
 
CHRISTCHURCH WEST MELTON WATER MANAGEMENT ZONE COMMITTEE 

THURSDAY 23 AUGUST 2012 
 
 

A meeting of the Christchurch West Melton Water Management Zone Committee was held in 
The Boardroom, Fendalton Service Centre, on Thursday 23 August 2012 at 6pm 

 
 

PRESENT: Ian Fox, Community Representative (Chairperson) 
Deidre Francis, Community Representative (Deputy Chairperson) 
Jon Harding, Community Representative 
Councillor Debra Hasson, Selwyn District Council  
Hugh Thorpe, Community Representative 
Robert Wynn-Williams, Community Representative  
Ann Winstanley, Community Representative  
 

  
APOLOGIES: Apologies for absences was received and accepted from Councillor Sally Buck, 

Commissioner Rex Williams, Yvette Couch Lewis and Arapata Reuben.  
 

 
1. CONFIRMATION OF MINUTES – 25 JULY 2012 

 
It was decided that the minutes of 25 July 2012 be approved as a true and accurate record of the 
meeting. 
 
 

2. DEPUTATIONS BY APPOINTMENT 
 
Nil. 
 
 

3. IDENTIFICATION OF URGENT ITEMS 
 
Nil. 
 
 

4. IDENTIFICATION OF GENERAL PUBLIC CONTRIBUTIONS 
 
Nil. 
 
 

5. REGIONAL COMMITTEE UPDATE 
 
The Committee was briefed by Jon Harding on items of relevance to the zone, arising from the latest 
meeting of the Regional Committee of the Canterbury Water Management Strategy. 
 
A priority area of interest to the Zone Committee was nitrate high spots, and the Committee requested 
to consider the information on this matter that had been on the agenda for the Regional Committee. 
 

 
6. UPDATE ON ENVIRONMENT CANTERBURY POLLUTION PREVENTION WORK PROGRAMME 

 
The Committee received a presentation from Paul Gofton (Environment Canterbury) on Environment 
Canterbury’s Pollution Prevention Work Programme (refer attached).  
 
Key issues considered included: 
 
 involvement of SKIRT in directing business services in relation to pollution prevention 
 self regulation versus compliance monitoring 
 stormwater facilities - retrofitting old subdivisions and the different issues with this compared to 

a new subdivision 
 input to the draft ZIP – how the Committee can support the ongoing work of this unit. 



CHRISTCHURCH WEST MELTON WATER MANAGEMENT ZONE COMMITTEE 23. 8. 2012 

 

 
7. WETLANDS IN CANTERBURY 

 
The Committee was briefed by Tamsin Page and Philip Grove (both of Environment Canterbury), on 
wetlands in the context of the Canterbury Water Management Strategy (CWMS). 
 
Key issues considered included: 
 
 the incorporation of cultural significance, as well as ecological significance into the database 
 how significant wetlands are defined 
 landowner’s awareness and the possibility on ongoing education programme alongside the 

farm management plans 
 additional effort in the zone to identify and categorise wetlands, as smaller wetlands are not 

picked up.  
 
 
8. INDIGENOUS BIODIVERSITY HABITAT ANALYSIS 

 
The Committee reviewed the working draft ZIP content report from Mimouk Hannan (Environment 
Canterbury) related to indigenous biodiversity, on the basis of additional analysis provided by an 
expert panel on indigenous biodiversity habitats. 
 
The Committee noted the information contained within the report, and agreed to hold a workshop on 
this subject. It was also noted that a map location would be useful.  

 
 

9. WORKING DRAFT ZIP (REVISED CONTENT) 
 
The Committee received a verbal update on the revised content for the working draft ZIP from Zone 
Facilitator, Matthew Ross.  
 
The Committee noted the need for adequate time to work on the ZIP prior to the public meeting.  
 
 

10. WORK PROGRAMME TO ZIP 
 
The Committee noted the updated work programme to producing the Zone Implementation 
Programme (ZIP). 
 
The Committee agreed to cancel the workshop scheduled for 30 August, and hold workshops on 
12 and 13 September with the same content to ensure all of the Committee have an opportunity to 
attend.  
 
