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Pest conifer provisions for Tasman-Nelson RPMP Partial 

Review 

Revisions in response to submissions and hearings (Marked 

up version) 

July 2024 

Several edits are identified for the pest conifer policy provisions for the RPMP partial review. 

The starting point was the policy contained in the public Proposal notified in February 2024. 

Following submissions, and subsequent internal discussions on these submissions, staff have 

made suggested changes for consideration during deliberations. For clarity to the Regional 

Pest Management Joint Committee and submitters, staff's suggested edits are presented 
below in a marked up version of the pest conifer section of the original Proposal. 

♦~tasman 
~ d ist ri ct co unc il 

~ Nelson City Council r ,,,,,. te kaun,hera o whakatu 
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4.5 Pest conifers t: _________ _ 

Current status: No species of conifers are currently named as pests except for Douglas fir, and 
only within the Abel Tasman National Park enclaves and subsequent ATNP site-led 
programme. 

Proposed management category: 

Exclusion Eradication Progressive 
Containment 

Sustained 
Control 

Site-Led 

, , -( Deleted: and w ilding conifers 

There are ll_conifer species ,d_e~l~r:_ed p est c~ll:)ifeA !!]_ t_t,~ J~~£', ~s_l~~e.9 _ii:! J~bJ':_ §._ i:_e_n"" _ - >--D-el_e_te_d_: _pr_o_po_,_•d- to_b_• __________ --< 
individual species are designated pests in any regional situation while the wilding conifer sub- ::-,- Deleted: • 

class of subjects covers two species and thei r pest designations apply only when t hey occur >-D-e-le-t-ed- ,-,-------------------< 

in wilding states. 

Bishops pine (Pinus muricata) 

Contorta pine (Pinus contorta) 

Corsican pine (Pinus nigro) 

Mountain pine (Pinus mugo) 

including sub-species and botanical 
variants 
European larch (Lorix deciduo) and 
botanical variants 

Definition 

Maritime pine (Pinus pinaster) 

Mexican weeping pine (Pinus patula) 

Ponderosa pine (Pinus ponderosa) 

Scots pine (Pinus sylvestris) 

Western white pine (Pinus 

monticola) 

'Pest conifers' - refers to organisms included in the Progressive Containment Programme in 

the RPMP that are declared pests and for which there are !ego/ implications for occupiers1. 

Wilding conifers 

Definition 

'Wilding conifers' - means anv introduced conifer tree, including (but not limited to) onv of 

- Deleted: Conifer species in 

Deleted: control 

the species listed in the above table, established by ;_e~f"!i!e_d~d m_ea'!_S, '!_nlf!_s~ it _!s_ lo<:_a!f!.d __ - -(>-D_e_i_et_e_d_: n_a_tu_r_a'--------------< 

within o forest plan tation, o_ng d!JeS not create a_11v grec:it_e~ rjs_k of wil~ir,_g conifer sprea~ ~o _ _ - i Deleted: , 
adjacent or nearby land than the forest plantation that it is a part of For the purposes of ~-----------------~ 

this definition, a forest plantation is an area of 1 hectare or more of predominantly planted 

conifer trees. 

Species for the purposes of the wilding conifers class description include (but are not 
limited to): 

The single term 'pest conifer' 1s predominantly used {rather than pest/wilding conifer) when referring to any of the 
named subiects in Table 6, but still enables use of the sub-category term 'wilding conifers' when this is relevant or is 
all that 1s intended to be captured by a rule. 
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• Douglas fir (Pseudotsuqa menziesii/ • Radiata pine (Pinus radiatal 

Pest conifersJ~ea_c~ <;>~ ~l:mE:_rous r~~i9~a_! ~aJ':e!._ <;_o_n!o_rt_a _PJ~e_i~ t_h~ -~o.:5t_ i~~a_s~v~ 9~ t_h!s _ ~ ~ 
group and is deemed an ,Unwa0ted _.orga_nJs!ll_ !'.l'!t!o~~l!y~ ~<?~~ !~e_cies ,t,~'!_e_ i:_o_m_~e_r~i~I, ',, 
worth where they have been planted prior and progressively harvested. However, most,t,~v_e _ ,~~, 

JJt! I~ 9~ ~o_ E:_C9!:J~~i£ ~9~~,_i~ ~~ny~~t _t<;> ! h_e _s!g~!fi£<!n_t ~~~r_o!'.1':!'~~t~l_co~t_o! !h_ei_r !er~~<!· \ , , 
,, \ 

,Radiata pine and Douglas fir,are commercially grown in the region. The RPMP is not concerned 
with p reventing -production- or pi rmane-nt forestry- ~p-e;ating ~ thin- an-,occCpieis- priv~t~ -II I 

property. However, plantations of these species~result in self-seeded and unintentional~
1
1

1 

spread, hence se lf-seeded trees of these two species, outside ~ _e_!<~~~gJ 9~e! t plan_t~tions,_"1
1 are deemed to be 'wilding conifers'1. 

