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1. EXPERT CONFERENCING  

Expert conferencing for this topic was held on Thursday 26 November 2015 at the Hearings Venue, 

348 Manchester Street, Christchurch. The session was facilitated by John Mills.  

2. PARTICIPANTS  

Name Representing 

John Edward Dowding Isaac Conservation and Wildlife Trust 

Andrew Charles Crossland  Christchurch City Council 

 

  

 

 



3. ISSUES DISCUSSED  

3.1 Importance of the Trust’s conservation work 

The experts agreed on the national and international importance of the conservation activities 

undertaken by the Trust, and both noted the Trust’s long-term commitment to those activities. 

3.2 Noise and disturbance issues 

Dr Dowding expressed his concern over the re-zoning of the land to the west of the Trust’s property 

at McLeans Island to Open Space, due to the permitted major sports facilities in this zone.  Dr 

Dowding is concerned about the effects of the types of activities that may be facilitated within this 

zone, on the Trust’s breeding programmes for highly threatened bird species. The main impacts 

relate to (a) noise, and (b) an increase in the number of people coming to the area and the potential 

for trespass, leading to increased rates of disturbance and vandalism. In terms of noise, the effects 

on birds relate primarily to sudden and/or loud noises from major sports events as opposed to a 

gradual increase in noise. Examples of this include a sudden cheer at a sports match, or noise from a 

loud speaker, and fireworks.  This causes stress to birds in the aviaries, and can cause injury as they 

fly in the aviary when they get frightened, and hit the sides.  Mr Crossland shares this concern. 

Dr Dowding stated that the existing noise generating activities (such as quarrying) that occur on the 

Trust’s land are managed as best as possible to minimise adverse effects (noise and disturbance) on 

the birds.  However, the Trust is unable to manage those effects outside their property boundaries, 

which is why Dr Dowding expresses concern with the proposed zoning.  They have been very 

successful in the breeding of birds.  Mr Crossland agrees with this concern. 

Dr Dowding stated that there is potentially a difference between the existing noise versus what is 

anticipated. He asked the question, at what point is the noise level too high?  There could be a 

threshold when breeding becomes less successful, and we do not know what that might be. And 

how much of a buffer would be needed to achieve an acceptable level of noise?  Both experts agree 

that a noise expert should be engaged to comment on this as it is outside their area of expertise.  

Site- and species-specific research is required to determine the effects on birds.  Both experts agree 

that given the Trust’s large investment in their breeding programme and success to date, at this 

stage a precautionary approach should be taken.   

 

3.3  Increased bird-strike 

Birds can be disturbed from flying their main corridor for various reasons.  Mr Crossland stated that 

he hasn’t done specific observations in this locality, but there are active rangers at the airport that 

do bird control.  Birds at Peacock Springs are used to the noise from the airport, but the potential 

noise associated with this proposed zoning could result in frightening the birds, causing them to 

divert from their main corridor of flight, and increase bird-strike.  There is also the ponds and 

waterways at Orana Park on the other side of the airport where similar circumstances may arise. 

Dr Dowding expressed a concern with paragraph 8 of Mr Crossland’s statement, as he felt it could be 

taken to suggest that birds at Peacock Springs could be culled to avoid increased bird-strike.  Mr 

Crossland made it clear that this is not what was intended by the statement. What is intended is that 

the inappropriate construction of water bodies in this area should be avoided.  Mr Crossland stated 

that the Council is mindful of birds in the Peacock Springs vicinity.  He stated that the activities 

allowed by the proposed zoning adjacent to this area could be minimised to avoid disturbance.   




