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My name is Campbell Gillam. I am employed as a health protection officer by 

Regional Public Health, a unit of the Hutt Valley District Health Board. I hold a Bachelor 

of Health Science from Massey University, and a Post Graduate Diploma in Public Health 

from the University of Otago. I have been employed by the Wairarapa District Health 

Board since March 2008 and subsequently by Hutt Valley District Health Board since 

2013. 

2. Regional Public Health serves the greater Wellington region, through its three district 

health boards (DHBs): Wairarapa, Hutt Valley and Capital & Coast, and is based at the 

Hutt Valley Hospital. The reason for this submission is to ensure that the public health 

risks associated with proposed activities are considered. The Ministry of Health requires 

us to reduce potential health risks by various means, which includes making submissions 

on resource consent matters. 

3. Thank you for the opportunity to talk to our written submission on the Proposed Natural 

Resources Plan and I note that the Hearing covers three broad topics: Air Quality 

Management, Land use in Riparian Margins, and soil conservation. We would like to 

focus on air quality from our written submission and to take the opportunity to illustrate 

some of the issues that have arisen in the past under the previous Regional Air Quality 

Management Plan. 

4. Rule 14 Spray Coating within an enclosed space- permitted activity (S136/006) 

Regional Public Health has requested an amendment to the proposed rule. 

That the proposed rule wording be amended by the addition of a further clause (g) 

"that the emission is 20 meters from a sensitive activity or sensitive area" 
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The previous Air Quality Plan was silent on buffer distances to sensitive sites around 

spray paint booths and often such activities are co-located in residential areas. Whilst 

the proposed rule does mandate the design and construction provisions of the 

Australian New Zealand Standards for spray booths we are concerned that not 

withstanding there still may be potential effects off the boundary from the operation of 

such booths, for example, through poor operating techniques. We note that discharges 

beyond the boundary would be a breach of permitted activities. However, the detection 

of this requires an exposure to have occurred and reported. Our preference is for a 

precautionary approach to be taken to mitigate the likelihood of the most sensitive 

populations being exposed before determining that a breach has occurred, for example, 

the exposure of children within an Early childhood education centre. 

Regional Public Health has provided an example of a precautionary measure in 

recommending the establishment of a buffer zone of 20 meters next to sensitive sites. 

Regional Public Health would like to provide an example of a complaint we responded to 

arising from the activities of these booths under the previous Air Quality Plan, 

5. Rule 15 Spray Coating not within an enclosed space — permitted activity (5136/007) 

Regional Public Health has requested an amendment to the proposed rule. 

That the proposed rule wording be amended by a change to clause (c) 

"That the emission is 20 meters from a sensitive activity or sensitive area" 

Regional Public Health understands that this rule is intended to manage domestic 

spray coating activities; however the rule wording does not make that clear. In the 

absence of any rule provision around volumes and frequencies of application, 

Regional Public Health requests that the buffer zone of 10 meters be amended to 20 

meters. Furthermore, Regional Public Health would suggest that the inclusion of 

volume and frequency limits would enhance the transparency of the rule to clearly 

indicate the types of activity it is attempting to manage. 

6. Rule 31 Food Animal or Plant matter manufacturing and processing — Discretionary 

activity 

Regional Public Health originally submitted in support of the proposed rule without 

comment and we request that the Rule wording and its intent be maintained. We 

believe it is appropriate for the rule to be based on a threshold of production 

volume. In general, larger volume activities are more likely to contribute to 

cumulative impacts of air discharges and therefore air shed contamination. Under 
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the previous Air Quality plan we have dealt with large scale plant matter processing 

activities where the activity has been permitted but there have been effects off the 

boundary and potential impacts on the air shed from the activity. Regional Public 

Health believes that a discretionary rule as proposed for larger scale production is 

appropriate to provide confidence in the modeled level of emissions and the 

effectiveness of emission controls. A volume based rule will allow the true potential 

or actual effects of a larger activity to be assessed. 