1
,11 

• - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -,v1f 
1,1I 

This Plan also refers to ,p~s_t _a~~~t _c9!:) ife__r~ ~Pe!t ag_ent' _h~~ the_ sai:ne -~E:_a~~g as in_ the-~\':\ 
Biosecurity Act 1993:Jn r~~a!i<;>~ t_o_a~y pes!,_~e_aris an_y_or!\_an isi:!' capab!e o! helping !h_e _pest,\ \.'~ 
replicate, spread or survive. 111' ~ 

'1~ 1lli1~ 

D , . . . ,111''1, 

\ 

\ 

I 

eun1t1on \ 11~',\1 

'Pest agent conifer' - means any in traduced conifer (that is not otherwise specified as a pest ,\ 
11 

11 1 ---- ---- ------ - --- -- - -- - n 
within the RPMP} f hat is capable af helping the spread af !!tlJ.sJltlg__canifers and is not located 1

1 1
\ 

1
,1 

I 

11 
I 

111 within a forest plantatiank9..,J:f shelter belt af Douglas fir under 1 ha. in Q[J_area that is clearly~.•, 1

1
: 

1 

exacerbating seed spread issues far a neighbouring property 1. 
1
, 11 1 .I 

11 
\I 1I I 

,, ' I' 

D e leted: species above occur in planted (historical} or 
wilding states and all can cause adverse 

Deleted: s 

Deleted: unwanted 

Deleted: o 

D eleted: pest conifers 

Deleted: of these species 

D eleted: Generally, pest conifers need to be controlled/ 
harvested whereve:r they occur in the region (including 
where the:y occur in plantations) as soon as it is practicable. 

Deleted: 11 
A further group of conifers comprises two species grown as 
commercial crops can also naturally spread contribut to 
wilding conifer adverse effects. Two species of conifer are 
proposed to be declared 'wilding conifers' ln the RPMP as 
listed in Table 7.1) 

11 
Table 7: Conifer species In the wilding conifer control 
programme11 
11 
Douglas fir (Pseudotsuga menziesii) Cm 
Deleted: Two conifer species listed in Table 6 I 

Deleted: ) 
Adverse effects: 

'11 Deleted: landowner's 

Wilding conifers cause significant impacts on native ecosystems in the Tasman-Nelson region, 
such as invading iconic tussock grasslands, alpine herblands and (in particular) the ultramafic 
areas of Dun Mountain and the Red Hills. 

National analysis of trends indicates that wilding conifers can outcompete native species in 
regenerating scrub for space, water and nutrients, adversely affect recreational and 
visual/landscape values, alter soil and soil fauna, reduce pastoral farming availability, reduce 
water availability (for irrigation and hydro power generation) and may help create or 
contribute to wildfire risks. 

All these impacts are also likely to adversely affect tangata whenua values across Te Tau lhu. 
Some adverse effects may be exacerbated by the potential impacts of climate change (e.g. 
more frequent or intense drought/dry conditions which could make some catchments more 
prone to flow sensitivity}. Having increasing infestations of wilding conifers may lead to 
increased uptake of available water in vulnerable catchments. 

L _____________________________________ __ _______________ ___ _ 

Rationale for inclusion: 

2 
Douglas fir seed spreads long distances and creates a greater seed spread nsk than P. radio ta. 

I Deleted: can 

11 Delet ed: the area of an 

Deleted: planted 

Deleted: It Is widely acknowledged t hat Douglas fir seed 

I spreads long distances and creates a greater seed spread risk 

,, than P. radiata !Figure 5). 

Deleted:· 

11 Deleted: s' 

Deleted: , which 

\I' Deleted: s 
I 

Deleted: species 

Deleted: . 

Deleted: An example is 

,.. Deleted: Readers should note that in this section, in general 
terms, 'wilding conifer' or 'pest agent conifer' may also refer 
to any of the 12 named conifer species, in certain situations, 
to reflect the Intent of the National Wilding Conifer 
Management Strategy, except where 'pest conifers' or 'pest 
agent conifers' are specifically referenced (e.g. in relation to 
rules) ,11 
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,e~s! ~ri_d_ ':"il~iri_g c:_o_!l~~r~ ~re included for_ the !irs! tim~ ill_ the_ ~~P t_o. help m~nafl~ !h_eir ~ ~ ~ 
spread more effectively3. /} ke"objective is operationally focused - to maintain the gains of -

prior and current control effort~~n_f?\:!r_ d_e~ignat~d~cp~~a!i?~~_I .?~e.?~J!~f~~ t~ ~r0:ap ~'\) :~ ~ ~ ~ ~,' 

I ' ' •' " • ' 
• 
• 
• 

Mt Richmond Wilding Conifer Management Unit",; ___ __ _ 
Takaka Hill - Takaka Hill Biodiversity Group Trust; 

----------------,II\\ 

Abel Tasman National Park (ATNP) - Project Janszoon; and 
Golden Bay (including the ATNP Halo) - Project De-Vine Environmental Trust . 

