Minutes of 498* meeting of the Canterbury Regional Council

held in the Council Chamber, 200 Tuam Street, Christchurch

on Tuesday30 April 2019 at 9.00 am
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Present
Chair Steve Lowndes, Deputy Chair Peter Scott, Councillors David Caygill, laean Cranwell,
Rod Cullinane, Elizabeth Cunningham, Tom Lambie, Lan Pham, Dr Cynthia Roberts, Peter
Skelton, and John Sunckell

Managementand officers present
Miles McConway (Director Finance & Corporate Services), Nadeine Dommisse (Chief
Operating Officer), Stefanie Rixecker (Director of Science), Katherine Trought (Director
Strategy & Planning), Katherine Harbrow (Chief Financial Officer), Andrew Hudson (Senior
Strategy Advisor) and Louise McDonald (Senior Committee Advisor)
Otherstaff were also in attendance.

Welcome
Cr Lowndes welcomed everyone to the meeting.

1.

Opening Karakia
Cr Pham opened the meeting with a karakia

2.

Apologies
Cr Claire McKayfor early departure.

Conflicts of interest
During the hearing of submissions/feedback the following interest was declared:

e

Cr Roberts - Submission 85 Rod Donald Banks Peninsula Trust

Matters for Council Decision
4.1

Hearing of Submissions to the Annual Plan 2019-2020

Refer to page 7 of the agenda.
Resolved
That the Council:

1.

receives the feedback on the Annual Plan 2019-2020 and the submissions on
the Revenueand Financing Policy, and Fees and Charges Policy report; and

2. accepts the following late submissions to the Annual Plan 2019-2020:
a.

Paddy Stronach

b. Jennifer Porter
c.

Mike & Ruth Williams

d. Waimakariri District Council.

Cr McKay / Cr Cunningham
CARRIED

Selwyn District Council — No. 41
Mayor Sam Broughton presented the submission from the Selwyn District Council. The
Council was generally supportive of the Annual Plan and acknowledgedthe positive
relationship with Environment Canterbury. The step change in biodiversity was
supported and had been raised as an issue by many people in the Selwyn community.
To avoid doubling up, it was important to recognise that the regional council was the
lead agency with Selwyn District Council keen to help.
Biosecurity was another issue of concern to Selwyn residents with threats to agricultural

and agricultural processing. There are evasive speciesin the high country and at Te
Waihora.
The quality of the buses used on the longertrips to the Selwyn District was important as
was the timing of the services. For example, the Darfield service left the city for Darfield
at 4.45pm which wastooearlier for some commuters.

Robin Barraclough — No. 24
Robin Barraclough explained that he was a general practitioner with a science
background and wasnotaffiliated to any group. He referred to the Intergovernmental
Panel on Climate Change report on global warming and the recent Ministry for the
Environmentstate of the environmentreport ‘Environment Aotearoa 2019’.

He expressed concern that the Annual Plan did not marry up with those reports. While
the draft Annual Plan identified problems, it did not describe waysoffixing them.

Environment Canterbury needed to be honest with the public and create public debate.
Once people understoodthe severity of the problem they would be motivated.
It was noted that the Annual Plan was the Council’s budget document and that it would
be helpful to cross referenceit with other council documents like the Land and Water
Regional Plan to provide more information to the public.

Te Rúnanga o Arowhenua — No. 71
Kylie Hall, Principal Planner at Aoraki Environmental Consultancy Limited, presented
the submission on behalf of Te Rünanga o Arowhenua. She explained that their iwi
managementplan wascreated in 1992 and whileit included a lot of good information, it
needed to be updated to build on its vision and makeit more useable for a wider range
of people and organisations. lwi managementplans were a requirement under the
Resource ManagementAct.
Their submission included a requestfor funding assistance towardsthe cost of the
review, the total cost of which would about $110,00 to $120,000. Te Runanga o
Arowhenuahavealso approached the Ashburton and Timaru District Councils, and Te

Rünanga o Ngai Tahu for funding.

Federated Farmers of New Zealand — Combined Canterbury Provinces —

No. 91

Michael Salvensen, Mid Canterbury Provincial President and Lionel Hume, Senior
Policy Advisor presented this submission. Three aspects of the submission were

highlighted:
e

Their concern at the proposed increasein rates, but acknowledgementthat
some of this was targeted rates for public transport. It was clarified that the
division of responsibility for public transport infrastructure and services provision
between territorial authorities and regional councils was prescribed in the Local
Government Act.

e

The impact on somehigh country properties from the targeted pest management
rate.

e

The complexity around data management. Environment Canterbury had
collected a lot of data but it was difficult to access summary data. Assistance to
interpret the data, more transparencyandclarification of the $200 charge were
requested.

