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Introduction 

 

1. My name is Edward Aitken. I live on the property ‘Craigforth’. This sheep and cattle 

farm extends from the western side of Pigeon Bay, beginning at Holmes Bay, to the 

east side of Double Bay. The 1100ha area has 13 kms of coastline. 

2. This family property has followed a typical production growth pathway for dry-land 

farms, with adjacent land purchases adding 385ha, along with standard practice farm 

development of fencing subdivision, stock water, pasture renewal etc. all needed to 

remain economic. The property was in  the Central Canterbury Monitor Farm 

program, a nation wide community focus farm program, for four years.   

3. I have been actively farming here for forty years and my son is now involved on the 

property. We have on-farm accommodation from a very popular cottage farm stay at 

Little Pigeon Bay, to an up-market off-grid  eco-house at Holmes Bay. Of the five 

houses, three are situated close to the coastline. 

4. I am a director of  three marine farm companies with farms from Scubby Bay to Port 

Levy. These resource consents went through Council and Environment Court 

processes. 

5. I have had some 15 years of involvement with the B P District Plan process, the 

subsequent court case, mediation and recently, time on the ‘Consent Order’  CCC 

Steering Group. 

6. The farm has an SES at Whiskey Gully in Pigeon Bay. There are two QE 2 

covenants with small areas of original Matai forest. A landscape plan is constantly 

being developed for the Holmes Bay area, with native coastal and creek riparian 

planting and protection work. A mixture of exotic planting is adding to the existing 

large specimen trees. There are many weed and pest issues facing this area. 

7. There have been several open field days,  from the Monitor Program to visits from 

CCC staff and others to discuss grazing management. 

History 

8. Banks Peninsula had approximately 1% remnant forest cover in 1900, and now has 

about 17% native forest cover. ( ‘Banks Ecological Region’, Study Report for PNA 

Program  for DOC, by Hugh Wilson. ) 

9. Land holdings were developed with houses scattered according to the titles. From 

seven farm-owning families in Holmes Bay when I started, to now only three, there 

are constant demands to farm economically. Yet along with standard farming 

developments and large stock mob grazing, there is still rapid expansion of 

indigenous vegetation. 



 

 

10. A farm such as this has evolved up until now under a ‘no rules’ framework, and yet 

the area has increasing aesthetic and biodiversity values. If a farm such as this was 

a blank canvas, there would need to be some 60 resource consents and compliance 

requirements, to achieve what exists today. With much of the farm in the Coastal 

Zone, we shudder to think of what ‘Big Brother’ has in store for us.  

11. It should be noted that these family farms represent the owners’ capital in every 

sense, and that the value of these coastal properties lies not only in productive 

capacity but also in their aesthetic attributes. It is about the ability of owners to go 

about their business, based on the democratic, private ownership system, along with 

associated existing rights and expectations. 

12. There is development currently in Pigeon Bay, with five star accommodation and 

service. This ‘package’ relies on historic, current, sustainable and aesthetic 

presentation. It is very much in our interest the keep our nest clean. 

13. Common sense evidence, right in front of us, shows that if good economic and 

political stability exists, rules or no rules, the landscape of Banks Peninsula is 

improving year by year. 

SES process 

14. For the SES on this property, the process has been correctly undertaken in a 

consultative way, as I was on the Steering Group, and understood the process. We 

can only rely on the professional judgement that an area will actually have the criteria 

to be significant.  

15. Federated Farmers and ourselves have strongly advocated that the boundary of an 

area must be accurate, and genuinely represent the flora and fauna in question. The 

CCC has recognised this, despite much pressure from other submitters to extend the 

SES boundaries to include future suggested buffer or corridor zones.  