I \I\ 
',, 
I\' ',, 

,The general approach (including regulation) }l!lgn_s _ ~ i! h_ ryi.?~~O!<?LI_g!J _ q_i~t~i<;t_ <:_o~~<;il_ a_nd ~ 
Environment Canterbury pest conifer policies andJ~ e@~t!c~l_a_!l~~daptable ~!:ii~ advo_c~t!ng, ,, 

W _!11:?~0!i~t_e.9 _af:i:_e~l!'~ll_t~ _!)i:?t!'f_e~ri_ p~r!ii:?s_ ~s _ a_n ..elt~i:_n~tive to _.e_!1fo_!"('.!11_g_r~~e3-i ~l:e!~ t_h_e _ \ \, 
result may achieve the same or similar outcomes as rules). \ , 1 

'l - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -\ I 111 I 

I 

' 

f 11\ 

,gqu_ally, tt:ere are !w~,.strat eg~c_ o_bJe_c!i'!_ey !~ ~upp~f"! !h_eir inclusi9n: _______________ 
7 
\,, ::, 
I' 

Firstly, to help stop further spread and protect land in Tasman-Nelson that has not I' I 11111 

been impacted by pest conifers to date (or to control infestations that are just 
becoming noticeable). Hist ory has shown that an important contributor to pest 
conifer spread problems is a lack of early action. and that the cost of control 

\ <,\ 

\ I 1\\ 

~ '\ 

increases significantly the longer spread is left uncontrolled. 

• .,Secondly. the inclusion of w ilding radiata pine and wilding Douglas fir is intended to 
add~e;s the ;egati'7e effects of wild dispersal of these specie;from pl~~ted situations~ 
such as plantation forests. hedgerows, and specimen trees. The intent ion is to 
enhance the existing obligation on the forestry industrv.).9_ ~~na_g~ ~ee.9 _dis_p~rsa l

7
' 

effects as part of that sectors' social licence to operate in Tasman-Nelson. , 
I 
I 
I 
I The development of appropriate rules to support these objectives is important - (1) to help 

prevent new areas of pest conifers becoming established due to a lack of proactive action: 1

1 

and (2) landoccupiers neighbouring onto forest plantat ions should not be liable for. or have \ 
to undertake pest control on their land through. the spread of self-seeded conifers from forest 
plantations. 

Plan rules and explanations of rules: 

One pest conifer programme will be implemented, which includes two sub-programmes - one 
- - - - - - - - T - - - - - - - ••• - - - - - I 

that applies to the entire Tasman-Nelson region and another covering the four specific , 
operational areas.,___ _ _ _ _ _ _ _______________________________ 

1 

. ' ',, 
i. Region-wide programme,. _______________________________________ , ,, 

3 Their inclusion now also provides a lead in for a full review in 2028/29 when the whole operative RPMP requires 
reviewing. 
4 The Mt Richmond MU (through prior administrations) has a long history of locally funded wilding conifer control 
operations occurring. Operations in the MU now involve a consortium of national, regional and local stakeholders (including 
MDC) and are funded locally/regionally as well as through the National Programme. At least $SM has been spent on control 
to date. 

' ill ,, 

' ,, 

,, 
,, 

I 

' 

' 

' 
" 
" 
I 

I 

' 
' . 
' 

Deleted: The inclusion for the first time of p 

Deleted: and wilding conifers into the Tasman•Nelson 
RPMP is an important interim step in their region-wide 
management 

Deleted: The 

Deleted: main reasoning 

Deleted: . The region needs t o protect the investments 
made to date 

Deleted: wilding conifer 

Deleted: under current management 

Deleted: in this Proposal 

Deleted: (refer to Figure 4 below) 

Deleted: Criteria for having the intervening 'maintain the 
gains' policies and rules included 

Deleted: alignment 

Deleted: y 

Deleted: where possible, and being 

Deleted: realistic 

Deleted: containing a degree of flexibility (e.g. promoting 

Deleted: alternate 

Deleted: option to 

Deleted: , 

Deleted: In relation to including radiata pine and Douglas 
fir, increasingly, the forestry sector's social license to operate 
requires external impacts (from seed spread) onto 
neighbouring occupiers to be better managed. Neighbouring 
land occupiers should not be required to pay for or 
undertake pest control on their land through the actions or 
inactions of other parties. 