Whilst we do not have the particular technical expertise to comment directly on the 

Specific volume threshold for large scale processing it would seem that a 

Production capacity of 250 kg/per hour of product is common to a number of 

Regional Plans and would appear to be a good starting point. 

7. Rule 36 Agrichemicals Permitted Activities 

Regional Public Health originally submitted in support of the proposed rule without 

comment and we request that the intent of the rule be maintained. 

The rule indicates that the discharge of agrichemicals into air or onto land where it may 

enter water is a permitted provided that the following condition is met as in clause (e ) 

"there is no discharge into water or within a community drinking water supply 

protection area. 

Regional Public Health accepts that protection of sources of Human drinking water is 

important and that the National Environmental Standard for Protection of Sources of 

Human Drinking Water requires regional councils to be be satisfied that permitted 

activities in regional plans will not result in community drinking water supplies being 

unsafe for human consumption following existing treatment. 

Regional Public Health notes however that provision of community drinking water 

Protection areas within the proposed plan have generated a large number of 

queries, concerns and submissions, with the community drinking water supply 

protection areas being integrated throughout the plan . We note that submissions 

relating to community water supplies will be more fully assessed in Hearing 5. 

From our perspective we believe it would be advantageous if such concerns were partly 

managed through a prehearing meeting forum rather than a hearing alone, where the 

method for the derivation of such areas is discussed and how best to protect sources of 
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human drinking are protected while providing for the economic well-being of the 

community. 

We note that other submitters have suggested that in water supply protection areas 

that a risk analysis is undertaken prior to the hearing to support appropriate conditions 

being established in a controlled rule rather than discretionary. 

Regional Public Health think that this is an indication that a number of subnnitters also 

consider more discussion is necessary and we would welcome such an opportunity 

The rule wording makes it unclear if it applies to surface or groundwater or both. 

Although well intended and necessary, such a rule as written may be too restrictive 

particularly in relation to groundwater, and we perceive that this may cause problems in 

implementation. 

8. Rule 37 Agrichemicals into water - permitted activity (8136/008) 

With regard to Rule 37 clause (e) (i) and (ii), Regional Public Health believes that it is 

appropriate to align the notification period for both resource consent abstraction 

holders in community drinking water protection areas (Rule 37 (e) (ii) ) and abstractors 

outside of community drinking water protection areas (Rule37 (e) (i)). 

Thus we request that rule 37 (i) be amended to delete the words 12 hours and insert the 

words 1 week. 

Persons taking water for the purposes of both potable supply and stock water need to 

be able to have adequate time to make alternative arrangements. Regional Public Health 

believes a notification period of 12 hours may be insufficient in some cases for that to be 

achieved. 

In general for Rule 37, Regional Public Health accepts that if Hazardous Substances and 

New Organisms Act 1996 requirements are followed then public health is likely to be 

protected. 

We note that 37 (e) (ii) refers to Community Drinking Water Supply Protection Areas and 

as per the previous comment on Rule 36 regarding the value of a pre -hearing meeting 
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would also be appropriate for consideration of Rule 37(e)(ii). 

9. Rule 40 Discharge of other Fumigants — Controlled activity( 9136/009) 

Regional Public Health believes that the rule should reflect the 2010 Environmental Risk 

Management Authority Decision "Methyl Bromide Reassessment" 

We submitted that a new item 3 be added to matters of control: 

" in the case of application for the use of methyl bromide the extent of recapture 

technology" 

The reason that Regional Public Health submitted on this rule is that we believe that it 

should be expected that all users of methyl bromide be following Best Practice 

regardless of any future date when that would become mandatory. 

Regional Public Health is aware that Centerport is identified as a user of methyl bromide in 

our region and that they now use recapture technology. We are unsure if there are other 

sites using smaller amounts of methyl bromide in our region (below the threshold for 

providing annual reports to the Medical Officer of Health), and the intent of our 

recommendation is to cover this possibility. If there are no other users of methyl bromide in 

this region then the recommendation is not necessary. 

10. Once again thank you for the opportunity to speak in more depth around these two 

topics and we welcome any questions or further discussion on our submission from the 

Commissioners. 
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