 

11. WAIMAKARIRI RIVER AND CHRISTCHURCH AQUIFER INTERACTIONS 
 
The Committee received a presentation from Paul White of GNS Taupo, regarding his knowledge of 
the interactions between the Waimakariri River and the Christchurch Aquifers / Groundwater 
Protection Zones. 
 
Significant issues discussed included: 
 Cumulative effect of taking water outside the Waimakariri River 
 Ways of achieving objective of increasing sprint flow to reduce the amount extracted and the 

amount used per head 
 Catchment of springs beyond zone boundaries – issue for discussion with Waimakariri Zone 

Committee Joint Meeting. 
 
 

The meeting concluded at 9.56pm 
 
CONFIRMED THIS 27TH  DAY OF SEPTEMBER 2012 
 

IAN FOX 
   CHAIRPERSON 



Improving Urban Waterway Improving Urban Waterway 
Health Programme Health Programme 

UpdateUpdate

By By 
Paul GoftonPaul Gofton

Team Leader Implementation & Pollution PreventionTeam Leader Implementation & Pollution Prevention



Content
• Recap on IUWHP
• Current initiatives & synergy with Draft ZIP
What we’re doing now & synergy with CWMZC Draft 

 Zone Implementation Programme

• 2012‐2013 proposed initiatives & synergy 
 with Draft ZIP

What we’re planning & synergy with CWMZC Draft 
 Zone Implementation Programme

• Example of stream restoration project 
(Lucas Creek, Albany)



Improving Urban Waterway   Health (IUWH)
86% of people say “Councils should tell us 

 more about how we can better help to 
 improve the health of our rivers, streams 

 and waterways”
*

 42% didn’t know what stormwater was
*

 Most people can name the Avon and 
 Heathcote rivers, but less than                

 10%
 

could name any of the other 400 
 waterways in Christchurch



IUWH Programme

• Able to adapt to work in varied catchments

• Mix of science and community engagement

• Several ECan departments working together

• Interagency group to develop common goals



Improve ecological health of urban 
 waterways by:

1.  Increasing the level 
 and effectiveness of urban 

 community involvement 
 in management and care 
 of urban waterways. 



Improve ecological health of urban 
 waterways by:

2. Increasing community 
 knowledge, environmental 

 awareness and 
 responsibility with regards 

 to the effect of individual 
 and cumulative actions on 
 urban waterways. 



Improve ecological health of urban 
 waterways by:

3. More effective and proactive 
 agency management of urban 

 waterways through increased 
 co‐ordination and appropriate 
 regulatory response. 



Component 1:  General Awareness



Current phase initiatives

What we’ve been doing & synergy with CWMZC 
 Draft Zone Implementation Programme

Key Principle
Better integration and collaboration
Priority Outcomes
Involving local community groups in implementation



Catchment Projects 

Pilot Project:
Okeover Stream



Community awareness



Current phase initiatives

What we’ve been doing & synergy with CWMZC 
 Draft Zone Implementation Programme

Priority Issue
• Improving surface water quality

Priority Outcomes


 
Industry actively helps to improve water quality in their 

 local waterways


 
Proactive pollution prevention activities


 

Inputs of contaminants to waterways are minimised



Industry training



Haytons Stream Catchment 
Pollution Prevention team undertaking systematic 

 approach to business activity & minimising impact 
 on water quality.



Least impacted water quality: 
low concentrations of 
contaminants.

Poorest water quality: for instance 
concentrations of ammoniacal-N well 
in excess of water quality guidelines, 
high concentrations of cBOD and 
presence of PAHs.

Elevated concentrations of 
zinc, including in stream 
sediments. The extensive 
areas of galvanised iron roofs 
in the mid- and lower 
catchment are likely to be the 
predominant sources.