Deleted: The final reason for including wilding conifers, and 
a 

Deleted: rguably the most important 

Deleted: <#>strategically is to protect land in Tasman-
Nelson that has not been impacted by wilding conifers to 
date, or to contra! infestations that are only just becoming 
noticeable. History has shown that an important contributor 
to wilding conifer problems is a lack of early action, and that 
the cost of wilding conifer control increases significantly the 
longer any spread is left uncontrolled. Therefore, the 
development of rules is an important mechanism to help 
prevent new areas of wi lding conifers becoming established 
due to a lack of early action. This issue is particularly 
important given recent policies and economic drivers 
incentivislng afforestation. ,i 

Deleted: <#>'s 

Deleted: <#>duty 

Deleted: <#>exacerbating 

Deleted: Two types of management 

Deleted: are propose 

Deleted: d - a region-wide approach and targeted 
programmes in operational areas under current Crzi" 

Deleted: ! 
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There are t,br~~ ~uJe_s.: __ - Deleted: Three 

• A :c1ear land rule' - that focuses on the eradication of pest conifer seedlings before 
they can proliferate and spread; 

• A 'planted forest (wilding conifer spread) rule' - to manage self-seeded spread from 
forest plantations onto neighbouring land; and 

• A :pest agent conifer rule' - to manage potential seed sources that may impact 
neighbouring properties and halt the spread of wilding conifers in general. 

Deleted: are proposed, outside of current operational 
areas under management 

Specific rules [IPPlicable across the whale region _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __ - -j Deleted: for pest/wilding conifers 

Over the duration of this Plan, within the Tasman-Nelson region, and prior to cone bearing: 

a. Occupiers must destroy all pest conifers present on land they occupy, unless the land 
they occupy falls within a named pest conifer operational area {as shown in Maps 4.1. 
4.2, 4.31 and 4.32), urban areas or areas of high intensity land use (as determined by an 
authorised person), or unless there is a negotiated agreement in place between the 
Management Agency and occupier as an alternat ive way to achieve this requirement. 

L ------ - - - ---- - --------------------- - ---------------------~ 
b. ,From 1 July 2024, occupiers of forest plantations .(greater than 1 hectare), outside of -------------------- - . --- - - - ----- - --------------7 

named ~ conifer operational areas, are liable for the costs of removal of any ~ --
w ilding conifers present (i.e. subsequently occurring) on adjoining land {where that land , 
is clear of any infestation of wilding conifers as of 30 June 2024}. This requirement is ; 
limited to adjoining land within 200m of the Js,~e_:;!_ glant~tio_n P!~e_e_!'t_(_s _bs,~~d_a~y~ .., 
the ad joining occupier must be taking reasonable steps to control wilding conifers 
elsewhere on the property. Thispbligation will be on written direction from an authorised_, 
person, following a ,complaint from an adjoining affected neighbour, and where there is 
evidence ,that wilding spread has occurred from_ the planted forest to an adjoining~1•, .. 
property. A negotiated agreement between the Management Agency and the two ". 
occupier parties is an alternative way to achieve this agreement . 11 " 

► Reasonable steps: means an occupier is praactively managing wilding conifers and ,, 
using approaches, methods and tools advocated in the Notional Programme's ,., 

Best Practice Guidelines for managing wilding conifers. 

,. Evidence of spread includes (but is not limited to): , , ,, 
That the wilding conifers ore the same species as those in the forest 
plantation. 

That the source forest plantation trees were of cone-bearing age on 1 July 
2024, and 
There are no other likely seed sources located on the adioining land or 
other neighbouring land. 

L._Occupiers must destroy any pest agent conifer on their land, on direction of an 

I 
ii 

authorised person, where an adjoining occupier is undertaking .PLQactive,wilding conifer __ _ 

control on their land and that evidence of wilding spread is clearly attributable to the ____ _ 

pest agent conifer(sl. or there is a negotiated agreement in place between the 

Management Agency and occupier as an alternative way to achieve this requirement. 

I 
I ,, 

1\1 

' 

Deleted:~ 
Outside of named wilding conifer operational areas, after 1 
July 2025, occupiers of land that is clear or relatively clear 

of pest or w ilding conifer must destroy any pest or wilding 
conifer on their land, to ensure that land that is clear or 
relatively clear of pest or wilding conifers remains clear, on 
the written direction of an authorised person, unless there 
is a negotiated agreement in place between the 

Management Agency and occupier as an alternative way to 
achieve this requirement. 11 

D e lete d: <#>'Clear land' ,s defined os ports of the region 
that ore currently clear, (or ln/estor,ons ore at a low or 
very low density), but h,ghly suscepr,ble co wilding conifer 

spread ,f o seed source becomes estobl,shed. Although the 
major,ry of wildmg conifer spread is pred1ctable, a 
chorocrer/stic of spread (porrlculorly In highly susceptible 
areosS) ,s also the occurrence of random, ,rregular, long 
distance spread mto areas previously unaffected. This rule 
provides an early intervention tr,gger for these vulnerable 
or susceptible areas. Furcher, protected 'specimen' conifer 
trees named in District Plans (made under the Resource 
Management Act) may be exempt from this requirement, 
on o case by case basis. f1 
~ 