16. For most SES areas, the land will continue to be grazed. For our area, the plants 

have evolved in recent times under continual animal grazing and the best 

management for this area is for this to remain. There will be the need to allow for 

stock access. The area has many weed and pest problems.  ( photo ) 

 

Vegetation clearance rules 

17. We strongly disagree with the last minute tightening of the land clearance rules and 

our submission to this is with the Federated Farmers submission. It should be noted 

that the Banks Peninsula Court  case  (CCC v Ecan  EC45-2008) arose  because  

Ecan and other submitters changed their submission from what had been expected, 

at the eleventh hour,  after all those years of consultation. They were found wanting, 

at great cost to the ratepayers.  

18. We assumed that the ‘mediated ‘rules would be in the current plan. I do not recall 

that there was discussion about any proposed changes to this in the ‘steering group’ 

process.  



 

 

Rule 9.1.2.2.2 P3 (i)   

19. In this rule  9.1.2.2.2 P3 (i) , compared to its source in the Consent Order mediated 

agreement, at page 11— attached to Fiona Mackenzie’s evidence dated 10 

December for Federated Farmers— there has been an addition of the words ‘or 

scrub’  which I strongly disagree with, as this is a big change to the agreed rule. 

20.  I ask the Panel to remove the words ‘or scrub’, which makes the rule much more 

restrictive. This additional restriction has never been discussed and it is certainly not 

a fair or mediated part of the proposal. 

 

Rule 9.1.2.2.1 P3 (iv.) 

21. Even though this amount of 0.1ha was in the mediated rules, we find that this is too 
restrictive. It must be remembered that we farmers moved our position considerably 
to achieve a consensus. Every time there is a change in these rules, there is an ever 

expanding land area for farmer’s activities to be assessed against. 

 
22. In light of my above comments and considerable experience of our area, I argue that 

there do not need to be land clearance rules in the Rural Area at all. Even though 

organisations such as DOC give examples of land clearance attempts, the reality 

they don't acknowledge is the many hectares of regeneration occurring all the time 

under existing land use. For tussock grasslands, the reality is that although these are 

natural features, their past and continued existence relies on animal grazing. 

23. Whether we agree or not, the Act and associated policies require councils to identify 

special areas, however, I submit that they do not have the mandate, taking into 

account all aspects of the RMA, to make rules over land which falls outside the 

special areas. If such rules are made, they should be made only after consultation 

with farmers, who are the most affected stakeholders. 

24. Land use would be better addressed under Farm Environment Plans (FEPs)  , which 

would enable a much more effective and acceptable approach to land management. 

Coastal Zone 

25. Much of our property is now under the ‘coastal zone’, which appears to be a desk top 

drawn study. While we are uncertain of its ramifications, there will no doubt be 

lobbying to tighten existing use rights. The zone extends up to distant ridge lines and 

through built and modified areas. ( refer  Mount Cass wind farm application 

Environment Court case)  We ask that the boundary be re-drawn at the Little Pigeon 

Bay area, and the area near our house in Holmes Bay. 

Conclusion 

26. Banks Peninsula is a special landform on a regional basis. In this landscape there 

exists a continuum of land use, from remnant forest to highly developed land( Port 

Lyttelton). Most of the Peninsula area is livestock-grazed pasture lands. Much of the 

current vegetation cover exists because of man’s constant intervention and use. (Dr 



 

 

Brian Molloy, Pigeon Bay Aquaculture Ltd v CRC Env Ct  32-99 Environment Court 

case.)   

27. The focus of land management must not move down the pathway of more 

prescriptive rules, but rather a common sense approach is needed. I submit that the 

Council and others must concentrate more on the management of weed and pest 

issues under a frame work that will work for the land owners and the community.  

28. This planning process has not fully acknowledged the many private and other 

initiatives undertaken to enhance the area. Anyone can put their money where their 

mouth is and purchase and enhance land here. 

29. Over the years, and now, we have a constant barrage of ‘other people, telling other 

people, what to do with, other peoples land’.  We must not guess the future, but try 

and get the right people, to do the right thing, in the right place, for the right reason.       

Who better to do that than the stakeholders themselves. 

30. I wish to be heard, in association with Federated Farmers 

 

Edward Aitken 

 

15/12/2015 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  