Elevated concentrations of DRP 
(well in excess of water quality 
guidelines), downstream of 
fertiliser plant Wigram retention basin: 

reduces concentrations of some 
contaminants; e.g. TSS, total 
metals, ammoniacal-N BUT 
concentrations of NOx-N 
increase

Paparua Stream

Haytons Stream

Improved water quality due to 
dilution by ‘cleaner’ Paparua 
Stream water: e.g. lower 
concentrations of 
ammoniacal-N and DRP than 
in upper reaches of Haytons 
Stream

Sampling detected a pollution 
incident 22/7/09: the stream 
contained a white substance with 
elevated concentrations of TSS, 
ammoniacal-N & cBOD.

Impacts on Heathcote River: 
increased concentrations of 
ammoniacal-N, DRP, BOD and 
some metals downstream of 
Haytons Stream confluence

Effects on Heathcote River





In collaboration with:

Dulux
Resene
Master Painters NZ

Radio adverts will be 
continuing 2012 – 2013 
period with ‘burst’ 
broadcasting.

Targeted  industry Awareness



Review of 2011/12 programme

 Commissioned Opinions
 

survey

 EIR database (Pollution Hotline complaint database) 
 query.

 Feedback from internal & external stakeholders, 
 including painters focus group.





EIR Data
Objective

Establish base level data for trade waste discharges to demonstrate that an issue 
 exists and industry is required to take appropriate action to manage waste 

 streams. 
Background
The Environmental Incident Report (EIR) database records all the

 
calls to the 

 pollution hotline. 
Method

The database was interrogated to establish the quantity of reported incidents 
 related to stormwater pollution from construction activities (paint wash, 

 concrete wash, erosion & sediment, other construction).  The remaining 
 stormwater pollution incidents were also included for comparison

 
(e.g. 

 earthquake related, oil/fuel etc). 
The first search covered the whole of 2011.  The second and third searches 

 represented the first 2 quarters of 2012 with the intention 
to run searches quarterly on an ongoing basis. 



EIR Database Query Results





Conclusion
The search results show that in the first 6 months of 2012, more

 
than 

 twice the number of construction related pollution incidents have been 
 reported than were reported in the whole of 2011 (21 from Jan‐Jun 2012 

 compared with 10 for Jan‐Dec 2011). 

The results also show that in the first 6 months of 2012 construction 
 related pollution incidents accounted for a greater proportion of all 

 storm water pollution incidents than in 2011. 

*Possible cause(s) of fluctuations in reporting:

scale & intensity of repair/rebuild programme?
seasonal conditions ?
success of radio advertising ?



Painters Focus Group ‐  Results
• Not paid to clean brushes – have to clean up in own 

 time at home address “on the grass.”
• No incentive/reason to change.
• Cost – not incorporated into tender process & current 

 options too expensive.
• No easy place/location to clean brushes.
• Need ‘in your face’

 
advertising – tins & brushes.

• Heard radio adverts –
 

need to appeal to 3 groups.
• No consequence for those who “don’t play by the 

 rules.”



Paint wash water project



Concrete wash water project



Erosion & sediment control project



Link to CERA Recovery Strategy

• CERA Recovery Strategy:
• Standards for waste 

 management (including 
 concrete & paint wash 

 water) and erosion & 
 sediment control in line 

 with CERA recovery strategy 
 17.1 Objective

• 6.1. Ensuring recovery 
 activities value, protect 

 and sustainably manage 
 the sources of our water 



Proposed 2012/13 initiatives &  Links to Draft ZIP
Priority issue
• Improving surface water quality

Priority Outcomes


 
Water quality is improved in all waterways & wetlands


 

Industry actively helps to improve water quality in their 
 local waterways


 

Proactive pollution prevention activities


 
Inputs of contaminants to waterways are minimised



Least impacted water quality: 
low concentrations of 
contaminants.

Poorest water quality: for instance 
concentrations of ammoniacal-N well 
in excess of water quality guidelines, 
high concentrations of cBOD and 
presence of PAHs.

Elevated concentrations of 
zinc, including in stream 
sediments. The extensive 
areas of galvanised iron roofs 
in the mid- and lower 
catchment are likely to be the 
predominant sources.