Deleted: <//>planted conifer forests 

Deleted: <ll>wilding 

Deleted: <ll'>planted 

De leted: <#>requirement 

Deleted: <ll'>valid 

Deleted: <#>(in the oplnion of an authorised person) 

Deleted: pest conifer or 

Deleted: the 
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(ii) Current operational areas under management 

An assumption is made that current priority control areas and programmes (included in the 
National Wilding Conifer Control Programme) will continue to be funded unti l the 'back of 
each problem' is broken (i.e. no caning trees remain on target properties) and responsibility 
for ongoing control can be transitioned (i.e. transferred} back to individual land occupiers to 
manage into the future . 'TransitionaLcriteria' nationally at the time of writing were,Qot fu!!.y _ -

,!!!l._l'~e_cl, b~""'e_v!!r_ t~!! foll('.)~iIJ~ ~uJe_s -~o~[dp;'! ~e_ i~p[e~~e~te.9 ~~~(a~ 9ee_r'.!~~n_a[ aJ~a~ ~a~ ~ -
received,.it:ii!i~l_c9r:it_r:~L_ar:i<! ~ll ~o 2__:-~ ~o_UIJ~S- ~f-~aJ"!_t~"!_a_n~e_ 1:_o_n!r9l_(~ltb _y~ryiIJ~ ye_a_rs_, l-~·~'.,'' 
typically 3-5 years, between control cycles, dependant on the species)6. \ ',\ 

h ,,, 
11 ,, 

There are four ~ conifer control operational areas in J asman-Nelson,which are the_;;ubject , , 

of this ,2ub-pr9gramm_e. 1:h_ere a_re !I'.'.~ ru!es:_ _______ = = = = = = = = = = = = __ = = = _ = = = = ='. ,'-, 
,1 ' 

• A 'maintain the gains rule' - to safeguard prior control and investment: and 

• A 'good neighbour rule' (GNR) - for boundary management of pest conifers that 
prevents an occupier's inaction on control work impacting their neighbour. 

• Mt Richmond Wilding Conifer Management Unit; 
• Takaka Hill community project; 
• Abel Tasman National Park (ATNP) - Project Janszoon; and 

• Golden Bay (including ATNP Halo) - Project De-vine. 

,1 I ,, ' 
\ ' ':\ 
i'•' 

' 
I 

I ,, 
' 
' 
' 
' 

' 

' 

Deleted:' 

Deleted: a 

Deleted: have 

Deleted: yet to be 

Deleted: determined 

Deleted: nat ionally 

Deleted: generally 

Deleted: s 

Deleted: :~ 

~ 
I 

Deleted:; 

Deleted:~ 

Deleted: the 

Deleted: region 

Deleted: key 

Deleted: RPMP pest conifers proposal. 

Deleted: for pest/wilding conifers in 

Over the duration of this Plan, within the above operational areas under current 
management, in the Tasman-Nelson region (as shown in MapsJ and prior to cone bearing:_ 1 Deleted: 4.1, 4.2 and 4.31 and 4.32 

d. Occupiers must destroy any pest,~~nJf~r_s _0IJ !~eJr_l'.!"!_d_ ""'~e_re_the _p_r:~pe~y ls l~c_a!e.9 __ - Deleted: /wilding 
>-------------------< within ,one of the four named operational area~ that has received prior control, or - - Deleted: they are 

there is a negotiated agreement in place between t he Management Agency and Deleted: a defined 

occupier as an alternative way to achieve this requirement. This rule does not imply 
any obligations on occupiers of .plan~ed fore~ts of specie~ n~tJist__e~ _a~ pe_s! conJfers _ : -1 Deleted: forest 

and does not apply until a property has received initial and maintenance control, as - i >-. - D-e-le-te_d_:-at- io- n-,-------------< 

described above. ~----------------~ 

e. Occupiers within .jl_ny o! !~e_ fa~~ :l~~e_d_ ('.)~e_r~t~o_r:i'.!I_ a_r~a_~_ ~~s! _d~~t~oy _a_ny _p~~\.., _ -
conifers on their land within 200m of an adjoining property boundary, where the -
adjoining property has previously been cleared of pest,_conifers through prior control __ _ 
and the adjoining occupier is also ,t'.!~'2g 1eason'.!ble steps to co_n!r-9~,Pe_s! £OnJfers 
within 200m of their property boundary. This is a Good Neighbour Rule (GNR) and will '~, 
apply unless there is a negotiated agreement in place between the Management ', 

Agency and occupier as an alternative way to achieve this requirement. 

A breach of any of the above rules is an offence under Section 154(N)19 of the Act. 

6 The level of control received will be proportionate to the infestation size and density and other factors such as seed 

banks. 

