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Name

Chilean Needle Grass National Steering Group (CNGNSG)

Introduction:
The Pest plant Chilean Needle Grass has been acknowledged as a potential threat to
Agriculture for many years, what we are now learning is of its Environmental threat to New
Zealand if allowed to spread.
There are many pets and weeds that we would prefer not to have. Then there are those we
should do our utmost to eliminate. We believe that Chilean Needle Grass is in the latter
group not just because of its threat to pastoral farming but also to wider biodiversity,
environmental and recreational values.
It important to make the point that it is not just a threat to pastoral farmers.
We are at a cross roads currently; the infestation is building critical mass; this has been
witnessed and documented in recent years; and slow insidious spread is about to be
replaced by exponential increase in spread rate.
Our decision is do we let the environmental degradation to our water and land bodies occur,
or do we push back.
The community demands push back; and that is the only option for NZ Inc.
Background:
The Chilean Needle Grass National Steering Group was established in June 2017 in response
to farmer concerns about the need to halt the spread of Chilean Needle grass into high
country where control options are limited. The aim of the group is also to reduce CNG in
both the currently infested and the surrounding fringe areas of New Zealand.
The group is in its infancy, and in the process of developing a Strategic plan and a three year
tactical plan. The group brings together the efforts of regionally focused action groups and
Liaison committees, building on the work achieved of raising awareness and enhanced
activity as part of a long term multi step plan. The group recognises the work by ECAN,
Marlborough District Council (MDC), Hawkes Bay Regional Council (HBRC) in this field.
One of the biggest short term gains the CNGSG can make in bringing change to how the
pest plant CNG is recognised nationally, is from consistency in classification across regions.
The national focus and governance role of the CNGNSG will ensure maximum engagement
and access to central Government Ministries and appropriate levy payer body commitment.

ECAN has regulatory and non regulatory roles with respect to Bio-Security, the CNGNSG
being landowner/manager (farmer) led, has an enabling role to support the Bio-security
team by ensuring land-manager by in and wider community support.
The behaviour change both the Chilean Needle Group National Steering group and Council
wants will only come from a community led and driven approach.
With implementation of the new Regional Pest Management Plans across the country, the
Chilean Needle Grass National Steering Group (CNGNSG) is expecting a higher level of
involvement from the Councils and that there will be increased cost with the management of
CNG.
Do date the Chilean Needle Grass Action Groups and Liaison Committees have
delivered at a number of levels,
•
•
•
•

•

•
•
•

MPI Sustainable Farming Fund, Education, Awareness projects across ECAN MDC and
HBRC.
To develop a bio-security template that can be used for Chilean Needle Grass and
other pest plants where required through bio-security programmes.
To encourage uptake of long term whole farm planning that will benefit other
environmental outcomes and meet Industry good objectives.
Use of demonstration farms from the core and fringe areas, including one that does
not have Chilean Needle Grass. These will be representative of viticulture, lifestyle,
pastoral systems and public land.
Facilitation with withlandowners to develop individual farm plans for each land-use,
GIS mapping, annual newsletter, education, field days and review of appropriate best
managements for the area and industry group.
Council in its role of regulator and compliance have bio-security knowledge and skill
set that will ensure these plans to fit into an over-arching farm environmental plan.
Partnering with the community and other agencies will benefit all parties and add
strength for seeking funding.
Engage NZ Landcare Trust to support farmer action, deliver facilitation, newsletters
write a Sustainable Farming Fund (SFF) application. Collaborate with the Viticulture,
Beef & Lamb to deliver Farm Environmental Plans with and MDC to create Biosecurity component of the plan.

To summarise,
The non regulatory delivery of bio-security, farm specific management plans are the first step
of developing planning systems to halt the spread, consolidate gains and treat reinfestations of Chilean Needle grass. Engagement of landowners in practical actions and
begin the process of wider community knowledge and information sharing about on farm
bio-security and Industry good objectives.
The core benefit this approach secures local buy-in to take responsibility for controlling CNG.
Recognition of Environmental and Economic threat posed by this pest plant to
Canterbury and New Zealand,