Mr Salvensen requested that the Council be mindful that the people of Canterbury had
been through a lot lately and that resilience is quite thin.

The meeting adjourned between 10.25 and 11.00am

Gavin Loxton — No. 60
Gavin Loxton of behalf of the Horehound Biocontrol Group with Ronny Groenteman of
Manaaki Whenuna, Lincoln presented this submission. They spoke to a PowerPoint

presentation on the problem of the pest weed horehoundthat wasa threat to pasture
and to indigenous grassland ecosystems. It was widespread in New Zealand and, with
global warming, waspredicted to spread in drought years.
Use of a biocontrol agent had been successful in Australia and two agents had been
released in the Mackenzie area, with assistance from Environment Canterbury. Before
applying to the Ministry for Primary Industries for a grant to extend the project, the
Group needed to confirm that the control agents had been established. The costofthis
would be $25,000 and they requested a one-off grant from Environment Canterbury for

$15,000.

It was confirmed that before the biocontrol agents were approved for release in New
Zealand they were tested to ensure that they would not impact indigenous vegetation.
The Australian experience indicated that it would take about 10 years for the biocontrol
agents to be established and 20 years to see good results. Noting that horehoundis
used by herbalists for medicinal purposes, it was explained that it would never
completely disappear.

Opawaho Heathcote River Network — No. 92
Annabelle Hasselman, Chair, and Elisabeth Bertolett of the Opawaho Heathcote River
Network spoke to a PowerPoint presentation on the work of the Network with
information about the catchment. This catchment waspart of a bigger system that

included ground water and the Avon/Heathcote Estuary.

In addition to the points raised in their written submission, a request was madefor
$4,000 towardsa baseline information/communication project to provide the community

with accessible information about the catchment. Funding from sources had already
been obtained.

Laura Molles — No.78
Laura Molles explained that she was an ecologist at the Christchurch City Council, but
her submission was asa residentof the Port Hills. She spoke in support of the proposed
rating area to support thevision for a pest-free Banks Peninsula. She supported the
recovery of habitat and reducing the direct predation on nests of indigenousbirds. It was
important to boost monitoring to seeif the work being done was making a difference and
to assess the methods being used.

John Mckim — No.96
John Mckim explained his opposition to the proposedincreasein the charge for swing
mooring holders. After a meeting held to inform mooring holders of the proposal he
requested, and wasprovided with, information from the Harbourmaster. He had

reviewed that information and was not convinced that the increased fee wasjustified. He

asked what were mooring holders getting for the fee? Any unrecoveredcosts of removal
should be covered by boat owners’ insurance. To have a berth in the Lyttelton marina it
was a requirement to have insurance, including public liability insurance.

lan McFarlane — No. 30
lan McFarlane, Chair of the Purau Moorings Association, advised that his submission
wasin two parts: representing the Moorings Association; and his personal submission

as a mooring holder in Purau Bay.

Association members were unhappywith the proposed increase in the swing mooring
fee. The Association had a team thatlifted and monitored moorings andthis information
was provided to Environment Canterbury and therefore the addition fee could not be
justified.
From his personal experience Mr McFarlane suggested that swing moorings should be
designed in respectto the size of the boat. He also queried when it was decided that

mooring holders could notsell their moorings.

The Council should have assessed costs on a regular basis and avoided this 100%

increase of the fee.
The meeting adjourned between 12.17 and 2.00pm

Mark Christensen — No.39
Mark Christensen shared his vision for Banks Peninsula and a wider story with the
whole community being engagedin biodiversity protection and reducing pest animal

numbers. He referred to the eight goals of the Banks Peninsula Conservation Trust’s
2050 ecological vision for Banks Peninsula.
He supported the 50:50 split between general and targeted rate to support the vision for
a pest-free Banks Peninsula. The thriving biodiversity would spill over into Christchurch
and the Red Zone andprovide a legacy for our children.

Richard Ball — No. 40
Richard Ball congratulated Environment Canterbury for including the vision of a pestfree Banks Peninsula in the draft Annual Plan. This is of strategic importance as tangible
support for the step change in biodiversity.

The history of biodiversity of Banks Peninsula was borne outof frustration. The
community took action and provided leadership. The growth of community groups in
Wellington after the establishment of Zealandia was an example of genuine interest
from the community when they could see results. This has real potential for
Christchurch.

Noting Environment Canterbury’s role in terrestrial biodiversity the Regional Policy
Statement needed to be clear on the issue of land use. Under different legislation the
Council also had a leadership role, and had expertise in pest control.

