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1. My name is Ronald Maxwell Manson and I live at 10 Charteris Bay Rd, Lyttelton. My property 

is shown as H14 on planning map number 78 (Stage 3) attached. 

2. My wife and I have already given 18.9 ha of our farm to the Banks Peninsula Conservation 

Trust back in 2002. We felt that this land was special because of its plants and the geckos 

that lived on it,  and we got Hugh Wilson to look at it. Hugh Wilson found many native plants 

and recommended to the Trust that it could be covenanted. 

3. This piece of land had been grazed continuously prior to being covenanted, and was a part 

of our working farm, but since 2002 we have taken it out of production, and we are happy to 

have done this. 

4. The work program for the farm is as follows: dairy cattle are grazed on it during the winter 

months (May –July) , after which time they go back to the dairy farm elsewhere. Sheep  are 

then grazed until December when it becomes too dry. The land is then left to rest until 

winter. No cultivation takes place. 

 

Site of Ecological Significance 

5. The first I knew about sites of ecological significance was when the Council rang and wanted 

an on site visit, about 12 to 15 months ago. I agreed to meet them (Paul Devlin, BP head 

ranger CCC; Liz Garson, principal advisor Natural Environment CCC;  and I think a third 

person that may have been Trevor Partridge, botanist CCC) and it was agreed verbally on site 

that the existing indigenous vegetation on the hummocks should not be removed.  

6. I agreed to this on the basis I could continue grazing the bits in between, as I always had. 

7. Subsequently I received a copy of a report (SES H/14) in the post. I have not personally met 

Mr Hooson on site but I believe he is the author of the report. 

8. I have been with Federated Farmers since 1960 and I called  in to see them because I did not 

understand what the report was for. 

 

Site of cultural significance 

9. I have now heard from talking to Fed Farmers that I have another overlay over the whole of 

my land, which is a proposed site of cultural significance to Ngai Tahu. 

10. When my wife and I first bought this land in 1994, I asked my lawyer to check if there was 

any Maori interest in the land. My lawyer checked with records in Wellington and the 

answer was no, there was no recorded interest in the land by Ngai Tahu. 



11. I have not been contacted by Ngai Tahu or anybody else about this proposal and am 

concerned about what it means. I am now thoroughly confused about what the outcome 

may be, including for the value of my land. 

 

Vegetation clearance 

12. I  wish to continue to be able to manage the strips through my land that have been cleared 

to enable grazing. The report from Scott Hooson says that grazing can continue without 

adversely affecting the indigenous vegetation. 

13. I understand that I am able to continue grazing my land under the proposed rules. However I 

am not sure what the new cultural significance overlay means.  

Devaluation of my land 

14. I have farmed this property since 1994. I am now 81 years old and feel that the proposed 

overlays on my land will affect the saleability of my property when inevitably it is sold.  

15. I would like to be able to speak at the hearing on this matter and to answer any questions 

about the process that has gone on, and the effect of the proposed ecological and cultural 

sites of significance  on my land. 