Deleted: a defined 

Deleted: /wilding 

Deleted: /wilding 

Deleted: under 

Deleted: active 

Deleted: work 
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Explanation of the Rules 
The purpose of these rules is in accordance with sections 73(5)(h~ as outlined below: ______ - -{ Deleted: 

'--------------- - - - - ----' 
• Rule (o) places o general obligation on relevant occupiers to remove any pest conifer to 

prevent new infestations occurring. The principal abiective is to provide the Management 

Agency with powers allowing it to focus on fond which is ostensibly clear of wilding 
conifers to remain clear. Although the majority of wilding conifer spread is predictable, o 
characteristic ofspreod (porticulorly in highly susceptible areas/ is also the occurrence af 
random, irregular, long distance spread into oreos previously unaffected. This rule 
provides on early intervention trigger for vulnerable or susceptible oreos. Exemptions may 

be sought under s. 78(21 of the Act (e.g. for protected 'specimen' conifer trees named in 
District Plans mode under the Resource Management Act). 

!....Jule (b)p jms to ensure that forest!J!. occupiers (~ lontotion and permanent forests).,.. , -

ore Jj<!_bJe_ [o! £tg pgy and/or contrgl/ 9'2~ '2e_~ ~~c!J'2g_ S:_P!e_o_!! _of E<?_n!f!C ~e!~l~ng~ [!g'!} ,, 
their forests onto immediately neighbouring fond, from 1 July 2024 onwards, with the 
proviso that the fond odioining the planted forest was free of wilding conifers ot this dote. , 
It is unreasonable for affected occupiers adjoining planted forests to hove to clear " 
wildings and/or pay for this control work (i.e. the 'exocerbotor pays' principle). 
Implementation of this rule is based on the opinion of on appropriate council officer and 
must be bocked with proof of spread occurring. The rule only applies where the adjoining 
occupier (making the complaint) is making reasonable attempts to keep their fond clear 
of wilding conifers~. _ ___ _____________________ _________________ , 

A four-step process is followed to enact the rule: 
Step 1: Complaint received by council. 
Step 2: Complaint investigated by on appropriate Authorised Person (with powers of 
entry) to validate complaint. 

Step 3: Meeting held between the parties to engage with them and to reach o _ ________ -
negotiat ed agreement. 
Step 4: If no agreement con be reached, RPMP enforcement provisions may be enacted. 

A negotiated agreement between the forest occupier and adjoining occupier (and 
validated by the Management Agency) will be o binding way to meet this rule 
requirement, e.g. thot the agreement documents which party will undertake and/or fund 
the required control, over what time period and what the access agreements ore to carry 
out control work. 

' ' 

Deleted: <#>Rule (a) is a 'clear land rule' and re_quires 
occupiers to take specific actions to control pest or wilding 

conifers when instructed to by appropriate council officers 

in writing. The intent of the rule is to primarily protect high 

value biodiversity areas which are deemed vulnerable to 
any wilding conifer spread where infestations are small 
{and densities low to very low) and control now is feasible 
and cost effective, as determined by council officers. The 
rule could also be used to protect production land or for 
cultural/aesthetic reasons where wi/d;ng or pest conifers 
ore ;mpocting on these values. A negotiated agreement 
between the Council and occupier is a valid alternative way 
to meet this rule requirement. fl 
!I 

Deleted: <#>is a 'planted forest seed spread rule' and 

D eleted: <#>responsible 

Deleted: <#>and their land use remains otherwise 
unchanged. f1 

Deleted: on the most appropriate way to deal with the 
problem ... 

• Rule (c) is o 'pest agent conifer rule' which aims to preventJ,Vilding conifer establishment_~ -1..__D_e_le_t_e_d:_p_e_st/ _____________ ~ 
across property boundaries principally through the control of conifer woodlots ond 
shelterbelts (under 1 hectare in size) or individual trees that ore determined, in the opinion 
of on authorised person, to be genuine sources of seed spread. The some 'evidence' 

criteria from rule b applies. This rule ji_ t!i~IJ.e!1:_d _JJ,x._ O..f..O!!'P~o~n_t !_11_0_!!~ ~}!_ ':! !!1:_ig_h_b~':!C t~ -( : - Deleted: would be 

the Management Agency, and that person must be Jo~'!H .. cegso_npbl~ ! ~eps ~o- c_o!!~'!I _ - Deleted: primarily through 

pest/wilding conifers on their property. 'Reasonable steps' definition from rule b also ' ' >--D-el-et_e_d..;.: v-a-lid_;...._.;.... ________ --< 
applies. Deleted: making a genuine attempt 

• Rule (f!.)_i~ 9~oy! ~m_o}'2tgi!}i_!I~ !h_e_g_o{n!~ of R'Y<!.r_cE'2t!'?J _w_o~k J E _ef:S_LJ!e_ t_!lg~ t_!)~ ~1:_n_e[i~s -c _ - Deleted: d 

of this control ore not lost through inaction (or for any other reason) by any occupier. - - Deleted: any 