Addressing specifically the Plan;
Table 20, Chilean Needle Grass, Objective, Principal measures and Rules:
Pages 46,47,48
“Plan Objective 10 Over the duration of the Plan, sustainably control Chilean needle grass
within the Canterbury region to ensure: (i) that current infestations levels do not increase; and
(ii) any spread to other properties is prevented to minimise its adverse impacts on pastoral
production values.
The CNGNSG endorses the above Objective.
Principal measures to be used The requirement to act, council inspection, service delivery,
advocacy and education described in section 5.3 of the Proposal will be used to achieve Plan
Objective 10.
Generally occupiers will carry out the control work, and manage the likely vector pathways,
necessary to prevent Chilean needle grass spreading to other properties. In addition,
Environment Canterbury may undertake operational programmes and facilitate or assist
community initiative approaches.
Alternatives considered
Relying on voluntary control is not appropriate due to the rapid spread and very substantial
adverse effects if control in not undertaken by a land occupier. Environment Canterbury could
take on the responsibility for controlling the spread of Chilean needle grass. However, the
extent of Chilean needle grass is such that the logistics of carrying out the control programme
would be difficult to integrate with individual property occupier management requirements.
It is also unlikely to be cost effective. Furthermore, the consequences of occupiers no longer
owning the problem could lead to overoptimistic expectations on the part of both occupiers
and the wider community and adverse effects to economic well-being would not be minimised.
This alternative is therefore rejected. There are no alternative measures that provide for
satisfactory inspection, education or advocacy measures.”
The CNGNSG takes issue with the lack of transparency and rigor in the above
assessment;
CNGNSG Agree with the comment: “Relying on voluntary control is not appropriate due to
the rapid spread and very substantial adverse effects if control in not undertaken by a land
occupier”
“Environment Canterbury could take on the responsibility for controlling the spread of Chilean
needle grass. However, the extent of Chilean needle grass is such that the logistics of carrying
out the control programme would be difficult to integrate with individual property occupier
management requirements”
This statement has merit, however just because it is hard to do does not mean it
should not be done.
“It is also unlikely to be cost effective”

CNGNSG takes issue with the lack of transparency and rigor in the above assessment;
Protecting New Zealands Hill and High Country future land use and the understanding
of the protection of New Zealands fresh water, biodiversity and recreational values let
alone the direct cost of pasture renovation and animal welfare issues are all part of the
analysis required. This work has yet to be completed and when done will add
enormous value to future cost benefit analysis.
“Furthermore, the consequences of occupiers no longer owning the problem could lead to
overoptimistic expectations on the part of both occupiers and the wider community and
adverse effects to economic well-being would not be minimised. This alternative is therefore
rejected. There are no alternative measures that provide for satisfactory inspection, education
or advocacy measures.”
CNGNSR wish to point out that one does not need to look far from ECAN’s own
regional boundary, to see one of many alternatives being implemented; this statement
should be removed to enable opening of lines of communication and sharing of ideas
and values.
“Plan Rule 6.4.8
All occupiers within the Canterbury region, with Chilean needle grass present on their property
shall:
(a) eliminate all Chilean needle grass plants within 5 metres of an adjoining property
boundary; and
(b) be a party to a Chilean Needle Grass (CNG) Management Agreement For the purpose of
this rule, eliminate means the permanent preclusion of the plant’s ability to set viable seed.
A breach of this rule creates an offence under section 154N(19) of the Act.
Definitions
• Chilean Needle Grass Written Management Agreement means an agreement signed
between the land occupier and Environment Canterbury. It must addresses the
following containment matters (where relevant):
• the sale of sheep grazed in known CNG areas;
• the inspection of cattle, horses and deer from known CNG areas prior to movement or
sale;
• the inspection of dogs prior to movement outside of the property boundary;
• vehicle hygiene protocols for vehicles/machinery/equipment (including clothing and
personal equipment);
• the sale and distribution of any crops;
• visitor entry and exits points, signage, access;
• notification to Environment Canterbury of stock movement and location beyond the
property.
Explanation of rule The reason for this rule is to prevent the spread of Chilean needle grass to
properties that are free of infestations of Chilean needle grass”
CNGNSG opposes the Plan Rule 6.4.8 (a)

Please refer to the attached proposed draft rules of Marlborough District Council PMP,
where the elimination zone was previously 10m and this has proved to be ineffectual and of
no positive environmental outcome, a default rule that:
’Occupiers shall destroy all Chilean Needle Grass (Nassella neesiana) plants, on land
that they occupy, each year before they produce seed, unless a Management Plan*
approved by Council is in place.
A breach of this rule will create an offence under section 154N(19) of the Biosecurity
Act.’
CNGNSG endorses the Plan Rule 6.4.8(b), and recommend the inclusion of one more
bullet point
• to address specifically, the use of CNG infested land for recreational use.
Attached:
Appendix 1: Draft proposed rules, Marlborough District Council Regional Pest Management
Plan 2107, page 1.
Appendix 2: Draft proposed rules, Marlborough District Council Regional Pest Management
Plan 2107, page 2
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