
Hi Marion 
 

I think the main issue is that if not planted back in pine it has potential to 
be something that increases rates.  Would spending some money on more 

land that can be planted and harvested more easily then not be a better 
plan as more profit should then offset Kingsland alternative planting 

cost?  That would be a lot longer pay back? 
 

Aileen 
 

On Tue, 3 Mar 2020 at 09:50, Marion Satherley <marionawayfromhome@gmail.com> 

wrote: 

Hi all, 

Below is  response from Alan Bywater TDC regarding the submission regarding the 

Kingsland Forest development plan. 

Reading Alan’s reply he suggestions to things we may wish to include in our submission. 

Submissions close on the 6th March, that’s in 3 days time & prior to our next meeting. 

Do you feel we need to add to our submission. 

Please let me know promptly if yes. 

Cheers Marion 

Sent from my iPhone 

 

Begin forwarded message: 

From: Alan Bywater <Alan.Bywater@tasman.govt.nz> 

Date: 3 March 2020 at 9:16:47 AM NZDT 

To: "info@ourmapua.org" <info@ourmapua.org> 

Cc: Julie Nguyen <Julie.Nguyen@tasman.govt.nz> 

Subject: Submission on the Kingsland Forest Development Plan 

Hello Marion 

  

Thank you for sending your submission on the Draft Kingsland Forest Development Plan. 

  

In your submission you ask a few questions that I can at least partially answer. 

  

You asked: 

  

•         If the area was not replanted as a commercial pine forest would the area be left to 

regenerate or replanted? And if replanted, with what tree species? 
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The Draft Plan identifies three options if the area is not replanted in pine: 1. Replanting in 

permanent exotics 2. Replanting in a mix of permanent exotics and natives with the 

diagram on page 20 of the Draft Plan showing approximately where the exotics and the 

natives will be. 3. Regenerating/replanting with natives.  The preferred option in the Draft 

Plan is option 2.  This is covered on pages 13-20 of the Draft Plan. 

  

We have not gone into more detail about the specific tree species at this stage.  We felt it 

would be better to consult on the general proposals before spending money on developing 

a more detailed planting plan.  Once the Kingsland Forest Development Plan has been 

finalised and if the final option selected is something other than replanting pine, the 

intention is that the planting plan will be developed with professional input.  In terms of 

the area of native regeneration, we anticipate this being a combination of natural 

regeneration supplemented by planting (and weed control).   

  

•         Is TDC being advised by a forestry expert to ensure the best possible carbon 

sequestering? 

We haven’t engaged an expert of this type to date.  As noted above we will anticipate 

seeking professional help to develop a planting plan and if it is the Association’s view 

that this should include expert advice on carbon sequestration that could be part of its 

submission.  My broad understanding is that all the options sequester carbon to one 

degree or another.  Planting pines will sequester more carbon in the early stages (as they 

grow more quickly than the other species) but less when mature and of course they would 

be harvested once mature and the cycle begins again.  The exotics only,  mixed natives 

and exotics and natives only options will all be slower to grow but sequester more carbon 

in the long-term once mature and there is no plan to harvest these options so would do so 

for a long time.  The regeneration of natives will be slowest to mature and sequester least 

carbon to begin with but when fully mature would probably sequester the most carbon of 

all the options. 

  

•         If not being replanted in pines, how will TDC offset the loss of income from the 

commercial plantation? And how will this loss impact rates? 

  

The costs and future funding is covered briefly in the Draft Kingsland Forest Plan 

document.  Effectively the current revenue is largely offset by the costs of planting and 

maintaining the Forest.  If we do not replant in pine, it is proposed that the replanting 

costs be funded by Reserve Financial Contributions and the regular maintenance costs via 

rates.  These issues are covered in the Draft Plan between pages 13 and 20. 

  



•         MDCA understand the harvest costs of the Kingsland Forest are high due to accessibility. 

Would TDC consider replanting the equivalent area of pine trees in a more accessible site. 

  

The Council owns a number of other commercial forests.  These are all in various stages 

of being planted, growing or being harvested.  Specific consideration to purchasing 

additional land to replace the pines at Kingsland Forest has not be considered.  If this is 

something the Association wants to advocate the Council does, it could be part of the 

submission.  There would be additional costs of course for the Council to purchase land 

and plant the trees as well as a future revenue stream. 

  

Below is a link to the webpage on the Draft Kingsland Development Plan from which you 

can access the Draft Plan (the page numbers noted above refer to that).  

  

https://www.tasman.govt.nz/my-council/public-consultation/current-consultations/draft-

kingsland-forest-development-plan/  

  

Thanks 

 

Alan 

  

  

  

   

Alan Bywater  

Senior Policy Advisor 

DDI 03 543 8970 | Alan.Bywater@tasman.govt.nz 

Private Bag 4, Richmond 7050, NZ 
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