'Prior' means any work underwoy from 1 January 2016 (when the notional programme >--D-el-e-te_d_: -un..;.d_er-ta_k_e_n------------< 
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commenced) to the present day. 'Control' meons ony work funded all or in part through 
formalised or planned programmes (e.g. national, regional or loco/ operations including 
environmental trust led initiatives, ond as deemed valid by the Management Agency). This 
definition extends to include individual private property control programmes, on o cose 
by case bosis. 'On their land' refers to ony property located within one o f the mapped 
operational areas, provided there has been control undertaken on that propertv. The 
obligation applies anywhere on that property (hence a prapertv wide obligation/. 

• Rule W is a 'good neighbour rule' designed to protect an occupier who has been taking __ - >-D_e_1e_t_ed_:_e _____________ _ 

reasonable steps (e.g. ,c_a_11!r9J_ "!!<!.r~ using_ b1:_st p rac~c_e) 9'!. ! h_ef!_P!<!,P_e!_ty ?'!~ j_s_ b_ef!19 __ - Deleted: active/ongoing 

impacted by ~ conifer infestations on Q_neighbouring property (e.g. through inaction _ __ ;,-D_e_l-et_e_d_: w- ,-.,d-in_g ____________ _ 

or unsatisfactory/incomplete control). The 200m distance is based on science thot notes 
the majority of conifer seeds fall within this space from source trees. In practicable terms 

this is the only J.:Vqt ~o_bj_n_d_t~~ c;r!?Y.11!! _!q '!1!:~tj~ _Rf:tylf' _o!Jlj_g_a!i~f!.S, however the GNR is __ - -j Deleted: suitable ~---- ---- ---------~ 
not limi ted in only opplying to Crown land. A GNR genera/Iv seeks to manage the 
externality impacts arising from pests spilling over from one property to a neighbouring 
property that is free ol or being cleared of that pest. 

1. Do nothing - however, in every other region where work is undertaken under the 
National Programme, wilding conifers are included in the relevant RPMP. This is 
because without their inclusion, and without rules, there is no compulsion on 
occupiers to maintain any of the gains made to date. 

2. Eradication is not feasible. A Sustained Control Programme, while containing the same 
rules as Progressive Containment, does not address the overall goal sought of wildings 
management, being the control of spread then progressively pushing back infestations 
to source areas then controlling those source areas (in the long-term). 

Figure 4: Current operational area in the Mt Richmond Wilding Conifer MU. Legacy plantings 

of contorta and mountain pine on Bee bys Ridge (right) are to blame. Control was commenced 
by DOC in 2018. Further control is scheduled for 2023/24. Photo source: BBSL, November 2023. 

Deleted: <#>Rules above relate ro operational areas that 
have received the agreed level of work, or agreed control 
targets have been met, and where the Management 
Agency determines that ongoing control will transition back 
to individual land occupiers. ff 
~ 
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RPMP edits required: 

Add principal measure 'd.' to Progressive Containment Pest Programme (pg 40): 

d. Tasman-Nelson pest and wilding conifer management programme: Both 
councils ,ba~e ~ leaqershIP r_?~e_ii:! faci!i~a!i~(l i:.O!l~~or~tive o~-the-!i"ound _________ - -{ Deleted: ~ 
management of pest and wilding conifers. Major components of this approach will ~ ------------------~ 

include providing support as a partner (e.g. this may Include: co-funding, technical 
support, assistance with developing long-term control plans, ensuring occupiers 
have access to.,the tools and equi11ment required and using its regulatory powers) _ - { Delet ed: ~------------------~ 
and actively supporting a variety of community-led initiatives. The outcomes of 
the programme will be heavily reliant on the sustained implementat ion of current 
and future operations through equitable regional and national funding. While 
some local/regional funding for control operations is likely to continue, the 
programme will become increasingly dependent on the National Wilding Conifer 
Cont rol Programme (NWCCP). This is a collaborative nation-wide control approach 
and funding model for wilding conifer management. Significant joint Crown 
funding for control work, from the Ministry for Primary Industries, Department of 
Conservation and Land Information New Zealand, came into effect in 2016 but the 
programme requires ongoing Crown funding and occupier support to continue 
(including on Crown occupied land). Work to control pest and wilding conifers may 
also occur outside current operational areas should it be prioritised and resourced 
through agreements between the various parties involved. 

• Add new progressive containment programmes/ rules as outlined above. 

4 
4 
4 
I 

NOTE: The information presented on the mapsJ.s__p_repared for indicative use only and is not ,' 
intended for definitive legal, location, or formal reference purposes.Jf required, current and 1 

accurate maps of boundaries can be supplied if and as required. Also note that the formatting 
and numbering of the maps may change as a result of alignment with the map series in the 
existing RPMP. 

f 

------- I 
I 

~ - ------------------------------------------------------. 

