taranaki
18.

The Team collaborated with Taranaki Timebank and Sustainable Taranaki to host an event
called Te hua o te tau hou – Kai Resilience in South Taranaki. The event was a to explore how
South Taranaki residents can collectively build kai resilience at this time of Puanga.

19.

The event was held on 26 June at Te Korowai o Ngāruahine. Panel speakers included: Julie Anne
Katene Barney (Ngāruahine Iwi Health Services), Michelle Busby (Goldbush Micro Farm),
Debbie Ngarewa-Packer (Māori Party MP), Emily Tuhi-Ao Bailey (Parihaka māra kai), and Fiona
Young (Taranaki Regenerative Agriculture).

20.

The speakers’ panel was followed by a Crop Swap, shared kai and a time for the audience to
share pānui.

Liam Dagg

Kaiarataki Taiao /
Group Manager Environmental Services

8
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Appendix A
Resource Consents (Land Use and Subdivision) Granted Under Delegated Authority

4

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 May 2021 to 1 June 2021
Application No.

Location

Proposal

Days

Notified

Proposed partial demolition
of commercial building with
defined pedestrian frontage

6

N

Change of conditions to
RML20075 condition 9

18

N

Subdivision - Controlled
RMS21030
43 Collins Street, Hāwera 4610

2 lot residential subdivision

19

N

RMS21035

Namu Road, Ōpunakē

4 lot rural subdivision

17

N

RMS21037

21 Muggeridge Road, Manutahi

2 lot rural subdivision

8

N

RMS21039

50 Dixon Avenue, Hāwera 4610

2 lot residential subdivision

19

N

Subdivision - Discretionary
RMS21024
89 Kiri Road, Ōpunakē

2 lot rural subdivision

7

N

RMS21025

4 Havelock Street, Ōpunakē 4616

2 lot residential subdivision

17

N

RMS21027

1352 Eltham Road, Eltham

2 lot rural subdivision

13

N

RMS21034

95 Auroa Road, Manaia

2 lot rural subdivision

15

N

Yard Dispensation for New
Dwelling & Boat Shed
Land use for dwelling with
bulk and location noncompliances

16

N

11

N

Deemed permitted
boundary activity

4

N

Land Use - Controlled
RML21038
130 High Street, Hāwera 4610

Land Use - Discretionary
RML21017
83 Lower Duthie Road, Mangatoki

Land Use - Restricted Discretionary
RML21005
Rāwhitiroa Road, Omoana
RML21037

40 A Collins Street, Hāwera
4610

Land Use - Deemed permitted
RML21039
51 A Rata Street, Hāwera 4610

9
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Appendix B
Building Consents Lodged by Type in Ōpunakē Town and Other Areas
Consents lodged by type
New Dwellings
Pole type sheds
Garage/Storage Sheds
Log fires
Adds/Alts
Other
Amendments
TOTAL

Ōpunakē Ōpunakē
Town
Other
1
2
5
1
1
2
4

3
11

4

TOTAL
1
0
2
5
1
1
5
15

10
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Pūrongo-Whakamārama
Information Report
To

Environment and Hearings Committee

From

Kaiarataki Taiao / Group Manager Environmental Services, Liam Dagg

Date

1 September 2021

Subject

Environmental Services Activity Report – July 2021

4

(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 month of July 2021.

2.

The Group is comprised of four business units:
a)
b)
c)
d)

3.

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

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
– July 2021.

Ratonga Hanga Whare / Building Control Services
4.

Below are the statistics for Building Consents.
July
Lodged
Issued
% Issued within statutory timeframe
Inspections carried out for the month
Value of building works lodged

63
71
64%
201
$4,972,496

YTD
From 1 July 2021
63
71
64%
201
$4,972,496

1
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Number of consents lodged

Building Consents lodged by locality
30
28
26
24
22
20
18
16
14
12
10
8
6
4
2
0

4

Eltham

5.