Elevated concentrations of DRP 
(well in excess of water quality 
guidelines), downstream of 
fertiliser plant Wigram retention basin: 

reduces concentrations of some 
contaminants; e.g. TSS, total 
metals, ammoniacal-N BUT 
concentrations of NOx-N 
increase

Paparua Stream

Haytons Stream

Improved water quality due to 
dilution by ‘cleaner’ Paparua 
Stream water: e.g. lower 
concentrations of 
ammoniacal-N and DRP than 
in upper reaches of Haytons 
Stream

Sampling detected a pollution 
incident 22/7/09: the stream 
contained a white substance with 
elevated concentrations of TSS, 
ammoniacal-N & cBOD.

Impacts on Heathcote River: 
increased concentrations of 
ammoniacal-N, DRP, BOD and 
some metals downstream of 
Haytons Stream confluence

Effects on Heathcote RiverContinuing Catchment Approach



Collaborating with Industry & TAs

Objective/Goal:
Mandatory Environmental Training 
Programme – all rebuild trades/staff



Environment Canterbury Environment Canterbury 
(ECan)(ECan) 

Presentation toPresentation to 
Arrow International   Arrow International   

(Extract (Extract –– delivered to 200+ contractors in delivered to 200+ contractors in 
August 2012)August 2012)

By By 
Paul GoftonPaul Gofton

Team Leader Implementation & Pollution PreventionTeam Leader Implementation & Pollution Prevention



He Waka Eke NoaHe Waka Eke Noa
““A boat on which we can all A boat on which we can all 

embarkembark””

Or

“WeWe’’re all in this togetherre all in this together””



It’s Just a bit of muddy water?



Stabilise   Covering exposed areas with compost, wood mulch, gravel or Covering exposed areas with compost, wood mulch, gravel or 
 seeding with hydro seed or grass if the area will be exposed forseeding with hydro seed or grass if the area will be exposed for
 longer periods.longer periods.



Silt fence and/or silt/compost sock



What if this dye was concrete 
wash water?



Contain WasteContain Waste



Capture & Collect WasteCapture & Collect Waste



Clear Waste Clear Waste 



It’s Just a bit of paint wash 
water?



YOUR PROBLEM

YOUR RESPONSIBILITY!

DonDon’’t paint yourself into a cornert paint yourself into a corner



What are the current trade options?

Wash up at your ‘yard’
NOTE: you MUST have trade waste licence.

Use a contained paint wash system  
contact your paint supplier for options or develop your own?

WHICH SYSTEM DO YOU USE?





Possible additional options 
(in progress):
Paint wash water drop off points?

(Paint supplier or CCC run eco depot)?

Paint brush/roller pick up & drop off  service?

WHICH SYSTEM WOULD YOU USE?

* Bonus outcome!
Non‐domestic users have implemented water efficiency 

 plans to reduce consumption  



Proposed 2012/13 initiatives  Links to Draft ZIP
Key Principle
Better integration and collaboration

Priority Outcomes
• Involving local community groups in implementation
• Opportunities for Enviro‐schools to be involved in 

 local waterways



Enviro‐school input:
 Opportunities for Enviro‐schools to be involved in local 

 waterways are investigated & supported


 

Schools provided 
 information on 

 awareness campaign 


 
Students asked to draw 

 bus back “How they 
 want Christchurch’s 
 waterways to be...”


 

Businesses ‘sponsor a 
 winning design as a bus 

 back’
 

(12 months)





Youth Hui



Implementation Team
Currently heavily committed to impact(s) of Currently heavily committed to impact(s) of 

 Proposed Canterbury L&WRPProposed Canterbury L&WRP

Providing internal & external advice Providing internal & external advice 
Working with planners to assist with regional Working with planners to assist with regional 

 rollroll‐‐out programme.out programme.
Submissions close on 5Submissions close on 5thth

 
October 2012October 2012



Restoration Projects Restoration Projects ‐‐  links to Draft Z I Plinks to Draft Z I P
We take opportunities created by the 

 earthquakes to do things differently...
Priority Issue


 
Enhancing waterways for recreation & relaxation


 

Improving surface water quality...

Priority Outcomes


 
Access to waterway corridors is more people friendly


 

Opportunities to rehabilitate or reinstate waterway corridors 


 
Riparian strips are reinstated


 

In stream habitats are rehabilitated



Lucas Creek Restoration 
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