Deleted:~ 

f 
Moved (insertion) [1] 

Deleted: following maps are intended to represent 
1 general areas of interest regarding pest and wilding ,, ,, ,, ,, 

conifer management and are not necessarily drawn to 
scale. The shading end boundaries depicted on these 

,, maps are illustrative and serve as a guide to indicate the ,, 
I 

approximate location of areas under the jurisdiction of 
this rule. 

Deleted: ,i 
Page Break 

~ 

Delet ed: Glossary (related to wilding/pest conllers),i 
' ,, 

Pest agent has the same meaning as in the Biosecurity 
Act 1993: ,i 
"in relation to any pest, means any organism capable of:11 
Helping t he pest replicate, spread, or survive; or11 
Interfering with the management of the pest.,i ,, ,, 
WIiding conifers are any introduced conifer tree, including 
{but not limited to) any of the species listed in Table Sand 
Table 6, established by natural means, unless it Is located 
within a forest plantation, and does not create any greater 
risk of wilding conifer spread to adjacent or nearby land than 
the forest plantation that it is a part of. For the purposes of 
this definition, a forest plantation is an area of 1 hectare or 
more of predominantly planted conifer trees. 11 
Note: Two separate but linked definitions apply for 'wilding 

conifers': fl 
Pest conifers - 10 named species which generally are not 
marketable and their existence in plantations is being phased 

out.~ 
Wilding conifers only - two named species which have 
important commercial value In the region but ore also prone 
to spreading. f1 
~ 
Pest agent coni fer means any introduced conifer species 
that ls capable of helping the spread of wilding conifers and 
is not located within a plantation forest.11 
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Regional Pest Management Plan ¼ taSman ~ N, i,on C,ty Counc,f __ 
~----------- -- - - -------------- ~ ---,~----1'-J,,'- ------~----
.. Pest Conifer Progressive Containment A1ea A Map 4 

Mapped Area: Takaka Hill Community Proiect, ATNP (Site-led area). and ATNP Halo (Proiect De­

Vine) 

\ 

I 

.-

Mnp boc~ground co, . .irt"~Y al OpenStreetMop and 11.} conutbuto,s 

Moved up [1]: NOTE: The following maps are intended to 
represent general areas of interest regarding pest and 
wilding conifer management and are not necessarily 
drawn to scale. The shading and boundaries depicted on 
these maps are illustrative and serve as a guide to 
indicat e the approximate location of areas under the 
jurisdiction of this rule. If required, current and accurate 
maps of boundaries can be supplied if and as required. ,i 
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"- - - -------
Regional Pest Management Plan 

.. Pest Conifer Progressive Containment Area 

Mapped Area: ProJect De-Vine Environmental Trust Operational Area 

Mop boclo:.ground courtCS\ of OpenStreotMop ond 11s contributors 

~ ,u, ¥efion-CilfCounciT - - - i 
A Map4.1 

Deleted: 

Regional Pest Management Plan 
.. Pest and WIiding Conifer Proe,res 

Map4 
Mapped Area: Takaka Hill Community Po 
De-vine) 

Map t..ldlgrouno c.oune-.y 04' OpenStroctP,,_,o Jn:I 1H c.ont r'.b 
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Regional Pest Management Plan £tasman ~ NelsonCtty Counc,I 

a. Pest Conifer Progressive Containment Area 

Mapped Area: Takaka Hill 

Map background courtesy 01 OpenStr£:etMap and its conrnbulors 

A Map4.2 
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Regional Pest Management Plan ,fi?taS,!11an ~ N Ison Ctly Council 

... Pest Conifer Progressive Containment Area 

Mapped Area: Mt Richmond MU - Rod1ng and Nelson -,~~~---~ 

Mop backg,ound cou,a,syof OponStreotMap and 1t!li conmbutors 

A Map4,31 
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Regional Pest Management Plan 8tasman ~ N~honCuyCouncrl 

... Pest Conifer Progressive Containment Area A Map 4.32 

Mapped Area: Mt Richmond MU - Red HJ.lls _________________________________ - 7'--D_e_le_t_e_d:_h ______________ __, 

Map background courtesy 01 OpenStrce1Map and its contr1bu10,s 
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- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - ~ Deleted: 11 

15 

Regional Pest Management Plan 
.. Pest and WIiding Conifer Progressive C, 

Map4.l 
Mapped Area: ProJCCt De•Vlne Cnv1ronmental 
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I Page 3: [1] Deleted Peter Russell 5/06/2024 4:20:00 pm 

I Page 4: [2] Deleted Peter Russell 5/06/2024 5:45:00 pm 

I Page 15: [3] Deleted James Lambie (Gmail) 19/06/2024 3:36:00 pm 
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