Hāwera

Kaponga

Manaia

Pātea

Waverley

Below are the Building Consents lodged by type.
Consents lodged
Eltham
by type
New Dwellings
1

Hāwera

Kaponga

Manaia

Ōpunakē

1

1
2

2
1

Pole type sheds
Garage/Storage
Sheds
2
Log fires
3
11
1
1
Adds/Alts
2
4
1
Other
3
2
Amendments
4
1
TOTAL
6
27
1
6
NOTE: See Appendix B for Ōpunakē – Town and Other
6.

Ōpunakē

1
2
1
1
3
11

Pātea

Waverley

TOTAL

5
3
2
1
1
1
5

1
4
2

7

6
23
10
7
9
63

The tables below provide information on Notices to Fix and Dangerous Building Notices.
Address

Type

130 Bridge Dangerous
Street,
Building
Eltham
Notice

Portland
Quay, Pātea

Dangerous
Building
Notice
11 Nelson Dangerous
Street,
Building
Hāwera
Notice

Issue
Date
20/08/20

Review
Date
03/09/20

19/10/20

19/11/20

25/11/20

21/12/20

Reason for Notice

Status

Broken window on
street frontage. Has
been boarded up by
the Council, but the
owner must repair
the window.
Abandoned, derelict
building

Owner
has
not complied
with notices.
Further action
to
be
considered.
Owner
has
not complied
with notices.
Abatement
notice served.
Discussion
underway for
next steps.

Structurally unsound.
Owner required to
provide
engineers
assessment and plan
for
repair
or
demolish.

2
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Address

Type

Issue
Date
23/12/20

Review
Date
26/06/21

Reason for Notice

Status

Fire Safety

11/05/21

23/06/21

Insanitary dwelling
in a state of
disrepair.

Notice
Fix

to 31/03/17

02/10/17

Notice
Fix

to 11/06/20

31/07/20

Notice
Fix

to 30/07/20

28/08/20

106 Bridge Notice
Street,
Fix
Eltham

to 20/08/20

03/09/20

68 Weraroa
Road,
Waverley
161 Bridge
Street,
Eltham
154 Princes
Street,
Hāwera

Notice
Fix

to 8/06/21

18/03/22
7/07/21

Notice
Fix

to 9/06/21

21/11/21

Building
work
without consent –
work to comply is
ongoing.
Non-compliant
building work –
work to comply
ongoing.
No
current
Building Warrant
of Fitness. Building
work
without
consent – work to
comply is ongoing.
Non-compliance
with Notice to Fix
No. 2020/03 –
work to comply is
ongoing.
No current BWOF.
Building
work
without consent.
No current BWOF

CPU and Fire
Evacuation
Scheme in place.
BC Amendment
expected
to
reinstate
sprinkler system.
Windows
boarded. Notice
deadline passed
without required
work completed.
Owner advised of
intention
to
apply to court for
works order.
Work to comply
is ongoing.

Notice
Fix

to 21/06/21

20/07/21

28
Grey Dangerous
Street,
Building
Hāwera
Notice

31
Kauae Insanitary
Street,
Building
Manaia
Notice

414
Turuturu
Road,
Hāwera
61
Camberwell
Road,
Hāwera
5
Glover
Road,
Hāwera

4

Work to comply
is ongoing.

No action from
owner.
Further action to
be considered.

No action from
owner.
Further action to
be considered.

COA application
rejected. Owner
to reapply.
No
contact
received
from
owner.
Building
work Applied for COA.
without consent.

3
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Ratonga Whakamahere Taiao / Planning Services
7.

Below are the statistics for Resource Consents.

4
July

Lodged
Granted
% Granted within statutory timeframe

20
18
100%

YTD
From 1 July 2021
20
18
100%

Resource Consents lodged by locality
12
10
8
6
4
2
0
Eltham

Hāwera

Kaponga

Manaia

Ōpunakē

Pātea

Waverley

Resource Consents lodged by type and locality
July 2021
10
8
6
4
2
0
Eltham

Hāwera

Kaponga

Manaia

Landuse

Ōpunakē

Pātea

Waverley

Subdivision

Resource Consents (Land Use and Subdivision) Granted Under Delegated Authority is provided
in Appendix A.
8.

