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1 QUALIFICATIONS AND EXPERIENCE 

1.1 My name is Pauline Fiona Aston. My qualifications and experience are as set out in my 

evidence in chief dated 10 December 2015.   

1.2 I confirm that I have prepared this evidence in accordance with the Code of Conduct for 

Expert Witnesses (Environment Court Consolidated Practice Note, November 2011). The 

issues addressed in this statement of evidence are within my area of expertise except 

where I state that I am relying on the evidence or advice of another person. 

1.3 The data, information, facts and assumptions I have considered in forming my opinions are 

set out in the part of the evidence in which I express my opinions. 

1.4 I have not omitted to consider material facts known to me that might alter or detract from 

the opinions I have expressed. 

2 SCOPE  

2.1 My rebuttal evidence is provided in response to the evidence in chief by Yvonne Legarth 

(Ngai Tahu 3722) 

3 YVONNE LEGARTH 

3.1 At paragraph 14 Ms Legarth proposes an amended definition for Spring as follows:- 

Spring means the point where groundwater driven by artesian pressure emerges to the 

surface and forms a pool, the head of a water body, or discharges into a water body, or 

feeds a water body, either on a permanent or intermittent basis.  

3.2 I disagree with Ms Legarth with respect to inclusion of the words ‘on a permanent or 

intermittent basis’. I am concerned regarding the workability and practicality of this 

amendment.  There could be real difficulty with determining the status of activities and 

ongoing compliance if rules relating to springs apply to intermittent springs, including 

springs which may not be in existence and/or be known about at the time of an application 

for resource consent under the relevant rules. It is my general understanding that 

‘intermittent’ springs are not as important ecologically or in terms of other iwi values as 

permanent springs.  In my opinion, a reasonable and sensible balance needs to be struck 

between practicality, development certainty and protecting values associated with springs.   

3.3 I suggest the further amended definition meets the above criteria:- 
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Spring 

means the point where groundwater driven by artesian pressure emerges to the surface 

and either forms 

a) a pool; 

b) the head of a water body; or 

c) discharges into within or to a water body  
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