Pest Free Banks Peninsula Working Group — No.93
Richard Ball and Mark Christensen presented this submission on behalf of Dr David
Miller and the Working Group; Dr Miller's apology was noted.
Richard explained that the Group were getting costings for their work programme and
this information would be provided to Environment Canterbury and Predator Free 2050.
There wasa lot of work to be done and the Group wanted to ensurethat they delivered
what they promised. The work programmeincluded working with Christchurch City
Council on projects on the Summit Road and at Rapaki.
The Group offered to come andtalk to Councillors at a workshop and provide more
information on their work programme.

Banks Peninsula Conservation Trust — No.94
Mark Christensen and Richard Ball presented this submission, and an apology from
Maree Burnett was noted. Like the Banks Peninsula Working Group the Trust has a
collaborative programme. The importance of Environment Canterbury funding allows the
Trust to access other funding. The Trust supported the 50:50 split between general and
targeted rate towards the pest-free Banks Peninsula vision.

Feral Goat Working Group — No 88
Pam Richardson tabled information, including a report on the 2018 Little Akaloa feral
goat removal operation. Assistance had been provided by the Department of
Conservation, Christchurch City Council rangers and Environment Canterbury through
the Canterbury Pest Management Plan. The Group would be contacting landowners to
discuss further work.

Pam Richardson — No. 86
Pam Richardson then spoketo her personal submission in support of pest control and
biodiversity for Banks Peninsula. She encouraged the Council work together with the
Christchurch City Council.

Rod Donald Banks Peninsula Trust — No.85
Cr Cynthia Roberts advised that she had aninterestin this item as she was a member
of the Trust.
Richard Suggate presented this submission and explained that the Trust supported the
work of the Pest Free Banks Peninsula Working Group. The Trust had a different role as

it is primarily a funding group and had assisted the Working Group. As the Trust’s funds
werelimited, support from Environment Canterbury was appreciated.

Summit Road Society — No. 66
Bill Woods (President) and Marie Gray (Secretary) presented this submission in support
of the pest free Banks Peninsula proposal. They explained work being done by the

Society’s volunteers.
The meeting adjourned between 2.07 and 2.17am.
Crs McKay and Caygill left at this time.

Gabi Popi — No.97
Gabi Popi presented her submission, that wasoriginally submitted to the Christchurch
City Council. She expressed her opposition to the proposed rate increase and added

that as GST wasapplied to rates people are taxed twice. She explained that the pointin
her submission about insects; her concern was aboutspiders.

Timaru District Council — No 99

Via a Skype call from Timaru, Deputy Mayor Richard Lyon, Policy Analyst Fabia Fox,
and Group ManagerInfrastructure Ashley Harper presented this submission.
The Council supported the investigation of a demand-responsive public transport
system for Timaru.
Also supported was the work being done on improving freshwater management, and a
request was madeto allocate resourcing within the zones.
Timaru District Council needed hazard information for the review ofits District Plan.
There was concern that the budget for hazard work was reduced, and that the Annual
Plan wassilent on the review of the Regional Coastal Environment Plan.

The meeting adjourned between 2.45 and 3.20.
Cr Caygill returned to the meeting.

Waimakariri District Council — No. 102
Cr Al Blackie and Community Greenspace Officer Mike Kwant presentedthis
submission.
Mike Kwant explained the good work achieved with the Northern Pegasus Bay Bylaw
2016 to protect the coast north of the Waimakariri River to the boundary with Hurunui
District. The Council, Environment Canterbury, Department of Conservation and the Te
Tühaitata Trust were working together to ensure actions to protect the coast were

achieved. This work included signage, publicity and enforcement. He acknowledged the
assistance provided by Simon Woods, Principal Ranger, Environment Canterbury.
To provide more resources for education and enforcement, the Waimakariri District
Council had allocated an additional $10,000 and requested that Environment
Canterbury also allocate $10,000 to expand the work done by Environment Canterbury

rangers.

Cr Scott left the meeting at 3.38pm.

Sue Cumberworth — No. 75
Sue Cumberworth presented her submission in support of the proposedrating area to
support the vision of a pest-free Banks Peninsula.
She asked what could be done to enable the community to help with pest control. An
undertaking was madeto provide her with contact details for the Pest Free Banks
Peninsula Working Group.

5. Other Business
There was no other business.

6. Notice of Motion
There were no notices of motion

7. Questions
There were no questions

8. Next meeting
The scheduled meeting would be held on Thursday 16 Mayandat this meeting all the
submissions/feedback on the draft Annual Plan will be deliberated on.
Chair Steve Lowndes thanked everyonefor their attendance and participation and Cr
Lan Pham closed the meeting with a karakia at 3.45 pm.
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