Of the consents lodged between 1 July 2021 and 31 July 2021, the following consents have
been referred to Iwi.
Application No. Location

Proposal

Comments

RMS21057

4 Kawei Road, Ōhawe Beach

2 lot residential subdivision

Ngāruahine rohe

RMS21059

328 Wiremu Road, Ōpunakē

2 lot rural subdivision

Ngāruahine rohe

RMS21058

682 A Watino Road, Pihama

4 lot rural subdivision

Ngāruahine rohe

4
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Ratonga Waeture / Regulatory Services
9.

Below are the statistics for Customer Service Requests.

4

Customer Service Requests (CRM’s)

July

Dog Attacks
Rushing/Threatening
Roaming
Barking
Welfare
Stock Wandering
Abandoned Vehicles
Illegal Dumping
Re-homed dogs
Parking Infringements issued

5
2
36
48
0
41
7
0
2
114

YTD
From 1 July 2021
5
2
36
48
0
41
7
0
2
114

Dog Statistics per Area
18

16

16
14
12
10
7

8

6
5

6

4

4

2
1

2
0
Eltham

Hāwera

Kaponga
Dog Attacks

Manaia

Ōpunakē

Rushing/Threatening

Pātea

Waverley

Roaming

Legal/Enforcement Action
10.

The table below provides information on Legal/Enforcement Actions.
Address
Kaponga

Type
Prosecution

Issue Date
9 November 2020

Waitōtara

Prosecution

April 2021

Comment
Dog Attack on Human – Ongoing.
Owner found guilty and destruction of
dog ordered.
Owner of dog is
appealing the decision.
Roaming Stock: Insufficient Fences Ongoing

5
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Rautaki Kaupapa me ngā Hōtaka / Strategic Projects and Programmes
Natural Environments Fund

4

11.

Applications to the Council’s Natural Environments Fund are open from 1 August –
13 September 2021 at 5.00 pm.

12.

Many of the remaining indigenous species and ecosystems in our District are under threat. This
Fund encourages private landowners to work alongside the Council and other agencies, to help
protect and enhance these significant areas for future generations.

13.

The Council will consider funding Natural Environment Fund projects that:
a)
b)
c)

Assist with protection, enhancement, or restoration of areas scheduled as Significant
Natural Areas (SNAs) in the operative District Plan.
Assist with the protection, enhancement, or restoration of non-SNAs.
Promote the protection of areas of significant indigenous vegetation and significant
habitats of indigenous fauna throughout the District.

14.

Fund details and application forms can be found on the Council’s Natural Environments Fund
webpage. Any questions about the Natural Environment Fund can be referred to the
Environment and Sustainability Team (either via the Contact Centre or by emailing
envirosus@stdc.govt.nz).

15.

This fund aligns with the goals and outcomes in Council’s newly adopted Environment and
Sustainability Strategy and the Council’s Long Term Plan.

Plastic Free July Council Staff Workshop
16.

On 28 July, EnviroSchools hosted a staff lunchtime workshop at the Hāwera Administration
Building. This workshop was a part of regional Plastic Free July education efforts.

17.

Council staff were invited to make their own bees wax wraps, household cleaning products,
and to try weaving harakeke. The workshop was well attended by staff stopping by over lunch.

Emergency Management
18.

The refurbished Taranaki Emergency Management (TEMO) building was officially opened in
July in New Plymouth.

6
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19.

The Acting Minister for Emergency Management Honourable Kris Faafoi opened the
refurbished Head Quarters. Representatives from Taranaki Councils, Emergency Services and
Iwi attended.

20.

Several Council staff are attending regional emergency management training for different
functional roles over the next two months. These include Planning, Public Information
Management, Intelligence and Logistics. The aim of the training is to assist new and
experienced emergency response staff, with little experience, to gain the confidence to work
in that function during a response to an emergency event.

21.

A Foundation course for emergency management response staff is also being held in Hāwera
in September.

22.

These courses form part of the national framework of training under the Coordinated Incident
Management System (CIMS) and they introduce basic concepts, roles and processes for the
Coordination Centre environment.

23.

Several Council staff are also attending a specialised GNS Volcano Short Course in September.
This interactive two-day course includes keynote speakers and scientific researchers who will
educate attendees about the risks from volcanic eruptions, their hazards, potential impacts
to communities and possible mitigation strategies. A third field-course day will explore
Taranaki Mounga and the surrounding eruption deposits on the ring plain, including visits to
some key infrastructure, communities, and industries at risk from future volcanic eruption
events.

Liam Dagg

Kaiarataki Taiao /
Group Manager Environmental Services
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Appendix A
Resource Consents (Land Use and Subdivision) Granted Under Delegated Authority

4

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 July 2021 to 31 July 2021.
Application No.

Location

Proposal

Days

Notified

Proposed new garage in
Coastal Protection Area
with road and site
boundary dispensations
Childcare Centre

127

N

44

N

Proposed demolition of
building with the setting of
a Heritage Building

29

N

Land Use – Discretionary
RML21001

288 Tai Road, Oaonui

RML21026

219 Glover Road, Hāwera 4610

RML21031

Princes Street, Hāwera 4610

Subdivision – Controlled
RMS21036

40 Grey Street, Normanby 4614

2 lot residential subdivision

37

N

RMS21038

2209 Ōpunakē Road, Ōpunakē

3 lot rural subdivision

35

N

RMS21061

31 Rimu Street, Hāwera 4610

2 lot residential subdivision
(boundary adjustment)

4

N

Change of Condition to
RMS20092
Change of condition to
RMS20094

19

N

15

N

95

N

59

N

Yard dispensation for
proposed garage extension

19

N

Deemed permitted
boundary activity
Deemed permitted
boundary activity
Deemed permitted
boundary activity

5

N

8

N

3

N

Subdivision – Discretionary
RMS21050

6978 South Road (SH 45), Puniho

RMS21051

5642 South Road (SH 45), Rāhotu

Land Use - Restricted Discretionary
RML20099

284 Tai Road, Oaonui

RML21025

Denby Road, Hāwera 4610

Unconsented buildings and
structures within the
Coastal Protection Area
Yard dispensation for
proposed dwelling and
water tanks

Land Use RML21041

32 Fantham Street, Hāwera 4610

Land Use - Deemed permitted
RML21045

8 Nukumaru Parade, Waiinu Beach

RML21046

456 Turuturu Road, Hāwera

RML21047

10 George Street, Hāwera 4610

Subdivision - Restricted Discretionary
RMS21044

334 South Road, Hāwera 4610

2 lot residential subdivision

34

N

RMS21049

445 South Road (SH 3), Pātea

2 lot rural subdivision

17

N

8
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Appendix B
Building Consents Lodged by Type in Ōpunakē Town and Other Areas
Consents lodged by type
New Dwellings
Pole type sheds
Garage/Storage Sheds
Log fires
Adds/Alts
Other
Amendments
TOTAL

Ōpunakē Ōpunakē
Town
Other

2
5

TOTAL
1
2
1
2
1
1
3
11

1

1
1

4

2
1
1
1
1
6

9
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5.

Whakataunga kia noho tῡmatanui kore / 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

1. Confirmation of
minutes –
Extraordinary
Environment and
Hearings Committee
30 June 2021.

To enable the Committee to:

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

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)

2. Confirmation of
minutes –Environment
and Hearings
Committee 21 July
2021.
3. Confirmation of
minutes –
Extraordinary
Environment and
Hearings Committee
26 July 2021.
4. Confirmation of
minutes – Reconvened
Extraordinary
Environment and
Hearings Committee 4
August 2021.
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